
Ameren Exhibit 2.0 

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 

DOCKET No. 11-0547 

 

 

 

 

REBUTTAL TESTIMONY 

OF 

PETER J. MILLBURG 

 

 

 

Submitted on Behalf 

Of 

AMEREN ILLINOIS COMPANY 
d/b/a Ameren Illinois 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

July 23, 2012



Ameren Exhibit 2.0 
Page 1 of 4 

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 1 

DOCKET No. 11-0547 2 

REBUTTAL TESTIMONY 3 

OF 4 

PETER J. MILLBURG 5 

Submitted on Behalf Of 6 

Ameren Illinois 7 

I. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 8 

Q. Please state your name and business address. 9 

A. My name is Peter J. Millburg.  My business address is 200 W. Washington Street, 10 

Springfield, Illinois, 62701. 11 

Q. By whom are you employed and in what capacity? 12 

A. I am employed as a Managing Supervisor, Regulatory Compliance for Ameren 13 

Illinois Company d/b/a Ameren Illinois (“AIC” or “Company”). 14 

Q. Are you the same Peter J. Millburg who filed direct testimony in this 15 

proceeding? 16 

A. Yes, I am. 17 

Q. What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony in this proceeding? 18 

A. The purpose of my direct testimony is to respond to Illinois Commerce Commission 19 

Staff (“Staff”) witness, Dr. Eric Schlaf and Citizen’s Utility Board (“CUB”) witness, Ms. 20 

Rebecca Devens. 21 
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Q. Are you offering any exhibits along with your testimony? 22 

A. Yes.  Attached as Ameren Exhibit 2.1 are the redline copies of the proposed tariffs 23 

intended to reflect the changes agreed upon by the parties to this docket.  Ameren Exhibit 2.2 24 

is a worksheet showing the derivation of the per-customer non-participant or Program 25 

Charge.   26 

Q. Dr. Schlaf recommends you provide the derivation and level of the non-27 

participant charge; the relationship between this proceeding and Docket No. 11-0669; 28 

and the changes to the tariffs.  How do you respond? 29 

A. The charge that applies to all DS-1 customers, referred to as the non-participant 30 

charge in Dr. Schlaf’s testimony, is proposed to be $0.08 per customer per month.   Its 31 

derivation is generally discussed in lines 102 – 121 of my direct testimony (Ameren Exhibit 32 

1.0) with the specific calculations provided in Ameren Exhibit 2.2.   33 

 The current form of Rider PSP – Power Smart Pricing (“Rider PSP”) also contains an 34 

annual reconciliation filing requirement.  The first Rider PSP reconciliation proceeding, 35 

Docket No. 11-0669, has been marked “heard and taken” with the parties agreeing that costs 36 

were under-recovered by $55,963 for the period from 2007 through 2010.  The over- or 37 

under-collection amount for 2011 will be identified in a report submitted to Staff, and the 38 

value will also be included in the one-time final reconciled amount.  It too is expected to be 39 

an under-recovery amount.  Any under-recovery of costs identified in Docket No. 11-0669 40 

and in the 2011 report will be collected from customers as a one-time final reconciled 41 

amount.  The one-time reconciled amount will be collected through a $.01 adder to the base 42 

$0.08 per customer PSP non-participant or Program Charge, and applied no longer than the 43 

number of Billing Periods required to recover the amount.  Any net balance collected through 44 
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the incremental $0.01 per customer adjustment exceeding the amount of under-recovery will 45 

be donated to an energy assistance agency serving customers within AIC’s service territory. 46 

Thereafter, the $0.08 charge will remain static with any discrepancy between revenues and 47 

actual costs being resolved through the Company’s formulaic delivery service rates.  I have 48 

attached a copy of the proposed tariff charge as Ameren Exhibit 2.1. 49 

Q. Have you shared the draft tariffs (Ameren Exhibit 2.1) with the interveners in 50 

this docket? 51 

A. Yes, these documents were shared with Staff, the Illinois Attorney General’s Office 52 

(“AG”) and CUB, and conference calls were subsequently held with representatives from 53 

these groups. 54 

Q. Is there any consensus regarding these documents? 55 

A. Yes, Staff and CUB agree that the Power Smart Pricing program should continue, and 56 

that the draft tariffs contained in Ameren Exhibit 2.1 should serve as the basis for the 57 

program’s ongoing implementation.  We are still awaiting a response from the AG. 58 

Q. Ms. Devens requests that the Company comment on the feasibility of a 2016 59 

evaluation of tariff charges per a tariff filing? 60 

A. The Company concurs with the concept of re-evaluating the per customer charges in 61 

2016 and has provided for that in its proposed tariffs.  In 2016 the Company can assess any 62 

changes to the Participant and Program charges warranted by further evaluation of benefits 63 

received by all customers.   64 
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II. CONCLUSION 65 

Q. Please summarize your recommendation to the Commission. 66 

A.   I respectfully request that the Commission accept the consensus recommendation of 67 

the interveners in this docket, and that Power Smart Pricing be authorized to continue as 68 

identified in the draft tariffs attached as exhibits to this testimony.  69 

Q. Does this conclude your rebuttal testimony? 70 

A. Yes, it does. 71 
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