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BRIEF ON EXCEPTIONS OF THE CITIZENS UTILITY BOARD AND  
THE ENVIRONMENTAL LAW & POLICY CENTER UPON REHEARING 

 
Now come the Citizens Utility Board (“CUB”) and the Environmental Law & Policy 

Center (“ELPC”), pursuant to Rules of Practice of the Illinois Commerce Commission (“ICC” or 

“the Commission”), 83 Ill. Admin. Code Part 200, and pursuant to the briefing schedule 

established by the Administrative Law Judges (“ALJs”) in their Proposed Order on Rehearing 

(“PO”), to hereby file this Brief on Exceptions in the above captioned proceeding.   

The Proposed Order in this case incorrectly approves the Revised Smart Grid Advanced 

Metering Infrastructure Deployment Plan (“Revised AMI Plan”) of Ameren Illinois Company 

(“Ameren” or “the Company”) as meeting the statutorily required cost beneficial standard in 

Section 16-108.6 of the Public Utilities Act (“Act”).  220 ILCS 5/16-108.6; PO at 25.  

CUB/ELPC takes exception to the Proposed Order’s conclusions regarding three of 

CUB/ELPC’s proposed recommendations to ensure that implementation pursuant to the 

Company’s Revised AMI Plan will deliver more benefits than it will cost for Ameren’s 

customers: 1) the failure to require Ameren to adopt tracking measures to ensure that benefits 

actually result from implementation of the Company’s Revised AMI Plan; 2) the failure to 

require Ameren to offer additional dynamic pricing rates to its customers; and 3) the failure to 

order a stakeholder process through which Ameren can finalize the details of its AMI 

deployment. CUB/ELPC also takes exception to the Proposed Order’s characterization of 
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CUB/ELPC’s position to clarify its stance that the Revised AMI Plan should be modified or 

rejected because implementation of that plan does not lead to the benefits envisioned by the 

General Assembly. 

Under the newly enacted performance-based formula-rate structure under the Energy 

Infrastructure Modernization Act (“EIMA”), the Commission has made clear that the inquiry 

regarding an AMI Plan is whether implementation of that plan will be cost-beneficial, and 

further that utility customers should receive the maximum benefits from utility investments made 

under the EIMA.  ICC Docket 12-0244, Final Order at 23 (May 29, 2012); ICC Docket 11-0772, 

Final Order at 29 (Apr. 4, 2012); ICC Docket 12-0298, Final Order at 24, 44 (June 22, 2012).  If 

the Commission continues to approve Ameren’s recovery of costs through a formula rate, failing 

to provide an effective means by which Ameren can illustrate how it delivers benefits to 

Ameren’s customers, provide new dynamic rate offerings that save Ameren consumers money, 

and address stakeholder concerns regarding its Revised AMI Plan will limit the Commission’s 

opportunity to ensure that Ameren’s customers actually benefit from implementation of the 

Company’s Revised AMI Plan.   

The legal standard is clear: Ameren’s AMI Plan – and its ultimate option to participate in 

the EIMA’s performance-based formula rate – requires two affirmative findings by the ICC: 1) 

whether or not the AMI Plan contains specific information required in the statute; and 2) whether 

implementation of the AMI Plan will be cost-beneficial consistent with the principles established 

through the Illinois Smart Grid Collaborative, giving weight to the results of any Commission-

approved pilot designed to examine the benefits and costs of AMI deployment.  220 ILCS 5/16-

108.6(c).  If the Commission looks at how Ameren proposes to implement its AMI Plan, the 

suggestions CUB/ELPC make in this docket are essential to making sure that implementation is 

done with an eye towards maximizing the benefits of AMI investment for Ameren’s customers.   



3 

ARGUMENT 

A. The Proposed Order Incorrectly Concludes that Additional Tracking 
Measures are Not Necessary to Ensure that Implementation Pursuant to 
Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan Will be Cost-Beneficial 

Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan does not include any of the additional tracking measures 

offered by CUB/ELPC to ensure that Ameren’s customers actually receive benefits from 

implementation of the Company’s Revised AMI Plan.  Although the Revised AMI Plan contains 

some milestones that measure the success of some implementation activities, the proposed 

milestones and metrics fail to provide the Commission with the transparent yardstick required to 

ensure that Ameren’s customers will realize the benefits promised by the Company under the 

EIMA.  CUB/ELPC Ex. 2.0RH at 31.  The reason is that they lack any sufficient connection to a 

goal, date, or timeline to provide a meaningful measure of whether Ameren’s multi-million 

dollar investments are actually providing benefits to its ratepayers.  CUB/ELPC Ex. 3.0RH at 9.   

Ultimately, the measures proposed by CUB/ELPC would provide the Commission with a 

strong foundation to evaluate the efficacy of the Company’s AMI Plan implementation year after 

year.  CUB/ELPC Ex. 3.0 RH at 10.  These are the same list of measures adopted by the 

Commonwealth Edison Company (“ComEd”) and approved by the Commission in its review of 

ComEd’s AMI Plan.  Final Order at 19, ICC Docket No. 12-0298 (June 22, 2012) (noting that 

the tracking measures “are useful and will provide valuable information”).  

The Company complained that the Commission’s initial order in this proceeding found 

that Ameren’s milestones and metrics were sufficient.  AIC Init. Br. on Reh’g at 19.  But that 

portion of the Commission’s order also noted that “The Commission encourages Ameren and all 

interested stakeholder [sic] to continue the dialogue, outside of this proceeding, on appropriate 

measurement of the AMI Plan’s success.”  Final Order at 25, ICC Docket No. 12-0244 (May 29, 

2012).  Mr. Thomas testified that he was not aware of any dialogue between Ameren and other 
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stakeholders to address this concern or any other.  CUB/ELPC Ex. 2.0 RH at 6.  Ameren admits 

that, at some point, it may be appropriate to include additional tracking measures.  AIC Init. Br. 

on Reh’g at 19. 

CUB/ELPC agree that flexibility will be needed in the specific baselines for each 

measure, since Ameren is not similar in every way to ComEd.  CUB/ELPC Ex. 2.0 RH at 31.  

However, there is value the Commission has already recognized in creating statewide measures 

to evaluate AMI implementation, for example the same value the Commission saw in requiring a 

statewide technical resource manual (“TRM”) to evaluate utility energy efficiency measures.  Id. 

at 32.  While Ameren objected to the tracking measures as either beyond the scope of AMI or too 

vague to measure, CUB/ELPC proposed that Ameren and stakeholders could work together in a 

process much like the one recommended by CUB/ELPC to determine what values should be 

used as baselines and to further operationalize the proposed measures.  CUB/ELPC Init. Br. on 

Reh’g at 37.  Mr. Hornby, witness for the People of the State of Illinois, by and through the 

Attorney General’s Office (“AG”), agreed with Mr. Thomas and supported adoption of the 

proposed measures.  AG Ex. 1.0 on Reh’g at 5.   

Without the tracking measures throughout AMI deployment, the Commission will be 

deprived of a transparent yardstick to measure deployment, and its attendant benefits, as the 

deployment occurs such that the Commission can exercise its authority to order corrective action.  

CUB/ELPC Reply Br. on Reh’g at 20.  The Proposed Order does not specifically address these 

proposed tracking measures, but dismisses all of the Intervenors’ proposals on the grounds that 

those proposals were addressed by the previous order in this proceeding or that the proposals are 

beyond the scope of rehearing.  PO at 25.  However, whether and how Ameren’s customers 

benefit from implementation of its AMI Plan is squarely within the scope of rehearing in this 

proceeding.  The proposed additional tracking measures provide the Commission with the ability 
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to measure the realization.  Thus, CUB/ELPC proposes the following changes and additions to 

the Proposed Order at page 25: 

EXCEPTION #1 

Intervenors have raised numerous other concerns or proposals regarding the 
implementation of advanced metering.  The Commission finds that these concerns and 
proposals were previously addressed in the Order entered on May 29, 2012 and/or are not 
within the limited scope of this rehearing many of these concerns have merit.  In 
particular, CUB/ELPC’s proposal to include additional tracking measures that have been 
adopted by ComEd and previously approved by the Commission is adopted.  
CUB/ELPC’s proposed tracking measures provide the Commission with a transparent 
yardstick by which to measure whether implementation of Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan 
actually delivers benefits to Ameren’s customers.  Subject to any changes or edits made 
through the collaborative workshop process ordered by the Commission in this final 
order, the following tracking measures are added to Section 7 of Ameren’s Revised AMI 
Plan: 
 
 
 
 

Number Issue Operational Tracking Measure 
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Number Issue Operational Tracking Measure 

1 Customers enrolled in Peak Time 
Rebate, Real Time Pricing, and 
other dynamic/time variant prices 

  

Residential Customers 

1. Number of customers on a time-variant 
or dynamic pricing tariff offered by 
Ameren. Expressed also as a percentage 
of customers in each delivery class. 

2. Number of customers served by retail 
electric suppliers for which the supplier 
has requested monthly Electronic Data 
Interchange delivery of interval data. 
Expressed also as a percentage of 
customers taking supply from a retail 
electric supplier in each delivery class. 

Small Commercial Customers 

1. Number of customers on a time-variant 
or dynamic pricing tariff offered by 
Ameren. Expressed also as a percentage 
of customers in the delivery class. 

2. Number of customers served by retail 
electric suppliers for which the supplier 
has requested monthly Electronic Data 
Interchange delivery of interval data. 
Expressed also as a percentage of 
customers taking supply from a retail 
electric supplier in the delivery class. 

2 Customer-side-of-the-meter 
devices sending or receiving grid 
related signals 

Number of Ameren AMI meters with 
consumer devices registered to operate 
with the Home Area Network (HAN) chip 
by tariffs under which customer receives 
delivery. 

3 AMI Meter failures Number of advanced meter malfunctions 
where customer electric service is 
disrupted. 

A “malfunction” is a malfunction that 
causes the meter to become inoperable but 
does not include cases of tampering, 
service panel and service entry equipment, 
house fires, etc. 
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Number Issue Operational Tracking Measure 

4 AMI Meters replaced before the 
end of their expected useful life 

 

Number of Ameren advanced meters 
replaced annually before the end of their 
expected useful life, including reasons for 
replacement that include Ameren errors. 

“Replaced” means a replacement due to a 
malfunction that causes the meter to 
become inoperable, including tampering. 

5 Customers with net metering Number of customers enrolled on Net 
Metering tariff and net load of each 
customer. 

6 Customer premises capable of 
receiving information from the 
grid 

 

Number of installed AMI Meters as of the 
last day of the calendar year that 
communicate back to the head end 
system. 

Number of installed AMI Meters as of the 
last day of the calendar year that 
communicate back to the head end 
system, divided by the total number of 
AMI meters installed. 

Number of customers who have accessed 
the web-based portal as of the last day of 
the calendar year as a percentage of 
customers with AMI Meters and as a 
percentage of Ameren customers in that 
delivery class. 

Number of customers who can directly 
access their usage data as of the last of the 
calendar year as a percentage of 
customers with AMI Meters and as a 
percentage of Ameren customers in that 
delivery class 

7 Peak load reductions enabled by 
demand response programs 

Load impact in MW of peak load 
reduction from the summer peak due to 
AMI enabled, Ameren administered 
demand response programs such as the 
Peak Time Rebate program as a 
percentage of all demand response in 
Ameren’s portfolio. 
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Number Issue Operational Tracking Measure 

8 Customer Complaints Number of formal ICC complaints, 
informal ICC complaints, and complaints 
escalated to Ameren’s customer relations 
department related to AMI Meter 
deployment, broken down by type of 
complaint and resolution.  AMI Meter 
deployment includes AMI Meter 
installation, functioning or accuracy of the 
AMI meter, and HAN device registration. 

9 Reduction in Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions enabled by smart grid 

Ameren will work collaboratively with 
CUB and EDF to operationalize this 
measure. 

10 Distributed generation projects  Number of locations and total MWs of 
customer owned distributed generation 
connected to the transmission or 
distribution system, broken down by 
connection to transmission and 
distribution system. 

“Distributed generation” locations are 
those where customers take service under 
net metering or successor tariffs. 

11 Load served by distributed 
resources 

Total sales of electricity to the grid from 
distributed generation divided by zone 
energy plus distributed generation sales, 
with all data provided in sortable format. 

12 System load factor and load 
factor by customer class 

Total annual consumption for AMI meters 
(including, separately, small commercial 
customers) divided by the average 
demand across all AMI meters over the 4 
peak hours multiplied by 8760 hours by 
customer class. 

Ameren will work collaboratively with 
CUB and EDF to establish a similar 
measure for all system load. 

13 Products with end-to-end 
interoperability certification 

Ameren will conduct an annual survey 
through a third-party provider to evaluate 
how products are being introduced in the 
smart grid enabled marketplace. 
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Number Issue Operational Tracking Measure 

14 Network nodes and customer 
interfaces monitored in “real 
time” 

Ameren will work collaboratively with 
CUB and EDF to operationalize this 
measure. 

15 Grid connected energy storage 
interconnected to utility facilities 
at the transmission or distribution 
system level 

Number of locations and total MWs of 
utility-owned or operated energy storage 
interconnected to the transmission or 
distribution system as measured at storage 
device electricity output terminals. 

Ameren will conduct an annual survey 
through a third-party provider to estimate 
similar measures of non-utility storage 
units. 

16 Time required to connect 
distributed resources to grid 

Ameren’s response time to a distributed 
resource project application and time from 
receipt of application until energy flows 
from project to grid. 

17 Voltage and VAR controls Number and percentage of distribution 
lines using sensing from an AMI meter as 
part of Ameren’s voltage regulation 
scheme. 

18 Grid assets that are monitored, 
controlled, or automated 

Number and percentage of Ameren 
substations (Distribution Center 
Substations (DCs), Substations (SSs) 
Transmission Substations (TSSs) and 
Transmission Distribution Centers 
(TDCs)) monitored or controlled via 
Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 
(SCADA) systems.  

Number and percentage of Ameren 
distribution circuits (4kV, 12kV and 
34kV) equipped with automation or 
remote control equipment including 
monitor or control via Supervisory 
Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) 
systems. 
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Number Issue Operational Tracking Measure 

19 Customers connected per 
automated circuit segment 

Average number of customers per 
automated three phase 12kV line segment. 

An “automated line segment” is a segment 
of 12 kV three phase mainline circuit 
between automated devices which include 
circuit breakers, reclosers, automated 
switches, etc.   

A “customer” is a Ameren account 
connected on the automated 12kV three 
phase line segment. 

20 Improvement in line loss 
reductions enabled by smart grid 
technology 

Ameren will research the uncertainty in 
line loss measurement collaboratively 
with CUB and EDF. 

 
 B. The Proposed Order Incorrectly Concludes that Additional Dynamic Pricing 

Rates are not Necessary to Ensure that Implementation Pursuant to 
Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan is Cost-Beneficial 

 Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan fails to include a commitment to offer any dynamic pricing 

rates beyond the minimum required by law, a position which is in opposition to the directives of 

the Illinois General Assembly and the Company’s own testimony.  The General Assembly has 

defined “Smart Grid” investments as those promoting dynamic pricing and the “Smart Grid 

functions” which are to be enabled by Ameren’s investments in AMI include functions 

specifically related to dynamic pricing.  220 ILCS 5/108.6(a).  Perhaps most importantly for the 

Commission’s decision here, however, is that Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan depends on $400 

million in direct customer benefits resulting from dynamic pricing participation in order be cost-

beneficial.  AIC Ex. 3.0RH at 5.  Yet neither Ameren nor any other party to this proceeding has 

committed to offering a Time of Use (“TOU”) rate or any other rate beyond those already 

required by law.   

 Ameren’s witness who conducted the analysis to conclude that the benefits from 

implementing Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan would exceed the costs to Ameren’s ratepayers, Dr. 
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Faruqui, relied upon the offering of at least two dynamic pricing rates that are in addition to the 

ones already offered by Ameren or required by law.  AIC Ex. 5.0RH at 8-9; 5.3RH; 5.4RH; 

5.6RH.  The $400 million in benefits that Dr. Faruqui project thus rely on dynamic pricing rates 

that are not offered by Ameren in its Revised AMI Plan, not offered by ARES currently, are 

unlikely to be offered by ARES in the future, and which Ameren commits to NOT offering for at 

least the next three years.  Tr. at 145; CUB/ELPC Ex. 2.0RH at 20.  The Commission must pause 

to wonder how implementation of an AMI Plan without dynamic pricing rates mentioned in the 

AMI Plan cost-benefit analysis could be found cost-beneficial.   

 Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan views enhanced rate options as a “potential enhancement.”  

AIC Ex. 2.1RH at 9.  In fact, Ameren does not anticipate offering any new dynamic pricing 

program within the first three years of AMI implementation.  Tr. at 145.  Not only is Ameren 

refusing to offer any additional dynamic pricing rates, the record shows that no Alternative 

Retail Electric Supplier (“ARES”) currently offers or is likely to offer such rates.  Ameren 

cannot achieve the benefits it claims without additional dynamic pricing rates.  Ameren Exs. 

5.0RH at 8-9, 5.3RH, 5.4RH, 5.6RH.  As the AG witness Mr. Hornby testified, time of use rates 

could achieve significant savings for customers.  AG Ex. 1.0RH at 8.  Therefore, the 

Commission should adopt the recommendation of CUB/ELPC and Comverge to require Ameren 

to offer not only a TOU rate but also to consider other pricing structures such as a Critical Peak 

Pricing (“CPP”) tariff.  CUB/ELPC Ex. 2.0RH at 21; Comverge Ex. 1.0RH at 2.   

 In ICC Docket 12-0298, the Commission correctly found that, without a TOU rate, an 

AMI Plan “may not be adequately enhancing and enabling customers’ ability to take advantage 

of Smart Grid functions with [] current rate offering.”  Final Order at 44, ICC Docket No. 12-

0298 (June 22, 2012).  The Commission then ordered ComEd “to work with the Smart Grid 

Advisory Council and other stakeholder to develop a proposal regarding increasing the 
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availability and participation in dynamic pricing programs offered by either the Company or 

alternative retail electric suppliers.”  Id.   

Here, the Proposed Order does not address CUB/ELPC’s proposal in particular but 

instead hastily concludes that this concern was previously addressed in the Commission’s first 

review of Ameren’s AMI Plan on May 29 Order.  PO at 23-25.  Even if it was not, the Proposed 

Order concludes without any analysis that this proposal is outside the scope of rehearing.  

However, the Commission’s May 29th Order did not address the proposal to include additional 

dynamic pricing rates since it found that Ameren’s AMI Plan was not cost-beneficial on other 

grounds.  Final Order at 48-52, ICC Docket No. 12-0244 (May 29, 2012).  Indeed, CUB/ELPC’s 

proposal in the initial phase of this proceeding was to convene a workshop process to discuss, 

among other issues, “demand response.”  Id. at 55.  But the Commission did not address this 

proposal since “[g]iven the other conclusion in this Order, the Commission finds that it is not 

necessary to make a decision regarding CUB/ELPC’s proposal for workshops at this time.”  Id. 

at 57.  Whether and how dynamic pricing will be implemented for Ameren’s customers is 

squarely within the scope of rehearing since Ameren’s cost-benefit analysis depends on the 

realization of benefits resulting from at least two dynamic pricing rates that are neither offered 

by suppliers currently nor explicitly required by law.  See Ameren Ex. 5.0RH at 8-9; Ex. 5.3RH; 

5.4RH; 5.6RH.  If the Commission is hesitant at this time to adopt CUB/ELPC’s original 

suggestion that Ameren be ordered to offer the dynamic pricing programs included in its AMI 

Plan Cost/Benefit Analysis, at a minimum, the Commission should order Ameren to engage in 

the same type of discussions regarding dynamic pricing programs that ComEd has been directed 

to hold with CUB, ELPC and other stakeholders.  Thus, CUB/ELPC proposes the following 

alternative changes and additions to the Proposed Order at page 25: 

EXCEPTION #2 
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Intervenors have raised numerous other concerns or proposals regarding the 
implementation of advanced metering.  The Commission finds that these concerns and 
proposals were previously addressed in the Order entered on May 29, 2012 and/or are not 
within the limited scope of this rehearing many of these concerns have merit.  In 
particular, CUB/ELPC’s proposal to require Ameren to offer a Time of Use (“TOU”) rate 
is adopted.  The Commission orders Ameren to develop a tariff to implement a TOU rate 
in order to ensure that the benefits projected from its Revised AMI Plan actually realize 
for Ameren’s customers.   

 
EXCEPTION #2 (ALTERNATIVE) 

Intervenors have raised numerous other concerns or proposals regarding the 
implementation of advanced metering.  The Commission finds that these concerns and 
proposals were previously addressed in the Order entered on May 29, 2012 and/or are not 
within the limited scope of this rehearing many of these concerns have merit.  In 
particular, CUB/ELPC’s proposal to commence a dialog with Ameren regarding a Time 
of Use (“TOU”) rate is adopted.  Suggesting a TOU rate is well-intentioned and the 
Commission does share the concern of CUB/ELPC and other intervenors that Ameren 
may not be adequately enhancing and enabling customers' ability to take advantage of 
Smart Grid functions with its current rate offerings. The Commission desires that a record 
be developed that addresses these and other issues. Therefore, as described below, the 
Commission orders the Company to work with the Smart Grid Advisory Council and 
other stakeholders to develop a proposal regarding increasing the availability and 
participation in dynamic pricing programs offered by either the Company or alternative 
retail electric suppliers.  

The Commission suggests that the dialog should not just be limited to considering a TOU 
rate. It should also consider the extent to which the goals expressed in the Intervenors’ 
proposal can be better met through other means—including rates offered by alternative 
suppliers, and/or expanding the marketing of the existing RRTP rate. If, after discussion, 
the Company and stakeholders agree that Ameren should offer a new TOU rate, then the 
proposal should at minimum fully explain how this TOU rate intersects with the existing 
competitive retail marketplace including complying with (or modification to) the IDC 
rules, how the program will be adequately promoted, and how the IPA will procure 
power. As part of the next AMI plan update Ameren should report to the Commission the 
results of the dialog with stakeholders and if a TOU tariff will be proposed. If a TOU 
tariff is not proposed, the Company should detail what alternative mechanisms will be 
adopted to use other dynamic pricing approaches to enhance and enable customers’ use 
of smart grid technology. 

 C. The Proposed Order Incorrectly Concludes that Workshops are Not 
Necessary to Ensure that Implementation Pursuant to Ameren’s Revised 
AMI Plan Will be Cost-Beneficial 

 Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan fails to engage stakeholders in the way envisioned by the 

General Assembly.  The record on rehearing contained no evidence that Ameren had made any 
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changes to its Revised AMI Plan as a result of statutorily required consultation with the SGAC – 

or indeed, from any discussions with any stakeholders.  CUB/ELPC Cross Ex. 1 (AIC Response 

to CUB 4.11); CUB/ELPC Ex. 2.0RH at 37.  As a result, CUB/ELPC recommended that Ameren 

should be required to modify its Revised AMI Plan through a collaborative process facilitated by 

SGAC, resulting in a modified AMI Plan to be filed with the ICC during Ameren’s next AMI 

update filing.  CUB/ELPC Ex. 2.0RH at 6.  Based on the recommendations of Mr. Thomas, Mr. 

Meehan, and Mr. Hornby, the Commission should require Ameren to engage in a stakeholder 

process facilitated by the SGAC before it files its next AMI Plan in April 2013.  Mr. Thomas 

testified that there is a history of successful Commission-ordered workshops regarding Smart 

Grid that Ameren and the ICC could follow here.  CUB/ELPC Ex. 2.0RH at 39-40.   

 Instead, Ameren proposed two different workshops to be facilitatated by the 

Commission’s Office of Retail Market Development (“ORMD”).  The problem is that Ameren’s 

proposed dual workshop process does not act quickly enough, is not designed to maximize 

benefits from implementation of Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan, and focuses on only of two of 

several issues related to its proposed AMI deployment.  CUB/ELPC Init. Br. on Reh’g at 15.  In 

contrast, CUB/ELPC’s proposal is based off of experiences in Illinois, designed to borrow the 

best practices from other jurisdictions, uses the statutory AMI consultant, and is focused on 

rectifying the deficiencies identified by stakeholders with Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan thus far.  

Id.   

The Proposed Order does not address the CUB/ELPC proposal for workshops directly but 

instead concludes that the intervenors’ concerns were either addressed by the previous order in 

this proceeding or are beyond the scope of rehearing.  In the initial phase of this proceeding, the 

Commission did not address the merits of a similar CUB/ELPC proposal for workshops since 

“[g]iven the other conclusions in this Order, the Commission finds that it is not necessary to 
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make a decision regarding CUB/ELPC’s proposal for workshops at this time.”  Final Order at 57, 

ICC Docket No. 12-0244 (May 29, 2012).  Now, however, the Commission should consider 

CUB/ELPC’s proposal if Ameren is indeed obtaining approval of its Revised AMI Plan.  The 

concerns raised by intervenors all suggest that implementation pursuant to Ameren’s Revised 

AMI Plan is not assured to deliver the benefits to Ameren’s customers that the Company relies 

upon for approval.  Thus, CUB/ELPC proposes the following changes and additions to the 

Proposed Order at page 25: 

EXCEPTION #3 

Intervenors have raised numerous other concerns or proposals regarding the 
implementation of advanced metering.  The Commission finds that these concerns and 
proposals were previously addressed in the Order entered on May 29, 2012 and/or are not 
within the limited scope of this rehearing many of these concerns have merit.  In 
particular, CUB/ELPC’s proposal to convene workshops facilitated by the Smart Grid 
Advisory Council (“SGAC”) is approved.    These workshops should, at a minimum, 
address the following topics: 
• Final selection of AMI technology; 

• Volt/Var Optimization; 

• Dynamic pricing rates; 

• Final deployment strategy; 

• Distributed generation interconnection process; 

• Consumer education and stakeholder engagement; and 

• Baselines for additional performance tracking measures.   
 
At the conclusion of these workshops, Ameren should present a further revised AMI Plan 
to allow the SGAC to comment.  Ameren’s further Revised AMI Plan, and SGAC’s 
accompanying comments, should be filed with the Commission as a compliance filing in 
this proceeding within 90 days of this Order. 
 

 D. The Proposed Order Incorrectly Characterizes CUB/ELPC’s Position 
Regarding Implementation of the Revised AMI Plan 
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 The Proposed Order incorrectly concludes that “CUB/ELPC does not contend that the 

Revised Plan is not cost-beneficial, but instead argues that the Plan should be modified in order 

to maximize the benefits.”  PO at 24.  This characterization of CUB/ELPC’s position is incorrect.  

As CUB/ELPC argued in its initial brief on rehearing, the critical inquiry under Section 16-108.6 

of the PUA is whether “implementation” of the utility’s AMI Plan results in more benefits for its 

customers than it costs them.  CUB/ELPC Init. Br. on Reh’g at 6-8.  While CUB/ELPC did 

indeed argue that the Commission should also consider maximizing customer benefits, 

CUB/ELPC maintained that Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan was not cost-beneficial because 

implementation pursuant to the plan would not result in the benefits projected from it, regardless 

of the margin by which benefits exceed or fall short of costs.  See CUB/ELPC Reply Br. on 

Reh’g at 4-5.  The inquiry of whether implementation of Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan will result 

in benefits that exceed costs is distinct from the inquiry of whether implementation of Ameren’s 

Revised AMI Plan maximizes benefits.  CUB/ELPC argued, and continues to argue, that 

Ameren’s Revised AMI Plan fails both tests.  Thus, CUB/ELPC proposes the following changes 

and additions to the Proposed Order at page 24: 

EXCEPTION #4 

CUB/ELPC does not contend contends that implementation pursuant to the Revised Plan 
is not cost-beneficial, but instead argues and that the Plan should be modified in order to 
maximize the benefits.  Similarly, 
 

CONCLUSION 

The Commission should order Ameren to include additional tracking measures, offer 

additional dynamic pricing rates, and engage in a stakeholder process to address the deficiencies 

in its Revised AMI Plan to ensure that implementation pursuant to that plan will results in more 

benefits for Ameren’s ratepayers than it costs them.  Additionally, the Commission should 
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