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Q. Please state your name and business address. 1 

A. My name is Yassir Rashid.  My business address is 527 East Capitol Avenue, 2 

Springfield, Illinois  62701. 3 

Q. Are you the same Yassir Rashid who previously testified in this docket? 4 

A. Yes, I am.  My prepared direct testimony in this docket is ICC Staff Exhibit 5 

1.0. 6 

Q. What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony? 7 

A. The purpose of my rebuttal testimony is to comment on the rebuttal testimony 8 

of Ameren Illinois Company (“AIC” or “Ameren”) witness James Verhaar 9 

regarding two issues that I raised in my direct testimony.  The first issue 10 

pertains to lack of details in AIC’s testimony on how its decision making 11 

process caused the proposed project’s in-service date to be December 1, 12 

2016, rather than summer 2016, when its models predicted a voltage collapse 13 

if one of three contingencies occurs.  The second issue pertains to lack of 14 

details in AIC’s testimony on how it plans to mitigate the occurrence of a 15 

voltage collapse in the summer of 2016 without having completed the 16 

proposed project if one of the three contingencies that it identified in its 17 

analyses occurs. 18 

Q. Did Mr. Verhaar adequately address the first issue in his rebuttal 19 

testimony? 20 

A. No.  Although Mr Verhaar explained how “once the need for a project is 21 

confirmed, it takes approximately 5 ½ years for the project to be completed 22 
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and put in service”1, he did not adequately explain why AIC did not start 23 

planning for the proposed project earlier to avoid running into unnecessary 24 

and potentially dangerous delays to the proposed project’s in-service date. 25 

Q. Mr. Verhaar stated that AIC “was previously criticized for filing an 26 

application in Docket 10-0079—too many years before the need for the 27 

project was demonstrated.”2  Do you agree with Mr. Verhaar 28 

characterization of the nature and context of Staff’s criticism in Docket 29 

No. 10-0079? 30 

A. No.  In Docket No. 10-0079, Staff criticized AIC for not using the most recent 31 

available load forecast information to determine the need for the project, not 32 

that AIC filed too early.  Staff witness Mona Elsaid stated,  33 

“AmerenIP used load forecast information following the summer 34 
of 2006 (660 MW by 2013) to determine the need for the 35 
proposed transmission line in its initial filing. However, the 36 
aforementioned load forecast information does not reflect the 37 
most recent AmerenIP’s load forecast information (summer 38 
2009) for the Decatur area load, as AmerenIP indicates in 39 
response to a Staff data request. AmerenIP’s need for its 40 
proposed project by the year 2014 currently depends on 41 
whether load additions will be soon added by large customers to 42 
drive the Decatur area load to 660 MW. AmerenIP provides an 43 
example that a certain industrial customer expects to add load 44 
in 20 to 30 MW increments and drive the Decatur area load to 45 
660 MW. However, AmerenIP was not able to determine the 46 
probability of the load additions and did not provide a definite 47 
commitment date of when this customer will make these 48 
incremental load additions. Therefore, AmerenIP could not 49 
demonstrate a need for its proposed transmission line by the 50 
year 2014. From AmerenIP’s most recent load forecast, it is 51 
apparent that, without load additions, AmerenIP’s Decatur area 52 
load will not reach 660 MW until after the year 2021. This is too 53 

                                            
1
 Ameren Ex. 7.0 at 4. 

2
 Id. at 5. 
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long of a lead-time to support the proposed transmission line at 54 
this time.”3 55 

My criticism of AIC’s failure to take timely action in the current docket is 56 

different than Staff’s criticism of AIC’s failure to take timely action in Docket 57 

No. 10-0079.  In the current docket, AIC was able to demonstrate the need for 58 

the project according to load forecast that was based on gradual increase in 59 

load in the project area over the years; however, it failed to explain the 60 

discrepancy between when a voltage collapse might occur and the proposed 61 

project’s in-service date.  That is different from the possibility that large 62 

customers may add substantial load at some point in the future, which was 63 

the basis of Staff’s criticism in Docket No. 10-0079. 64 

Q. Mr. Verhaar indicated that, in you direct testimony, you implied that AIC 65 

had failed to comply with the Commission’s recommendation in its Final 66 

Order in Docket No. 12-0154, that “urged AIC to proceed with future 67 

transmission applications in a timely manner.”4  Please comment. 68 

A. Mr. Verhaar also added, “the planning and regulatory approval process for 69 

this Project was already well under way when the Final Order in Docket 12-70 

0154 was issued as I discuss below.  As discussed by [AIC witness] Ms. 71 

Murphy, the public meeting process began on August 13, 2012—nearly one 72 

month before the Commission issued the Final Order in Docket 12-0154.”5   73 

It is not at all clear to me why AIC needs the Commission to urge it to plan 74 

timely.  A public utility should adhere to the statutes that require it to maintain 75 

                                            
3
 Docket No. 10-0079, ICC Staff Ex. 1.0 at 6 – 7. 

4
 Ameren Ex. 7.0 at 6. 

5
 Id. at 7. 
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the reliability of its system, before the Commission urges it to do so in a 76 

Commission’s Order.   77 

Section 8-101 of the Public Utilities Act (“Act”) requires a utility to: “furnish, 78 

provide, and maintain such […] equipment, and facilities as shall promote the 79 

safety, health, comfort, and convenience of its patrons, employees, and public 80 

and as shall be in all respects adequate, efficient, just, and reasonable.”  81 

Section 8-401 of the Act requires a public utility to: “provide service and 82 

facilities which are in all respects adequate, efficient, reliable and 83 

environmentally safe[.]”  Section 16-125(e) of the Act is even more specific, 84 

requiring electric utilities to pay compensation to customers and municipalities 85 

if preventable failure of their facilities causes outages exceeding four hours’ 86 

duration and affecting a certain percentage of its customers.  Section 16-87 

125(e) of the Act imposes liability for preventable power fluctuations.  Finally, 88 

the Commission has adopted regulations governing electric reliability, such as 89 

Part 410 of 83 Illinois Administrative Code.  AIC is bound by all of these 90 

requirements, and its planning should take them into account.  91 

As I indicted in my direct testimony, AIC has demonstrated a pattern of 92 

neglecting the urgency of the potential reliability problems that its own models 93 

indicate.  As a result, AIC sometimes selects in-service dates for its 94 

transmission projects that leave its service area susceptible to reliability 95 

problems, such as voltage collapse.  In its rebuttal testimony, AIC has not 96 

provided any reasoning for the proposed project’s late in-service date of 97 

December 1, 2012 to call into question my perception of the pattern that I 98 
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described in my direct testimony. 99 

Q. What is voltage collapse and what causes it? 100 

A. Voltage collapse is the process by which a sequence of events results in 101 

abnormally low voltages in a substantial portion of a utility’s service area.  102 

That means the electric system network can no longer maintain steady 103 

voltage at the load sites at the allowable voltage levels, which may ultimately 104 

result in a blackout.  A blackout in a part of the electric system may expand 105 

beyond that specific area to other areas of the electric system if it is managed 106 

poorly, or even regardless of how it is managed, if the magnitude of the initial 107 

blackout was unmanageable.  “The main symptoms of voltage collapse are – 108 

low voltage profiles, heavy reactive power flows, inadequate reactive support, 109 

and heavily loaded systems.  The [voltage] collapse is often precipitated by 110 

low-probability single or multiple contingencies.  The consequences of 111 

[voltage] collapse often require long system restoration, while large groups of 112 

customers are left without supply for extended periods of time.”6 113 

Of the symptoms that AIC predict will occur in summer 2016 in the project 114 

area is that its system will not be able to handle summer 2016 load, given one 115 

of three contingencies.  In addition, according to Mr. Verhaar’s rebuttal 116 

testimony, it appears that AIC expects that reactive power support will be 117 

inadequate even before summer 2016, which is why “work is currently in 118 

progress to add 138 kV capacitor banks to the Fargo and Keystone 119 

Substation to boost voltage support for the Peoria area.”7  These capacitor 120 

                                            
6
 Voltage Collapse Mitigation Report to IEEE Power System Relaying Committee, December 1996. 

7
 Ameren Ex. 7.0 at 8. 
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banks are scheduled to be in-service in 2014 and 2015 respectively.8 121 

Q. In his rebuttal testimony, Mr. Verhaar stated, “[the] risk of voltage 122 

collapse to the Peoria area does not occur suddenly at a particular load 123 

level, but gradually increases over time as load increases.”9  Do you 124 

disagree? 125 

A. No, I believe Mr. Verhaar makes an obvious point in that a gradual increase in 126 

load results in a gradual increase in the risk of voltage collapse.  However, 127 

Mr. Verhaar continues to minimalize the impact of AIC’s inadequate planning 128 

for a sudden occurrence of one of the contingencies that AIC identified in the 129 

analysis that it used to demonstrate the need of this project, given that the 130 

load in the project area will increase gradually to reach a certain level in 131 

summer 2016.  At that point, and according to AIC’s own analysis, voltage 132 

collapse will happen if one of those contingencies takes place, regardless of 133 

the language that Mr. Verhaar uses to minimalize the consequences of AIC’s 134 

poor planning. 135 

Q. Do you believe that AIC adequately addressed your concern regarding 136 

its plans to mitigate the event of a voltage collapse in summer 2016 137 

absent the proposed project? 138 

A. No.  Mr. Verhaar provided only the installation of capacitor banks in two 139 

substations as AIC’s mitigation strategy for addressing the potential voltage 140 

collapse in the project area.10  However, by his own admission, “[while] these 141 

capacitor banks will minimize the time a voltage collapse is likely to occur, 142 

                                            
8
 Id. 

9
 Id. at 6. 

10
 Id. at 8. 
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they will not eliminate the risk [of a voltage collapse].”11  In its surrebuttal 143 

testimony, AIC should provide better information regarding its mitigation 144 

strategies than just installing capacitor banks in the two substations that Mr. 145 

Verhaar indicated in his rebuttal testimony. 146 

Q. Have you ever recommended that the Commission direct AIC to act on 147 

less solid information when planning transmission projects as it seems 148 

that Mr. Verhaar has implied in his rebuttal testimony? 149 

A. No.  To the contrary, I believe AIC should use reliable information and allow 150 

itself ample time to plan for all reliability projects, including transmission 151 

projects.  That way, it will not leave its customers subject to situations that 152 

may create events like a voltage collapse, which is a possibility between 153 

summer 2016 and December 1, 2016.  As I indicated earlier, a voltage 154 

collapse may result in a blackout that will cause long duration outages and 155 

long restoration times, and that will have negative impact on AIC’s customers.  156 

AIC should explain Mr. Verhaar’s statement that “[also], if the Commission 157 

were to direct AIC to be more “conservative,” i.e. construct projects earlier on 158 

less-solid information, AIC could set the threshold (or trigger) criteria more 159 

conservatively. Given the expense, and public engagement, AIC would not 160 

propose to do this.”12  AIC should explain why Mr. Verhaar suggested that the 161 

Commission would direct AIC to construct projects earlier on less-solid 162 

information. 163 

Q. What do you recommend? 164 

                                            
11

 Id. at 8 – 9. 
12

 Id. at 9. 
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A. Despite my criticism of the flawed planning of the proposed project, I 165 

recommend that the Commission approve AIC’s petition to install, operate, 166 

and maintain the proposed project along the primary route as shown in 167 

Ameren Petition Exhibit A and as legally described in Ameren Petition Exhibit 168 

B, for the reasons that I explained in my direct testimony. 169 

Q. Does that conclude you prepared rebuttal testimony? 170 

A. Yes, it does. 171 


