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Ref: Ameren Ex. 17.0, Mr. Stafford's Rebuttal, page 25, line 543, Ameren Ex. 17.8 <Rental 
Revenue from Missouri). At line 543, Mr. Stafford states, "The rental revenue in 2015 of less 
than $1 million from Ameren Missouri covers less than 25% of the revenue requirement shortfall 
in rates in 2015, with the remaining $3+ million borne by Ameren shareholders until a 
subsequent Rate Case." Please respond to the following: 

a) Does the $3.251 million in column (b) of Ameren Ex. 17.8 represent the amount of 
revenue requirement being proposed for recovery by AIC as a result of the test year 
inclusion of the EAMIMWM system costs? 

b) If your response to part a) is negative, please explain and reconcile any differences 
between the asserted revenue requirement for these costs and the amounts shown in 
column (b). 

c) What approximate percentage share of the costs of the EAMlMWM systems is intended 
to be borne by Ameren Missouri and ratepayers in that state, by virtue of the revenues 
that are to commence in 2015? 

d) Please explain and provide calculations supporting your response to part c). 
e) If the Commission intends to permit recovery ofEAMlMWM system costs based upon 

2014 test year amounts, as shown in Ameren Exhibit 17.8, column (b), while also 
recognizing that such systems will also be used for the benefit of Ameren Missouri, does 
Mr. Stafford believe it would be appropriate to remove the estimated Missouri "share" of 
system costs based upon the percentage stated in your response to part c). 

f) If your response to part e) is negative, please explain each reason why such an allocation 
of test year system costs would be unreasonable or inequitable and provide copies of all 
analyses and documents associated with your response. 

RESPONSE 
Prepared By: Ronald D. Stafford 
Title: Director, Regulatory Accounting 
Phone Number: 314-206-0584 

a)	 No. The Company filed an Errata on July 22, 2013, with the Revised Rebuttal Testimony 
and revised Ameren Exhibit 17.8. The revised exhibit reflects $3.338 million in column 
(b) as the amount of revenue requirement being proposed for recovery by AIC as a result 
of the test year inclusion of the EAMIMWM system costs. 
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b)	 Ameren Exhibit 17.8 was revised to correct the Gross Plant amounts shown on line I to 
align with the rate base investment provided iii response to AG 17.20. The change in 
Gross Plant resulted in deriv.ative adjustments to line 2 Accumulated Depreciation and 
Iine 10 Amortization Expense. 

c)	 13.53% 
d)	 An explanation and calculations were provided in response to BAP 1.05. 
e)	 No. 
t)	 AIC objects to the request for "each reason" that "would" support such an allocation of 

test year costs as overly broad and unduly burdensome. To Mr. Stafford's knowledge, no 
party has proposed such an allocation in testimony. Subject to and without waiving this 
objection, AIC responds as follows. Please refer to pages 24-26 of Mr. Stafford's Revised 
Rebuttal Testimony for AIC's position in response to Mr. Brosch's proposed adjustment. 
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