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REBUTTAL TESTIMONY  
OF 

TINA M. YODER 
 
 
Q. Please state your name and business address. 1 

A. Tina M. Yoder. MidAmerican Energy Company (MidAmerican), 106 East Second 2 

Street, Davenport, Iowa  52801.  3 

Q. Are you the same Tina M. Yoder who filed Direct Testimony earlier in this 4 

Docket? 5 

A. Yes, I am.   6 

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

A. The purpose of my rebuttal testimony is to respond to the direct testimony of Illinois 8 

Commerce Commission (ICC) Staff Witness Jennifer Hinman. My rebuttal 9 

testimony supports MidAmerican’s inclusion of specific lighting measures, provides 10 

details of the process used during MidAmerican’s annual review of programs and 11 

measures and the methods used to communicate changes to programs and measures 12 

each year to the Commission.  13 
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Q. How is your rebuttal testimony organized? 14 

A. My rebuttal testimony is divided into three sections: 15 

• Introduction of other MidAmerican rebuttal witnesses 16 

• Inclusion of LED interior standard lighting 17 

• Annual review process of programs and measures  18 

Introduction of Witnesses 19 

Q. What other witnesses support MidAmerican’s rebuttal testimony? 20 

A. In addition to my testimony, the following rebuttal testimonies are being submitted 21 

in support of MidAmerican’s 2014-2018 EEP: 22 

• Charles Rea – Mr. Rea is sponsoring rebuttal testimony regarding 23 

MidAmerican’s net savings goals, annual reporting and the information 24 

included within the report and the evaluation process previously used by 25 

Illinois Commerce Commission staff and MidAmerican. 26 

• Naomi G. Czachura – Ms. Czachura is sponsoring testimony regarding 27 

MidAmerican’s waiver request to allow MidAmerican’s energy efficiency 28 

rider amount to be added to the delivery charge on customer bills rather than 29 

having the rider amounts appear as separate line items. 30 

Inclusion of LED Interior Standard Lighting 31 

Q. Do you agree with Ms. Hinman’s statement that MidAmerican should provide 32 

extenuating circumstances to justify the inclusion of the Lighting – LED 33 

Interior Standard measure in the Nonresidential Equipment program?   34 

A. No, MidAmerican believes that this proposed measure’s societal test benefit-cost 35 

(“B/C”) ratio of .997743 essentially provides an equalivent ratio equal to 1.0. 36 
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However, even if it could be argued that this measure does not meet the threshold 37 

benefit-cost test, there are extenuating circumstances that justify the inclusion of  38 

this measure in the plan.  39 

Utility programs have historically played an important and significant role in 40 

promoting the use of and demand for efficient lighting options, beginning with 41 

compact fluorescent lights (CFL’s). As a result, markets have transformed and 42 

prices have come down. Screw-in CFL bulbs are now widely available and 43 

affordable. LED lighting is now the emerging technology in lighting applications. 44 

The more demand increases for this next generation of energy-efficient lighting, the 45 

sooner the cost per unit produced will decrease. Utility programs that stimulate the 46 

demand for new LED lighting help build demand to levels that will result in 47 

significant cost reductions for LED lighting products.  48 

Actual/Projections  2011  2012  2013  2014  2016  2018 

LED Costs 
$30 ‐ 
$40  $25 ‐ $35 

$17 ‐ 
$25 

$14 ‐ 
$20  $8 ‐ $13  $6 ‐ $10 

LED Incentive  $10.00   $10.00    $ 10.00   $ 10.00  
 $7.00‐
$8.25    $6.00  

 49 

 For example, the table above shows the actual changes in both actual cost and 50 

incentives for LED technologies realized in our current plan and MidAmerican’s 51 

implementation contractor projections for changes in cost and incentives for the 52 

years included in our proposed plan which were not included in the information 53 

reviewed by Ms. Hinman. Due to the rapidly declining pricing structures for this 54 

technology, this measure should remain in the Nonresidential Equipment program 55 

and will provide a positive net benefit to ratepayers.  56 

Annual Review Process of Programs and Measures 57 
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Q. Should the Commission prohibit MidAmerican from excluding new measures 58 

shown to be cost-ineffective and require MidAmerican to remove existing 59 

measures not shown to be cost-effective during its annual review process? 60 

A. No, MidAmerican understands the requirement, as pointed out in Ms. Hinman’s 61 

testimony at Line 93, to only include programs and measures shown to be cost-62 

effective for Illinois ratepayers in its Illinois energy efficiency Plan and does not 63 

believe an additional Commission directive to that effect is necessary. MidAmerican 64 

will offer a transparent process to ensure an annual evaluation of programs and 65 

measures is conducted to assure cost effectiveness.  Each year starting in August, 66 

MidAmerican will conduct a review of all programs and measures. The purpose of 67 

the review is to ensure that MidAmerican’s programs and measures maximize the 68 

overall net economic benefit to Illinois rate payers. Programs and measures that are 69 

no longer expected to be cost-effective or no longer necessary due to code changes, 70 

market transformation or other changes will be discontinued. Below is a summary of 71 

the major analysis to be undertaken in MidAmerican’s annual review process: 72 

• Identification of changes to standards and codes   73 
• Review of third party evaluator’s program and measure recommendations 74 
• Evaluation of existing individual measures and programs including cost-75 

effectiveness,  budgets and participation levels 76 
• Review of custom measures to determine if any may be moved to the 77 

prescriptive program 78 
• Evaluation of new measures based on cost-effectiveness and market 79 

availability 80 
• Discussion with stakeholders on recommendations for 81 

changes/modificiation/additions to existing programs and measures 82 
• Evaluation of the need for new programs or pilots, including any regulatory 83 

approvals required 84 
• Review of marketing and advertising materials including brochures, 85 

educational tools, key accounts toolbox references, etc. 86 
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• Review of processes and procedures to achieve and ensure efficiencies in 87 
delivery to better meet customers’ needs  88 

• System evaluations, including EEMIS tracking system updates 89 
• Development of a communications plan for stakeholders regarding expected 90 

plan changes 91 
  92 

Q. Do you agree with Ms. Hinman’s recommdations regarding the additional 93 

information to be included in MidAmerican’s annual reports to the 94 

Commission ? 95 

A. Yes, I do. MidAmerican will provide an explanation of changes expected to take 96 

effect going forward, including the addition or discontinuation of specific measures 97 

and programs as shown in Exhibit____(TMY-4), Schedule 1 – 2013 Illinois 98 

Program Changes. MidAmerican will also include discussion in its annual report 99 

regarding market transformation and changes in standard practices and energy 100 

codes impacting specific measures. Additionally, within each program write-up, 101 

MidAmerican will include a section regarding the evaluators’ recommendations 102 

that were acted upon during the year for that program or measures contained within 103 

the specific program.  104 

Q. Does this conclude your prepared rebuttal testimony? 105 

A. Yes, it does. 106 


