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Q. Please state your name and business address. 1 

A. My name is Greg Rockrohr.  My business address is 527 East Capitol 2 

Avenue, Springfield, Illinois 62701. 3 

Q. By whom are you employed and in what capacity? 4 

A. I am employed by the Illinois Commerce Commission (“Commission”) as a 5 

Senior Electrical Engineer in the Safety and Reliability Division. 6 

Q. What is your work experience prior to coming to the Commission? 7 

A. Prior to joining the Commission Staff (“Staff”) in 2001, I was employed as 8 

an electrical engineer by Pacific Gas and Electric Company in California 9 

for approximately 18 years.  Prior to that, I was an electrical engineer at 10 

Northern Indiana Public Service Company for 3 years. 11 

Q. What is your educational background? 12 

A. I hold a Bachelor of Science degree in Electrical Engineering from 13 

Valparaiso University.  While employed in the utility industry and at the 14 

Commission, I have attended classes and conferences relevant to electric 15 

utility operations.  I am a registered professional engineer in the state of 16 

California. 17 

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

A. My testimony provides my opinion regarding the prudence of fuel and 19 

power purchases that MidAmerican Energy Company ("MEC") made 20 

during the 2012 reconciliation period.  The Commission’s initiating order 21 

for this proceeding specifies that “the burden of proof shall be upon the 22 
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utility to establish the prudence of its cost of fuel, power, gas, or coal 23 

transportation purchases and costs.” 
1
 24 

Q. What conclusion did you reach regarding the prudence of the fuel 25 

and power purchases that MEC made during the 2012 reconciliation 26 

period? 27 

A. I found no reason to dispute MEC’s assertion that its fuel and power 28 

purchases were prudent. 29 

Q. What steps did you take to reach this conclusion? 30 

A. I reached my conclusion after reviewing MEC’s testimony and exhibits 31 

submitted as part of its uniform fuel adjustment clause ("UFAC") 32 

reconciliation filing, and after reviewing MEC's responses to data requests 33 

relating to that filing.  Specifically, I reviewed MEC’s fuel purchasing 34 

decisions and procedures, including fuel supply contract re-negotiations, 35 

as well as MEC's actions associated with forced plant outages.  During 36 

the reconciliation period, MEC's decisions and actions relative to fuel 37 

purchases appeared to be reasonable and prudent.  MEC used a 38 

competitive bidding process when seeking new fuel supplies and 39 

appropriately utilized its most efficient generation sources.  MEC 40 

appropriately re-negotiated with several suppliers to avoid a fuel 41 

oversupply situation due to lower than projected customer energy 42 

consumption. 43 

                                                           
1
 MidAmerican Energy Company, ICC  Order Commencing FAC Reconciliation Proceedings 

Docket Nos. 12-0648/12-0649, December 5, 2012. 
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Q. Do you wish to make any additional observations regarding MEC's 44 

2012 UFAC reconciliation? 45 

A. Yes.  I am not an attorney, but it is my understanding that the 46 

Commission's order in Docket No. 05-0736 provided that MEC exclude 47 

from its UFAC reconciliation certain fuel and power purchases associated 48 

with generation that MEC fully allocated to its Iowa customers.
2
  MEC 49 

refers to this generation that is fully allocated to Iowa as “New 50 

Generation.”  In its next UFAC reconciliation proceeding, Docket No. 06-51 

0739, the Commission again allowed MEC to exclude energy production 52 

and fuel and power purchases for generation that MEC fully allocated to 53 

Iowa customers.
3
  During the time between Docket No. 05-0736 and 54 

Docket No. 06-0739, MEC had added approximately 99 MW of additional 55 

generation in the form of a wind farm to its New Generation.  In the instant 56 

reconciliation proceeding, it is my understanding that MEC again proposes 57 

to exclude certain generating sources that it has fully allocated to Iowa.  58 

Of note is that the nameplate capacity of wind generation sources that 59 

MEC fully allocates to non-Illinois customers, and so considers to be “New 60 

Generation,” has increased by approximately 1825 MW since the 61 

Commission’s order in Docket No. 06-0739.  However, MEC’s rationale for 62 

excluding the energy and costs associated with eleven additional wind 63 

generation sources from its Illinois reconciliation appears to be identical to 64 

the rationale MEC presented in Docket Nos. 05-0736 and 06-0739.  65 

                                                           
2
 MidAmerican Energy Co., ICC Order Docket 05-0736, 2 (September 13, 2006). 

3
 MidAmerican Energy Co., ICC Order Docket 06-0739, 2 (September 12, 2007). 
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Therefore, MEC's exclusion of additional generation sources included in 66 

and identified as “New Generation” as part of its 2012 Illinois reconciliation 67 

appears to me to be consistent with the Commission’s prior orders in 68 

Docket Nos. 05-0736 and 06-0739. 69 

Q. Does this conclude your prepared direct testimony? 70 

A. Yes. 71 


