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M E M O R A N D U M____________________________________________________ 
 
TO: The Commission 
 
FROM: John D. Albers, Administrative Law Judge 
 J. Stephen Yoder, Administrative Law Judge 
 
DATE: September 30, 2013 
 
SUBJECT: Ameren Transmission Company of Illinois 
 

Petition for a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity, pursuant to Section 8-406.1 of the Illinois Public 
Utilities Act, and an Order pursuant to Section 8-503 of the 
Public Utilities Act, to Construct, Operate and Maintain a 
New High Voltage Electric Service Line and Related 
Facilities in the Counties of Adams, Brown, Cass, 
Champaign, Christian, Clark, Coles, Edgar, Fulton, Macon, 
Montgomery, Morgan, Moultrie, Pike, Sangamon, Schuyler, 
Scott and Shelby, Illinois. 

 
RECOMMENDATION: Deny September 19, 2013 "Due Process Motion to Strike 

Proceedings as to the Edgar County Segment and 
Application for Rehearing." 

 
 
 On September 25, 2013, the Commission received a memorandum concerning 
the six pending applications for rehearing in Docket No. 12-0598.  On September 30, 
2013, Ameren Transmission Company of Illinois ("ATXI") submitted a response to the 
filing made by Edgar County Citizens Are Entitled to Due Process ("Edgar DP").  ATXI's 
response addresses both Edgar DP's September 18, 2013 "Petition for Leave to 
Intervene" and Edgar DP's September 19, 2013 "Due Process Motion to Strike 
Proceedings as to the Edgar County Segment and Application for Rehearing."  ATXI 
urges the Commission to deny both pleadings by Edgar DP.  While the Commissioners 
are encouraged to read ATXI's filing for themselves, a synopsis of ATXI's arguments 
follows. 
 
 Briefly, ATXI argues that it is too late for Edgar DP to intervene.  Although there 
is no express intervention cut-off provision in either the Public Utilities Act or Rules of 
Practice, ATXI insists that as a logical matter it is simply too late to intervene.  To allow 
strangers to a proceeding to intervene and seek rehearing after issuance of an order 
would eliminate any notion of finality of Commission orders.  ATXI states further that a 
party seeking to participate in a case must accept the record as it is at the time of the 
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party's intervention.  ATXI asserts that in this case the Commission has already 
considered the evidence and made its decision. 
 
 With regard to Edgar DP's second filing, ATXI contends that Edgar DP lacks 
standing to make any such motions. In other words, because it did not participate 
earlier, ATXI argues that Edgar DP can not now interject itself in the case and seek a 
different outcome.  Moreover, ATXI maintains that Edgar DP's claims of not having 
notice lack credibility.  ATXI states that Edgar County residents received at a minimum 
the same notice as other residents along the project route: newspaper notices and 
public meetings.  Additionally, ATXI observes that one of Edgar DP's members 
suggesting that they did not receive notice completed the comment form distributed at 
ATXI's public meetings concerning the transmission line project.  ATXI's most 
compelling argument pertains to the affidavit of Christopher Patrick attached to Edgar 
DP's September 19, 2013 filing in which Mr. Patrick claims he did not receive notice of 
the project until ATXI contacted him in early September of this year.  ATXI notes that 
Mr. Patrick was the Edgar County Board Chairman at the time this docket was being 
litigated.  ATXI attached to its September 30, 2013 response a copy of an April 16, 2013 
article from The Tribune Star.  The article, entitled "Ameren Project Decision Expected 
in August," quotes Mr. Patrick in his capacity as County Board Chairman. 
 
 Consistent with ATXI's arguments and the earlier recommendation in the 
memorandum dated September 25, 2013, the Commission should deny in its entirety 
Edgar DP's September 19, 2013 "Due Process Motion to Strike Proceedings as to the 
Edgar County Segment and Application for Rehearing."  In addition, Edgar DP's petition 
to intervene has not yet been ruled upon.  If the Commission is inclined to do so, it is 
welcome to rule upon that as well and possibly avoid a later petition for interlocutory 
review by which ever party is adversely affected by the Administrative Law Judges' 
ruling.  If the Commission denies Edgar DP's September 19, 2013 filing, whether 
intervention is granted becomes moot as a practical matter. 
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