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ORDER 

 
By the Commission: 
 
I. PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
 

On January 26, 2015, Ameren Illinois Company d/b/a Ameren Illinois (“AIC” or 
the “Company”) filed with the Illinois Commerce Commission (“Commission”) a petition 
seeking a certificate of public convenience and necessity pursuant to Section 8-406.1 of 
the Public Utilities Act ( the “Act”), 220 ILCS 5/8-406.1, authorizing AIC to construct, 
operate, and maintain two new 138 kilovolt ("kV") electric transmission lines in Macon 
County connecting AIC’s existing substation at the Fuyao Glass Illinois, Inc. ("Fuyao") 
(formerly Pittsburgh Plate Glass Industries (“PPG”)) Plant in Mt. Zion to the new 
substation that Ameren Transmission Company of Illinois will construct south of Mt. 
Zion pursuant to the Commission’s orders in Docket No. 12-0598.  AIC also sought an 
order authorizing or directing construction of the transmission lines and related PPG 
substation modifications pursuant to Section 8-503 of the Act, 220 ILCS 5/8-503.  AIC 
refers to the transmission lines and the PPG substation modifications together as the 
“Faraday-PPG Transmission Project” or the “Project.” 
 

Staff of the Commission (“Staff”) participated in the proceeding.  Leave to 
intervene was granted to the Village of Mt. Zion (“Mt. Zion”) and Fuyao. 
 

Pursuant to due notice, an evidentiary hearing was held at the offices of the 
Commission at 527 E. Capitol, Springfield, Illinois on April 22, 2015.  AIC presented the 
testimony and exhibits of seven witnesses: Kevin J. Gerhardt, Project Manager in the 
Ameren Services Company Transmission Department; Dennis D. Kramer, Senior 
Director of Transmission Policy, Planning, and Stakeholder Relations at Ameren 
Services Company; Eric V. Seidler, Senior Director, Transmission Design Engineering 
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and Maintenance in the Ameren Services Company Transmission Department; Justin 
L. Johnson, Transmission Line Design Engineer in the Ameren Services Company 
Transmission Department; Craig D. Hiser, Real Estate Supervisor for Ameren Services 
Company; Emily Hyland, Public Involvement Manager with HDR Engineering, Inc.; and 
Darrell E. Hughes, Supervisor of Valuation and Cost of Capital in the Corporate Finance 
Department of Ameren Services Company.  Staff presented the testimony and exhibits 
of Greg Rockrohr, Senior Electrical Engineer in the Safety and Reliability Division of the 
Commission.  Staff also submitted the Verified Statement of Rochelle M. Phipps, Senior 
Financial Analyst with the Finance Department of the Financial Analysis Division of the 
Commission.  Fuyao presented the testimony of David M. Burkett, President and Plant 
Manager at the Mt. Zion plant.  Mt. Zion did not present testimony.  At the conclusion of 
the evidentiary hearing, there were no contested issues presented by the evidence, and 
the record was marked “Heard and Taken.”  A draft order was prepared by AIC and 
approved by the other parties to this proceeding. 
 
II. APPLICABLE STATUTORY AUTHORITY 
 

The statutory deadline provided for in Section 8-406.1 of the Act is available only 
to public utilities seeking to construct a new high voltage electric service line and related 
facilities.  Section 8-406.1(a) sets forth in detail the information required to be filed in 
support of the application.  The statute further provides: 
 

(f) The Commission shall, after notice and hearing, grant a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity filed in accordance with the 
requirements of this Section if, based upon the application filed with the 
Commission and the evidentiary record, it finds the Project will promote 
the public convenience and necessity and that all of the following criteria 
are satisfied: 

 
(1) That the Project is necessary to provide adequate, reliable, and 

efficient service to the public utility's customers and is the least-cost 
means of satisfying the service needs of the public utility's 
customers or that the Project will promote the development of an 
effectively competitive electricity market that operates efficiently, is 
equitable to all customers, and is the least cost means of satisfying 
those objectives. 

 
(2) That the public utility is capable of efficiently managing and 

supervising the construction process and has taken sufficient 
action to ensure adequate and efficient construction and 
supervision of the construction. 

 
(3) That the public utility is capable of financing the proposed 

construction without significant adverse financial consequences for 
the utility or its customers. 
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220 ILCS 5/8-406.1(f).   
 

Section 8-406.1(g) states: 
 

(g) The Commission shall issue its decision with findings of fact and 
conclusions of law granting or denying the application no later than 150 
days after the application is filed.  The Commission may extend the 150-
day deadline upon notice by an additional 75 days if, on or before the 30th 
day after the filing of the application, the Commission finds that good 
cause exists to extend the 150-day period. 

 
220 ILCS 5/8-406.1(g).   
 

In addition, the statute requires that a decision granting a certificate under 
Section 8-406.1 shall include an order pursuant to Section 8-503 of the Act: 
 

(i) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Act, a decision granting a 
certificate under this Section shall include an order pursuant to Section 8-
503 of this Act authorizing or directing the construction of the high voltage 
electric service line and related facilities as approved by the Commission, 
in the manner and within the time specified in said order. 

 
220 ILCS 5/8-406.1(i).   
 

Section 8-503 of the Act concerns, among other things, additions to or 
extensions of public utility facilities.  This section provides, in part, as follows: 
 

Whenever the Commission, after a hearing, shall find that additions, extensions, 
repairs or improvements to, or changes in, the existing plant, equipment, 
apparatus, facilities or other physical property of any public utility . . . are 
necessary and ought reasonably to be made or that a new structure or structures 
is or are necessary and should be erected, to promote the security or 
convenience of its employees or the public, or in any other way to secure 
adequate service or facilities, the Commission shall make and serve an order 
authorizing or directing that such additions, extensions, repairs, improvements or 
changes be made, or such structure or structures be erected at the location, in 
the manner and within the time specified in said order;  . . . . 

 
220 ILCS 5/8-503.   
 
III. NATURE OF THE PETITIONER’S OPERATIONS 
 

AIC is an Illinois corporation and wholly-owned subsidiary of Ameren Corporation 
("Ameren").  AIC owns, operates, controls, and manages within Illinois electric 
distribution and transmission facilities for the purpose of furnishing or delivering 
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electricity, and it supplies electricity to the public in portions of the State.  AIC is a public 
utility within the meaning of Section 3-105(a)(1) of the Act, 220 ILCS 5/3-105(a)(1).   
 

AIC is an affiliate of Ameren Transmission Company of Illinois ("ATXI") and 
Ameren Services Company ("AMS"), also wholly-owned subsidiaries of Ameren.  ATXI 
owns, operates, controls, and manages within Illinois electric transmission facilities for 
the purpose of furnishing or delivering electricity.  AMS provides administrative support 
and other services to Ameren and its affiliates and subsidiaries, including AIC and 
ATXI.  Those services include the planning, design, construction, operation, and 
maintenance of AIC’s and ATXI’s transmission facilities. 
 
IV. PROJECT BACKGROUND AND DESCRIPTION 
 

AIC provides electric service to customers in the Decatur, Illinois, Macon County 
area.  To serve its customers in that area, AIC has constructed certain electric 
transmission and distribution facilities in and around the area, including a substation at 
the Fuyao (formerly PPG) plant on east Elwin-Mt. Zion Road in Mt. Zion, south of 
Decatur (the PPG substation). 
 

In Docket No. 12-0598, the Commission granted ATXI a Section 8-406.1 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity and issued a Section 8-503 Order 
authorizing ATXI to construct, operate, and maintain the Illinois Rivers Project, over 300 
miles of new 345 kV electric transmission line, nine new or expanded substations, and 
six 345/138 kV transformers.  In authorizing the Illinois Rivers Project, the Commission 
found that it is necessary to provide adequate, reliable, and efficient electric service, 
including the reliable delivery of renewable energy such as wind power, to Ameren 
Illinois area customers, and that it will promote the development of an effectively 
competitive electricity market that operates efficiently and is equitable to all customers.  
The Commission recognized that the Illinois Rivers Project would also provide local 
reliability benefits to certain portions of Illinois.  And the Commission found that it is the 
least-cost means of satisfying all those objectives.  
 

Decatur is one of the areas the Commission found would realize the reliability 
benefits of the Illinois Rivers Project.  In Docket No. 12-0598, ATXI asserted that the 
Decatur area will be exposed to a risk of low voltages and, absent the Illinois Rivers 
Project, a risk of voltage collapse, by 2016.  To address this reliability issue, the 
Commission specifically approved a route for the Illinois Rivers Project through the Mt. 
Zion area, including construction of a new substation south of Mt. Zion, located along 
Henry Road in Macon County (the Faraday substation). 
 

In this proceeding, AIC requests Commission authorization to connect its existing 
electric transmission system in and around the Decatur area to the Illinois Rivers 
Project.  Specifically, AIC proposes to construct the Faraday-PPG Transmission 
Project—two 138 kV electric transmission lines connecting the AIC PPG substation and 
the ATXI Faraday substation, and related PPG substation modifications.  AIC explains 
that the Faraday-PPG Transmission Project will integrate the Illinois Rivers Project into 
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AIC’s existing electric transmission system in and around the Decatur area, thereby 
permitting the full benefits of the Illinois Rivers Project to be realized, including the 
reliability benefits to the Decatur area.  
 

AIC explains, through its witness, Mr. Johnson, that the Faraday-PPG 
Transmission Project will consist of two 138 kV overhead transmission circuits between 
the Faraday and PPG substations.  Single shaft steel poles on concrete foundations will 
support the circuits.  The poles will range from 70 to 120 feet in height, above ground.  
The support structures will consist of tangents, running angles, and dead ends. AIC 
explains that these structures were selected because they are self-supporting 
structures, which will require no permanent guy wires and, therefore, minimize the 
impact on agricultural land.  Four new 138 kV circuit breakers and associated 
equipment will also be installed at the PPG substation as part of the Project.  AIC 
explains that the Project will not include any other above-ground fixtures.  AIC 
maintains that the Project will be designed in accordance with National Electrical Safety 
Code ("NESC") requirements and 83 Illinois Administrative Code Part 305. 
 

AIC explains that the circuits will require a 100-foot wide right-of-way along the 
route approved by the Commission.  AIC witness Johnson explains that a 100-foot wide 
right-of-way is the minimum right-of-way width required to provide adequate clearance 
from the 138 kV transmission line conductors to the edge of the right-of-way for 
operational and maintenance purposes, public safety, and proper NESC code 
clearances per Ameren's Transmission Planning Criteria and Guidelines, its 
Transmission Vegetation Management Strategy, and the United States Department of 
Agriculture Rural Utilities Services ("RUS"), Bulletin 1724E-200, page 5-9, table 5-3.  
Mr. Johnson also explains that, during installation of the wires, the construction 
contractor may need to set-up equipment off the 100-foot-wide right-of-way.  So, 
depending on where this might occur, AIC may need to also obtain construction 
easements to construct the Project. 
 

AIC explains that the expected in-service date of the Project, which will connect 
ATXI’s Faraday substation to AIC’s existing transmission system in the Decatur area 
through AIC’s PPG substation, is before the end of 2016.  
 
V. SECTION 8-406.1 CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND 

NECESSITY 
 

A. Filing Requirements: Engineering Data, Application Fee, Notice 
Requirements, and Website 

 
Section 8-406.1 of the Act requires that a utility include with an application under 

that Section certain information regarding the project for which it requests Commission 
approval, and to provide certain notice of the project.  See 220 ILCS 8-406.1(a), (d), (e).  
In order to facilitate review of its application, AIC provided with its application a checklist 
identifying where the Section 8-406.1 information is located in its filing (Petition Exhibit 
E; Ameren Ex. 1.1). 
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AIC provided a summary of the engineering data required by Section 8-

406.1(a)(1)(B) in Petition Exhibit D and Ameren Exhibit 4.2.   
 

As AIC witness Gerhardt explains, with its filing, AIC provided the Chief Clerk of 
the Commission an application fee of $100,000 to be paid to the Public Utility Fund, 
pursuant to Section 8-406.1(a)(2).  AIC also published notice of the filing in the official 
State newspaper, the Taylorville Breeze-Courier on January 28, and February 4, 2015, 
within ten days following the date that its petition was filed, pursuant to Section 8-
406.1(d).   
 

AIC witness Hyland explains AIC’s public outreach process related to the Project.  
As Ms. Hyland explains, AIC held pre-filing public meetings to receive public comment 
concerning the Faraday-PPG Transmission Project in Macon County, the only county 
where the Project will be located, on September 30, October 1, October 2, and 
November 5, 2014, pursuant to Section 8-406.1(a)(3).  AIC published notice of the 
meetings in two newspapers of general circulation in Macon County, once a week for at 
least three consecutive weeks, beginning no earlier than one month prior to the first 
public meeting.  AIC also provided notice of the public meetings, including a description 
of the Project, in writing to the Macon County Clerk, and it invited a representative of 
the Commission to each public meeting, pursuant to Section 8-406.1(a)(3).   
 

Ms. Hyland continues that AIC established a dedicated website for the Faraday-
PPG Transmission Project at FaradayTransmission.com on September 5, 2014, which 
AIC will maintain until construction of the Project is complete, pursuant to Section 8-
406.1(e).  AIC included, and will continue to include, the website address in all public 
notices, if any, related to the Project.  Further, Ms. Hyland explains, AIC established a 
Project hotline at 877-655-2349, a Project direct mailing address at Faraday-PPG 
Transmission Project, 5201 S. 6th St. Rd., Springfield, Illinois, 62703, a Project email 
address at FaradayTransmission@ameren.com, and used social media tools to inform, 
and solicit feedback from the public and other stakeholders regarding the Project. 
 

Pursuant to 83 Ill. Adm. Code 200.150(h), and in accordance with past 
Commission directives, AIC also submitted as Petition Exhibit F with its application a list 
containing the names and addresses of each owner of record of privately-owned tracts 
of land, upon or across which AIC’s proposed routes for the Project will be constructed, 
as disclosed by the records of the tax collector of Macon County within thirty days prior 
to the January 26, 2015 filing.   
 

Staff witness Rockrohr concludes that AIC has complied with the informational 
and notice requirements of Sections 8-406.1(a)(1), (a)(2), (a)(3), (d), and (e) of the Act.  
He specifically found the tables that AIC provided with its application that demonstrate 
where the Section 8-406.1 information can be found in the filing to be helpful when 
confirming that AIC met the informational requirements of Section 8-406.1. 
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B. Criteria Necessary for Grant of Certificate 
 

Subsection 8-406.1(f) provides that the Commission shall grant a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity if it finds that a project will promote the public 
convenience and necessity and that three criteria are satisfied: (1) the project is 
necessary to provide adequate, reliable, and efficient service and is the least-cost 
means of satisfying the utility customers’ service needs or will promote the development 
of an effectively-competitive electricity market that operates efficiently, is equitable, and 
is the least-cost means of satisfying those objectives; (2) the utility is capable of, and 
has taken action to efficiently manage and supervise the construction process; and (3) 
the utility is capable of financing the proposed construction without significant adverse 
financial consequences for the utility or its customers.  220 ILCS 5/8-406.1(f)(1)-(3). 
 

1. Necessary and Least-Cost Nature of the Project 
 

a. AIC Position 
 

AIC, through witness Kramer, explains that the Project is necessary to provide 
the electrical connection between ATXI’s Illinois Rivers Project and the existing 
electrical system.   
 

AIC notes that in Docket No. 12-0598, the Commission found that the Illinois 
Rivers Project is necessary to provide adequate, reliable, and efficient electric service 
to Ameren Illinois area customers and will promote the development of an effectively 
competitive electricity market that operates efficiently and is equitable to all customers.  
The Commission further found that a Mt. Zion area substation is necessary to deliver 
the Illinois Rivers Project benefits to Ameren Illinois area customers, including 
resolution of a future risk of post contingency low voltages in the Decatur area.   
 

AIC explains that, to deliver those benefits, the Mt. Zion area substation (now, 
the Faraday substation) must be electrically connected to the Decatur area.  Once 
integrated into the existing grid, AIC explains, the Illinois Rivers Project will provide 
additional transmission capacity, increase local reliability, deliver renewable energy, and 
provide other economic and market efficiency benefits to Ameren Illinois area 
customers.   
 

AIC explains that the Project makes that connection between ATXI’s Illinois 
Rivers Project and the local Decatur area transmission system so that Ameren Illinois 
area customers can fully realize the benefits provided not only by the Illinois River 
Project, but also the broader portfolio of Midcontinent Independent System Operator 
("MISO") Multi-Value Projects ("MVP") approved by the MISO Board of Directors in 
December 2011—a collection of 17 regional transmission system enhancement 
projects that, when integrated into the transmission system, provide multiple benefits 
under a variety of future scenarios, including enhanced reliability, reduced congestion, 
increased market efficiency, reduced real power losses, and the deferral of otherwise 
needed capital investments in transmission.  
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AIC explains that, in Docket No. 12-0598, AMS identified two North American 

Electric Reliability Corporation ("NERC") Category C events as resulting in low voltages 
that could lead to a voltage collapse in the Decatur area during 2021 summer peak load 
levels: Outage of Oreana 345/138 kV transformer #1 and Oreana 345/138 kV 
transformer #2; and Outage of Oreana-ADM N 138 kV line #1610 and Oreana-ADM N 
138 kV line #1606.  AMS’ analyses showed post-contingency voltages below 95% for 
the Decatur area absent the Illinois Rivers Project.  AIC explains that, in this case, AMS 
again performed an analysis of these two NERC Category C events using the same 
assumptions as in Docket No. 12-0598, but updated to include the approved Faraday 
substation location, an eight-mile length for the Faraday-PPG Transmission Project’s 
individual 138 kV transmission lines, and the planned 138 kV transmission line 
conductor.  The results of the updated analysis continue to show post contingency 
voltages above 95%.  AIC explains that, as the Commission found in Docket No. 12-
0598 and as its updated analysis shows, the Illinois Rivers Project, including the Mt. 
Zion area substation, will maintain acceptable voltages in the Decatur area for the 
identified contingencies, however, this resolution depends on a connection being made 
between the Faraday substation and the Decatur area. 
 

AIC explains that the Project provides the needed connection between the 
Faraday substation and the Decatur area.  The Faraday substation includes a 345/138 
kV transformer.  AIC explains that when the Project is completed, this will provide an 
additional source to serve load in Decatur, which will enhance reliability in the Decatur 
area by providing transmission support for the multiple contingency events mentioned 
above.  This, in turn, will reduce the exposure to dropping large amounts of customer 
load due to potential future low voltage conditions. 
 

AIC further explains that two, at most eight mile long, 138 kV connections 
between the PPG and the Faraday substations (as opposed to one connection or 
connections with a different voltage) are necessary to ensure the reliability benefits of 
the Illinois Rivers Project to the Decatur area.  AIC explains that a single 138 kV line 
would not provide acceptable voltage support to address the future Decatur area post 
contingency voltage issues.  AIC further explains that the 138 kV voltage level was 
selected for the Project because it is consistent with the existing 138 kV system that 
encircles the Decatur area.  Finally, AIC explains, from a transmission planning 
perspective, the Project’s two connections each should be at most eight miles long 
given the location selected by the Commission for the Faraday 345/138 kV substation 
to provide acceptable voltage support to the Decatur area. AIC explains that the 
impedance of lines using typical 138 kV conductors more than eight miles in length 
would be sufficiently great to jeopardize the ability of the Project to deliver acceptable 
voltage support to the Decatur area to address the future post contingency reliability 
issues. 
 

AIC also points out that, because the Project is part of the MISO MVP portfolio, 
AIC is obligated to construct it, and to connect AIC’s existing facilities to the Illinois 
Rivers Project.  AIC explains that the MISO Transmission Owners Agreement obligates 
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transmission-owning members, like AIC, to construct projects approved by the MISO 
Board of Directors.  AIC reiterates, however, that its system will receive a significant 
number of reliability and efficiency benefits from the Illinois Rivers Project that can only 
be realized by connecting the existing Decatur area transmission system to the ATXI 
Illinois Rivers Project.  
 

AIC explains that the Project is not only necessary for the reasons explained 
above, but also, as designed, is the least cost means of connecting the PPG and 
Faraday substations.  As AIC witness Gerhardt explains, the total estimated cost to 
construct the Project, as proposed by AIC, is $37.3 million to $39.2 million, including 
construction of the proposed connections, modifications to the PPG substation 
necessary to accommodate the connections, and the cost of rights-of-way acquisition.  
The total estimated cost to construct the transmission line alone is $32.5 million to 
$34.4 million. 
 

AIC explains that the PPG substation was selected as the termination point for 
the Project because that results in 138 kV lines of no more than eight miles in length, 
which provides acceptable voltage support to address the future reliability issues in the 
Decatur area for the reasons explained.  Connections to other 138 kV transmission 
substations in the Decatur area would result in longer, and therefore more expensive, 
138 kV transmission lines to the Faraday substation.  Moreover, AIC explains, because 
connecting to other Decatur area transmission substations would result in longer 138 
kV lines, it would increase the potential need for additional 138 kV lines in order to 
provide adequate voltage support to the Decatur area under certain post contingency 
conditions.  In addition, the other Decatur area 138 kV transmission substations are 
more difficult to access due to subdivision location, airports, and other obstacles.  AIC 
further explains that the Commission-approved location and configuration of the 
Faraday substation, with its strong 345 kV supply and 345/138 kV transformation, when 
combined with the Project, provides acceptable post contingency voltage support to the 
Decatur area for the least cost; no other system configurations would deliver the Illinois 
River Project benefits, including voltage support, to Decatur for a lower cost. 
 

AIC further explains that, because it is part of the MISO MVP portfolio, the 
Faraday-PPG Transmission Project receives MVP cost allocation treatment.  This 
means that the Project’s costs are allocated across the entire MISO footprint.  As a 
result, Ameren Illinois area customers will pay for approximately 9% of the total Project 
cost.   
 

AIC believes that least cost does not just mean least dollar cost.  Therefore, as 
AIC witness Hyland explains, in developing routes for the Project’s two connections, 
AIC analyzed potential rights-of-way between the PPG and Faraday substations that 
minimize the Project’s overall impact in addition to ensuring that the Project is least 
dollar cost.  AIC identified primary and alternate routes for each connection—the West 
Primary, West Alternate, East Primary, and East Alternate Routes—as described by 
Ms. Hyland in her direct testimony (Ameren Ex. 6.0) and shown on the map provided as 
Petition Exhibit A and Ameren Exhibit 6.1.  AIC explains that it comprehensively 
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analyzed route siting in the Project area, and determined that these routes represent 
the best combination of engineering feasibility, cost, efficiency, and mitigation of 
impacts on surrounding areas, and will permit construction of the Project that is overall 
least cost, with the West and East Primary Routes being most optimal and therefore 
AIC’s preferred routes.  AIC explains that it will continue to assess the Project’s impact 
on known environmental and historical or cultural resources, and it will work with the 
relevant state and federal regulatory agencies to minimize or avoid any impact on those 
resources. 
 

b. Staff Position 
 

Staff witness Rockrohr reviewed AIC’s filing and testifies that AIC has adequately 
demonstrated the need for the Project.  He testifies that in Docket No. 12-0598, ATXI 
demonstrated that without the additional 138 kV supply to the Decatur area that the 
Faraday substation would provide, a simultaneous outage of two specific existing 
transmission elements during summer peak could result in unacceptably low voltage.  
He further testifies that, in this docket, AIC uses nearly identical load flow analyses to 
demonstrate that its proposed 138 kV transmission lines that connect ATXI’s Faraday 
substation to AIC’s PPG substation are necessary.  Mr. Rockrohr concludes, based on 
this and his assumption that ATXI’s Illinois Rivers Project 345 kV transmission line and 
Faraday substation will be completed and available to supply the Project’s two 138 kV 
transmission lines, that AIC has successfully demonstrated that there is a need for the 
Faraday-PPG Transmission Project under Section 8-406.1.  He therefore recommends 
that the Commission grant AIC’s request for a Section 8-406.1 certificate of public 
convenience and necessity for the Project.  He recommends, however, that the 
Commission direct AIC to construct one double-circuit 138 kV line on one route corridor 
connecting the Faraday and PPG substations.  The routing of the Project, and Mr. 
Rockrohr’s recommendation in this regard, are discussed separately below. 
 

c. Fuyao Position 
 

Fuyao witness Burkett testifies that Fuyao understands that the Project will 
improve local reliability in and around Decatur, to mitigate the risk of voltage collapse, 
and therefore Fuyao is not opposed to the Project in general. 
 

2. AIC’s Construction Managerial Ability 
 

a. AIC Position 
 

AIC witness Gerhardt testifies that AIC is capable of efficiently managing and 
supervising the construction process for the Project.  AIC will use AMS to construct the 
Project.  AMS, on behalf of AIC and ATXI, has constructed hundreds of miles of 
transmission line in Illinois.  The Commission most recently found AIC, through AMS, 
capable of constructing transmission line projects in Docket Nos. 12-0080, 12-0154, 
and 13-0115.  AIC explains that, consistent with past practice, AMS, on behalf of AIC, 
will use outside contractors, including union contractors, to construct the Project. 
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AIC further explains that AMS has documented corporate project oversight 

policies and procedures consistent with American National Standards Institute 
standards that will govern all phases of construction of the Project and will ensure that 
the construction, and AMS’ supervision of it, is adequate and efficient.  AIC explains 
that AMS will also construct the Project in accordance with all applicable federal and 
state regulations and orders of the Commission, including 83 Illinois Administrative 
Code Part 305 and the National Electrical Safety Code. 
 

b. Staff Position 
 

Staff witness Rockrohr testifies that AMS and its predecessors have been 
constructing transmission lines for decades, and he has no reason to question AIC’s 
capability to manage and supervise the construction of this Project through the use of 
AMS. 
 

3. AIC’s Financial Ability 
 

a. AIC Position 
 

AIC explains that it is capable of financing construction of the Project without 
adverse consequences to AIC or its customers.   
 

Through AIC witness Hughes, AIC explains that it will finance immediate 
construction capital requirements with short-term debt.  Permanent financing will be 
done through two primary sources, long-term debt and equity.  AIC explains that its 
short-term credit facility provides AIC direct borrowing capability up to $800 million, 
within a credit facility of $1,100 million.  This facility is in place through 2019, beyond 
the expected completion of construction of the Project.  AIC’s current investment grade 
credit ratings permit it access to the long-term credit markets at competitive rates and 
on competitive terms relative to similarly rated companies.  AIC further maintains that 
continued operation of its regulated business provides AIC on-going cash in the form of 
retained earnings, which are a source of equity that builds on the balance sheet and will 
provide a source of financing for the Project.  Periodic infusions of equity from Ameren 
could also be a source of equity.  AIC explains that these sources of capital are 
sufficient to finance construction of the Project. 
 

AIC concludes that construction of the Faraday-PPG Transmission Project will 
not adversely impact AIC’s financial health.  AIC reiterates that the Project’s modest 
construction needs through 2016 can be supported by AIC’s existing lines of credit.  
AIC says any interest incurred until then will be minimal. 
 

b. Staff Position 
 

Staff witness Phipps reviewed AIC’s financial information.  Ms. Phipps explains 
that, relative to AIC’s net utility plant and operating revenue, the total cost of the Project 
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is diminutive.  Therefore, she agrees that AIC is capable of financing the Project without 
significant adverse financial consequences for AIC or its customers.  Further, Ms. 
Phipps concludes that AIC’s application meets the requirements of Section 8-
406.1(f)(3) of the Act, and she recommends that the Commission find that AIC is 
capable of financing the proposed construction without significant adverse financial 
consequences for AIC or its customers. 
 

C. Transmission Line Routing 
 

Section 8-406.1(a)(1)(B)(viii) of the Act requires that a utility filing an application 
thereunder identify both a primary right-of-way and one or more alternate rights-of-way 
for its proposed transmission line project.  220 ILCS 5/8-406.1(a)(1)(B)(viii).   
 

1. AIC Position 
 

As explained, consistent with Section 8-406.1(a)(1)(B)(viii), AIC proposes both a 
primary and an alternate route for each of the Project’s two connections—the West 
Primary, West Alternate, East Primary, and East Alternate Routes.  These routes are 
shown on Petition Exhibit A and Ameren Exhibit 6.1. 
 

AIC witness Hyland explains that these routes were selected as a result of a 
comprehensive Routing Study process that included public and stakeholder meetings 
and consultation with local governmental representatives and state regulatory bodies to 
minimize the impact of the Project on stakeholders.  As Ms. Hyland further explains, 
AIC’s routing team used an integrated route selection and stakeholder outreach 
process to identify route segments for each of the Project’s two connections.  The route 
segments were analyzed using the routing criteria and through outreach to, and 
solicitation of information and feedback from, stakeholders.  Further, Ms. Hyland 
explains, the Routing Study used the latest technology for its analysis.  It incorporated 
numerous data sources including Internet data repositories, information available from 
public agencies, field reviews, and information from meetings with stakeholders and the 
public.  Ms. Hyland also drove all accessible roads within the Project Area in order to 
view the location of the routes.  Ms. Hyland explains that the routing criteria and the 
process used to determine AIC’s proposed routes for each connection are consistent 
with industry best practices and methodology for siting an electric transmission line.  
Based on this process and as shown in the Routing Study (Ameren Ex. 6.2), AIC 
maintains that its proposed routes are cost effective while best meeting the routing 
criteria, including incorporating feedback received from landowners and other 
stakeholders, and are, therefore, the optimum locations for the Project’s connections.   
 

AIC explains that its preferred routes for each connection are the West Primary 
and East Primary Routes, respectively, although it does not oppose approval of the 
Alternate Routes it proposes.   
 

AIC explains the West Primary Route is its preferred route for the west 
connection (shown in solid orange on Petition Exhibit A, Ameren Exhibit 6.1) because 
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that route best adheres to the routing criteria.  Specifically, as Ms. Hyland explains, 
compared to the West Alternate Route, the West Primary Route is shorter and costs 
less.  It requires less acreage of new right-of-way; requires fewer angle structures; 
crosses fewer landowners; has two fewer residences within 500 feet of centerline and 8 
fewer homes within 500-1,000 feet of the centerline; crosses fewer streams; and 
crosses less Illinois Historic Preservation Agency ("IHPA") High Probability Area.   
 

AIC explains that the East Primary Route is its preferred route for the east 
connection (shown in solid blue on Petition Exhibit A, Ameren Exhibit 6.1) because it 
best adheres to the routing criteria.  Specifically, as Ms. Hyland explains, compared to 
the East Alternate Route, the East Primary Route requires fewer angle structures; 
crosses steep slopes for a shorter distance; requires one less road crossing; crosses 
fewer landowners and parcels; parallels more Opportunities; impacts less forested land; 
impacts less forested wetlands; crosses fewer streams; and crosses less IHPA High 
Probability Area.  The East Primary Route also was preferred by the Village of Mount 
Zion, minimized harvest operations for the Christmas Tree Farm on Traughber Road, 
minimized impacts to the heron rookery, and allowed for a narrower crossing of Finley 
Creek.   
 

AIC witness Johnson testifies that a 100-foot-wide right-of-way is required for 
each circuit to provide adequate clearance from the transmission line conductors to the 
edge of the right-of-way.  AIC initially proposed to route each of the Project’s 
connections along two separate, nonadjacent 100-foot-wide rights-of-way, such that 
there was approximately 0.75 miles of separation between the West Primary and the 
East Primary Routes for the majority of the routes as they travel between the Faraday 
and PPG substations, and approximately 1.25 miles to 1.33 miles between the West 
Alternate and the East Alternate Routes as they travel between the substations (as 
shown on Petition Exhibit A, Ameren Exhibit 6.1).  The separation between the east and 
west connections naturally narrows as the circuits approach the terminations at the 
substations.   
 

As explained by AIC witness Seidler, AIC proposed this separation between the 
Project’s two connections, rather than double-circuiting the Project’s transmission line 
or constructing the circuits on immediately adjacent rights-of-way, for operational 
reliability and maintenance reasons. 
 

AIC explains that double-circuiting poses operational and maintenance 
challenges.  Two circuits on a common structure can decrease the reliability of the 
circuits because a single pole failure can create an outage for both lines.  Common-
mode failures resulting from an event on the structure or related hardware, AIC 
maintains, are mitigated or eliminated by using separate structures on separate, non-
adjacent easements.  AIC further explains, for normal maintenance on common 
structures, for safety concerns, outages may be required for both lines even if only one 
line requires maintenance.  AIC explains that taking two circuits out for maintenance, 
especially parallel circuits that provide power flows to the same area(s), can pose 
significant reliability risks, for the reasons explained.  Reduction of this reliability risk 
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often requires short maintenance windows overnight or on weekends, increasing the 
operation and maintenance costs by utilizing crews on overtime. 
 

AIC explains that a common-mode failure is a failure that results from one or 
more events that cause coincident failures in two or more systems (in this case, 
transmission lines), leading to failures in the multiple systems (lines).  The event(s) 
responsible for the common-mode failure can be either internal or external to the 
systems (lines) that are affected.  By way of examples, AIC explains if a structure of 
circuit #1 collapses due to a defect or an external event like a storm, and it falls on the 
wires or structures of circuit #2, that is a common-mode failure.  Likewise, if a wind 
event blows limbs or other debris into the adjoining wires of both circuits #1 and #2 that 
would be a common-mode failure.  AIC maintains that if two circuits are supposed to 
supply a community (either directly or as supplies to a substation that serves multiple 
communities) like the Faraday-PPG Transmission Project’s Connections, putting both 
on the same structure or the same right-of-way means that when a common-mode 
failure occurs, the community (here, the Decatur area) has a greater risk of operating 
without those supplies. 
 

AIC acknowledges that it has double-circuited transmission lines in the past 
when the operation and maintenance impacts of double-circuiting can be 
accommodated and design factors support it as an economical decision.  AIC states 
that double-circuiting is an option to consider in the overall system design of the 
transmission system.  But, AIC explains, other factors, including reliability, cost, 
maintenance, and operation, must also be considered.  For example, double-circuiting 
may be feasible if the two circuits do not supply the same area, since a common-mode 
failure would not cause a failure of two circuits to the same area.  AIC believes that in 
the case of the Faraday-PPG Transmission Project, double-circuiting does not present 
the optimal configuration for operational reliability and maintenance reasons because 
both circuits supply the same community, the Decatur area.  AIC believes that placing 
the Project’s two circuits on separate, non-adjacent easements is in the best interest of 
Decatur/Mt. Zion area consumers as it will yield superior reliability by reducing their 
exposure to certain common-mode failures. 
 

AIC further explains that AIC’s study in which the post-contingent voltage 
resulted in just at or below 95%, explained above, was studied under peak load 
conditions and given a certain system configuration (topography).  In the peak load 
case, two circuits would be required to maintain adequate post-contingent voltage in the 
Decatur area.  However, AIC explains, the transmission system is seldom at peak load 
conditions, and there are numerous combinations of system loads and topographies 
that could occur where having one Faraday-PPG connection that remains in service 
(that would have otherwise been interrupted due to a common mode failure due to 
double-circuit construction) would provide increased operational reliability that the 
Decatur area would need to prevent reliability issues.  AIC maintains that real-time 
operations of a transmission system involves the system operator dealing with any and 
all contingencies and system variables such as load growth, system bias, planned and 
forced outages, etc., that occur.  In many cases, AIC explains, those contingencies can 
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exceed minimum NERC standards and Ameren Transmission Planning Criteria.  It is 
also reasonable to conclude that one Faraday-PPG connection remaining in service will 
provide additional benefit over having zero connections in service under numerous 
scenarios.  AIC summarizes that the Decatur area will realize increased reliability under 
various system load and configurations by constructing the Project’s two connections 
on separate, non-adjacent rights of way versus constructing a double-circuit line. 
 

AIC also explains that constructing the Project’s two connections on immediately 
adjacent 100-foot-wide rights-of-way results in minimal separation between them and is 
physically similar to double-circuiting, so, it poses similar operational reliability and 
maintenance challenges.  Therefore, AIC maintains, it is not desirable.  AIC continues, 
when circuits are adjacent, there is an operational reliability reduction because close 
structures constitute a real and immediate threat to each other, should either fall.  
Again, having two lines down at any given point reduces the reliability of the 
transmission system at large.  In other words, AIC explains, the closer circuits are to 
one another, the greater the probability that, if one line fails, it will cause the adjacent 
line to fail.  Likewise, weather events, either directly or from debris, can cause both lines 
to fail if they are close together.  AIC concludes that, simply put, separation between 
the lines increases their operational reliability.   
 

AIC notes, for example, that Illinois experienced horrific tornadoes in November 
2013, and both double-circuited and adjacent transmission lines were downed as a 
result.  In the Peoria area, a double-circuit tower line with a 138 kV circuit and a 69 kV 
circuit was knocked over by the high winds.  The wires for each circuit spread to the 
edge of the downed transmission lines’ rights-of-way.  In another instance, AIC 
explains, a 138 kV circuit structure was blown over and fell on a distribution circuit.  In 
contrast, AIC continues, in the Kansas area, a 345 kV circuit experienced the 
destruction of five structures and damage to the conductors as a result of the 
November 2013 storms.  Notably, this circuit exactly physically paralleled a 138 kV 
circuit, but with rights-of-way offset more than a mile.  AIC explains that the 138 kV 
circuit suffered no damage and was able to continue to supply the area.  AIC concludes 
that, while no one can predict with certainty that a particular separation between circuits 
will prevent weather related outages such as those described, the likelihood of having 
an outage of both lines due to common events decreases as the distance between the 
circuit’s increases. 
 

AIC acknowledges that it has constructed immediately adjacent transmission 
lines in the past.  However, like double-circuiting, whether to place a transmission line in 
parallel with another line must be viewed holistically, and environmental and land use 
impacts must be weighed in addition to engineering, reliability, and cost considerations.  
AIC explains that if the Project’s circuits were constructed on separate but adjoining 
rights-of-way, their operational reliability would be slightly increased as compared to a 
double-circuit construction, but it would be decreased as compared to utilizing non-
adjoining rights-of-way, for the reasons explained.  And, AIC continues, Project material 
(structures, foundations, wire, hardware, etc.) costs and land acquisition costs would be 
relatively the same whether the Project utilized separate structures on adjacent rights-
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of-way or on non-adjacent rights-of-way.  AIC reiterates that, for the Project, it is better 
not to use adjoining rights-of-way because both proposed 138 kV lines supply the 
Decatur/Mt. Zion area.  AIC explains that the customers in those cities should not be 
exposed to a reduction in operational reliability that could be avoided by constructing 
the Project’s circuits on separate, non-adjacent rights-of-way.   
 

AIC explains that the optimal minimum separation between the Project’s circuits 
is one mile for all of the reliability, operation, and maintenance reasons explained 
above.  However, AIC reiterates that transmission line routing must be viewed 
holistically, and environmental and land use impacts must be weighed in addition to 
engineering, reliability, and cost considerations.  AIC explains that the area for this 
particular Project (shown outlined in black on Ameren Exhibit 6.1) is constrained not 
only by the location of the PPG and Faraday substations and the eight-mile line length 
planning constraint explained above, but also by the locations of the Village of Mt. Zion, 
the Silver Leaf Estates subdivision, the Federal Aviation Administration Omni-
Directional Radio Range and tactical air navigation system beacon (VORTAC), and a 
Christmas tree farm to the east of the Project Area.  AIC explains that balancing those 
constraints against the potential environmental and land use impacts of the Project 
within the Project Area that were raised during the routing and public processes 
supports the 0.75-mile separation between AIC’s proposed West Primary and East 
Primary Routes.   
 

On rebuttal, in response to Staff witness Rockrohr’s recommendation regarding 
double-circuiting the Project’s transmission line, AIC reiterates that it is preferable to 
route the connections on separate, non-adjacent rights-of-way to reduce potential 
operation and maintenance issues and to increase the operational reliability of the lines, 
which, in turn, increases the benefits of the Project to the Decatur area.  AIC witness 
Seider opines that this is a logical approach, and notes that he and Mr. Rockrohr simply 
have differing engineering opinions on the value of the increased operational reliability 
and reduced operational and maintenance issues of separate corridors, compared to 
the increased initial cost and potential impact to additional landowners of separate 
corridors. 
 

However, AIC explains, for the purposes of this proceeding, in the interest of 
compromise, and—given the required in-service date of the Project—an expeditious 
resolution, AIC does not object to Mr. Rockrohr’s recommendation to construct both 
connections within the same corridor (the West Primary Route) on the same structures, 
making it a double-circuit transmission line.  AIC points out, however, that in the future, 
it might consider the need for another line on an east route between the Faraday and 
PPG substations, but that is not a matter for the Commission’s consideration at this 
time. 
 

In response to Mr. Rockrohr’s proposed modification to the West Primary Route 
near the Faraday substation, AIC explains that it originally proposed three 90-degree 
turns to adhere to its technical criteria of increasing separation between the 
Connections, for the reasons explained above.  However, as explained, AIC does not 
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object to Mr. Rockrohr’s recommendation to construct the Project as a double-circuit 
transmission line along AIC’s proposed West Primary Route.  This removes the need 
for increased separation between the connections at the Faraday substation, and AIC 
does not oppose the route modification that Mr. Rockrohr recommends there. 
 

Mr. Johnson further explains in his rebuttal testimony that use of a double-circuit 
route, as Mr. Rockrohr recommends, requires adjustments to the transmission line 
route where it enters the Faraday and PPG substations.  So AIC proposes two 
additional, short route modifications at the Faraday and PPG substation sites (shown 
on Ameren Exhibits 9.1 and 9.2, respectively).  Mr. Johnson maintains that these 
modifications allow for the transition of the double-circuit structures to single circuit 
structures as the circuits enter their respective positions inside the substations.  He 
explains that, at the Faraday substation site, two separate single circuit routes are 
required to allow for future expansion of the substation; this allows for future lines to exit 
in between the two proposed circuits.  At the PPG (Fuyao) substation site, two single 
circuit lines are required to transition one of the circuits from the west side of the 
substation to its connecting point on the east side of the substation.  Mr. Johnson 
explains that Fuyao agreed to this arrangement by virtue of a letter AIC received 
explaining Fuyao’s support. 
 

Mr. Johnson also explains on rebuttal that, although Fuyao’s proposed 
modification to the east connection route is acceptable to AIC, because AIC does not 
object to Staff witness Rockrohr’s recommendation to construct both circuits on the 
same support structures along AIC’s proposed West Primary Route, Fuyao’s proposed 
east connection route modification is no longer required.  The Village of Mt. Zion’s 
support for AIC’s proposed East Primary Route is likewise mooted by AIC’s lack of 
objection to Mr. Rockrohr’s proposal.   
 

2. Staff Position 
 

Staff witness Rockrohr disagrees with AIC that there is a need for two separate 
corridors for the Project’s two 138 kV lines.  He recommends that, given the source, 
function, and length of these lines, AIC should instead install both 138 kV lines on a 
single set of poles on one route corridor.  He opines that a new double-circuited 138 kV 
line between the Faraday and PPG substations will adequately resolve all projected 
NERC reliability concerns, result in lower Project costs, reduce impacts to landowners, 
and eliminate roughly half the required easement area.   
 

While Mr. Rockrohr agrees that, in some situations, separation of transmission 
lines is logical and necessary to satisfy NERC reliability and planning standards, he 
does not believe the Project presents such a case.  He states that the reason AIC 
proposes two lines is that both of the proposed 138 kV lines are necessary to maintain 
proper voltage in the Decatur area during a NERC Category C event during 2021 peak 
loading conditions.  He testifies that the need for the two new 138 kV lines is for a very 
limited set of circumstances and exists only for a very limited period – during peak 
loading.  He further testifies that, since both of the proposed lines are to be supplied by 
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the same 345/138 transformer at the Faraday substation, a failure of that transformer 
would eliminate the usefulness of both 138 kV lines, regardless of whether they are 
constructed on one or two corridors.  He explains that while he fully supports AIC’s 
construction of a connection between the Faraday and PPG substations, he does not 
believe use of separate corridors is the least cost means of satisfying AIC’s customers 
needs.  
 

Mr. Rockrohr recommends that the Commission approve AIC’s West Primary 
corridor, with a slight modification to the route near the Faraday substation, as the route 
for the connections between the Faraday and PPG substations.  The modification that 
Mr. Rockrohr proposes is to replace three 90-degree turns near the Faraday substation 
with one 90-degree turn, to reduce costs, as the dead-end structures used to make 90-
degrees turns are costly.  Mr. Rockrohr concludes that, overall, using this modified 
West Primary Route for the double-circuit 138 kV line would be the least cost means to 
meet customer needs because it minimizes heavy angles, close proximity to 
residences, and tree clearings, and has no railroad crossings.  He recommends that the 
Commission grant AIC’s request for a certificate of public convenience and necessity, 
directing AIC to construct one double-circuit 138 kV line on this single route corridor. 
 

3. Fuyao Position 
 

Fuyao witness Burkett explains that AIC has certain electric distribution and 
transmission facilities in and around the Fuyao property, including the PPG (Fuyao) 
substation.  He explains that, in general, Fuyao does not oppose the Project; again, 
Fuyao understands that the Project will improve local reliability in and around Decatur, 
in order to mitigate the risk of voltage collapse.  However, Fuyao opposes the location 
of AIC’s east connection as it enters the PPG substation near and on Fuyao’s property.  
Fuyao proposes a slight modification to that route.  Mr. Burkett explains that the 
modification would better align with Fuyao’s construction plans.  The proposed 
modification is shown on Fuyao Glass Exhibit 1.1, attached to Mr. Burkett’s testimony. 
 

4. Mt. Zion Position 
 

Mt. Zion indicates in its Verified Petition to Intervene that AIC’s proposed east 
connection would be constructed near and within Mt. Zion’s corporate limits.  Mt. Zion 
further states that, by its filing, it is indicating its support for AIC’s proposed East 
Primary Route, however, Mt. Zion did not file testimony in this proceeding.  
 

D. Commission Analysis and Conclusion 
 

In this proceeding, AIC requests that the Commission grant it a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity under Section 8-406.1 of the Act authorizing AIC to 
construct, operate, and maintain two new 138 kV transmission lines in Macon County 
connecting the existing AIC PPG substation with the Faraday substation that ATXI will 
construct south of Mt. Zion pursuant to the Commission’s orders in Docket No. 12-
0598.  AIC also requests an order under Section 8-503 of the Act authorizing or 
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directing the Faraday-PPG Transmission Project, or Project, to be constructed, 
including certain modifications required at the PPG substation.  Because AIC does not 
object to Staff’s proposal to construct both lines upon a single set of structures along 
AIC’s proposed West Primary Route, as slightly modified and agreed to by all parties, 
there now appear to be no contested issues among the parties. 
 

Subsections 8-406.1 (a), (d), and (e) contain specific informational and notice 
requirements of an applicant under Section 8-406.1, including generally the provision of 
a complete description of the Project, engineering data, an application fee, primary and 
alternative routes, three pre-filing public meetings, establishment of a dedicated 
website, and publication of notice of filing of the application.  AIC asserts, and Staff 
agrees, that it has complied with these requirements.  The Commission finds that AIC 
has met the requirements set forth in subsections (a), (d), and (e) of Section 8-406.1. 
 

The Commission concludes that the record demonstrates that the Project is 
necessary to provide adequate, reliable, and efficient service to customers, including 
Decatur area customers, and is the least-cost means of satisfying the service needs of 
customers and mitigating the risk of voltage collapse in the Decatur area.   
 

The Commission further notes that for the purpose of this proceeding for the 
reasons explained by AIC, AIC does not object to Staff’s proposal to construct the 
Project’s transmission line as one double-circuit 138 kV line along AIC’s proposed West 
Primary Route, as slightly modified by Staff and AIC near the PPG and Faraday 
substations and agreed to by Fuyao.  The Commission therefore finds that this is the 
overall best route for the Project’s connections, and it approves the Project constructed 
as a double-circuit 138 kV line along AIC’s proposed West Primary Route, slightly 
modified by Staff and AIC near the PPG and Faraday substations and agreed to by 
Fuyao, as shown on and legally described in the Appendix to this Order.  The 
Commission further finds the minimum right-of-way width for the transmission line shall 
be 100 feet, and that construction easements may also be required. 
 

The Commission also finds that the record demonstrates that AIC is capable of 
efficiently managing and supervising the construction process for the Project, and has 
taken sufficient action to ensure adequate and efficient construction and supervision 
thereof.   
 

The Commission also finds that AIC is capable of financing the proposed 
construction without significant adverse financial consequences for the utility or its 
customers. 
 

Based on the above and the evidence presented, the Commission concludes 
that AIC has satisfied the requirements of Section 8-406.1(f) of the Act.  The 
Commission finds that the Faraday-PPG Transmission Project, constructed as one 
double-circuit 138 kV transmission line along AIC’s proposed West Primary Route, as 
modified by Staff and AIC near the PPG and Faraday substations and agreed to by 
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Fuyao, will promote the public convenience and necessity, is in the public interest, and 
is approved.  
 
VI. SECTION 8-503 ORDER 
 

AIC also seeks a Commission order authorizing that the Project be built pursuant 
to Section 8-503 of the Act, 220 ILCS 5/8-503.  Section 8-503 of the Act provides that, 
whenever the Commission finds that additions to existing plant are necessary and 
ought reasonably to be made, or that a new structure or structures ought to be erected, 
the Commission “shall make and serve an order authorizing or directing that such 
additions . . . be made, or structure or structures be erected . . . .”  220 ILCS 5/8-503.  
Further, Section 8-406.1(i) provides that “a decision granting a certificate under this 
Section shall include an order pursuant to Section 8-503 of this Act authorizing or 
directing the construction of the high voltage electric service line and related facilities as 
approved by the Commission, in the manner and within the time specified in said 
order.”  220 ILCS 5/8-406.1(i).   
 

No party opposes a grant of authority under Section 8-503.  Staff witness 
Rockrohr specifically testifies that he does not object to the Commission issuing a 
Section 8-503 order covering modifications to AIC’s existing PPG substation, and 
recommends that the Commission grant AIC’s request for a Section 8-503 order, 
consistent with his routing recommendation, explained above. 
 

In compliance with Section 8-406.1(i), the Commission authorizes AIC under 
Section 8-503 of the Act to construct the Project as set forth in this Order. 
 
VII. FINDINGS AND ORDERING PARAGRAPHS 
 
 The Commission, having considered the entire record herein and being fully 
advised in the premises, is of the opinion and finds that: 
 

(1) AIC is an Illinois corporation engaged in the retail sale and delivery of 
electricity and power to the public in Illinois, and is a "public utility" as 
defined in Section 3-105 of the Act; 

(2) the Commission has jurisdiction over AIC and the subject matter of this 
petition; 

(3) the recitals of fact set forth in the prefatory portion of this Order are 
supported by the record and are hereby adopted as findings of fact; 

(4)  the facts recited and conclusions of law reached in the Commission 
Analysis and Conclusion are hereby adopted as findings herein; 

(5)  pursuant to Section 8-406.1(f)(2) of the Act, the Commission finds that 
AIC is capable of efficiently managing and supervising the construction 
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process and has taken sufficient action to ensure adequate and efficient 
construction and supervision of the construction; 

(6) pursuant to Section 8-406.1(f)(3) of the Act, the Commission finds that 
AIC is capable of financing the proposed construction without significant 
adverse financial consequences for the utility or its customers; 

(7) the West Primary Route, as modified near the PPG and Faraday 
substations and shown and legally described in the Appendix hereto, is 
the least-cost route for the Project, is reasonable, and should be 
approved; 

(8) the easements for the Project’s transmission line as approved herein are 
reasonable and appropriate and should be approved; 

(9) the Project as approved herein, including modifications to the PPG 
substation, and the construction of the transmission line as described in 
this Order, is necessary and ought reasonably to be made to promote the 
security or the convenience of the public and to secure adequate electric 
service or facilities to Ameren Illinois area customers; 

(10) pursuant to Section 8-406.1(h), the Commission finds that AIC shall pay a 
one time construction fee to each county in which the project is 
constructed within 30 days after the completion of construction; the 
construction fee shall be $20,000 per mile of high voltage electric service 
line constructed in that county, or a proportionate fraction of that fee; the 
fee shall be in lieu of any permitting fees that otherwise would be imposed 
by a county; 

(11) pursuant to Section 8-406.1(i) of the Act, AIC is authorized, pursuant to 
Section 8-503 of the Act, to construct the high voltage electric service line 
at the locations and in the manner specified herein on, over, along, 
across, and through the parcels of land along the route described in and 
shown on the Appendix hereto, as well as modify an existing substation, 
and related facilities as approved by the Commission in the prefatory 
portion of this Order; and 

(12) all motions, petitions, objections, and other matters in this proceeding 
which remain unresolved should be disposed of consistent with the 
conclusions herein. 

 IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED by the Illinois Commerce Commission that a 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity is hereby issued to Ameren Illinois 
Company d/b/a Ameren Illinois pursuant to Section 8-406.1 of the Public Utilities Act, 
and that said certificate shall read as follows:  
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY 
 

 IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the public convenience and 
necessity require (1) construction, operation, and maintenance by Ameren 
Illinois Company d/b/a Ameren Illinois of two new 138 kilovolt electrical 
transmission lines within Macon County, Illinois, connecting the existing 
PPG substation to the new Faraday substation, constructed as a double-
circuit along the route shown on and legally described the Appendix 
attached hereto, and (2) the transaction of an electric public utility 
business in connection therewith, all as herein before set forth. 

 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that pursuant to Section 8-503 of the Act, Ameren 

Illinois Company d/b/a Ameren Illinois is authorized to construct the Project described 
herein, including modifications to the PPG substation, and construction of the 
transmission lines on, over, along, across, and through the parcels of land along the 
route described in and shown on the Appendix attached hereto. 
 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all motions, petitions, objections, and other 
matters in this proceeding which remain unresolved are disposed of consistent with the 
conclusions herein. 
 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that subject to the provisions of Section 10-113 of 
the Act and 83 Ill. Adm. Code 200.880, this Order is final; it is not subject to the 
Administrative Review Law. 
 
 By order of the Commission this 16th day of June, 2015. 
 
 
 
 (SIGNED) BRIEN SHEAHAN 
 
 Chairman 
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