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I. INTRODUCTION 5 

A. Witness Identification 6 

Q. Please state your name, occupation, and business address. 7 

A. My name is Gary  S. Weiss and my business address is 1901 Chouteau Avenue, St. 8 

Louis, MO 63103.  I am Manager Regulatory Accounting for Ameren Services 9 

Company.   10 

Q. Please describe your education, experience, and qualifications.   11 

A. A statement of my qualifications is attached as Appendix A to this testimony.   12 

B. Purpose and Scope 13 

Q. What is the purpose of your surrebuttal testimony in this proceeding? 14 

A. The purpose of my testimony is to respond to the rebuttal testimony of Theresa Ebrey, for 15 

Staff of the Illinois Commerce Commission (“Staff”), regarding certain of her factual 16 

allegations regarding rate case expense incurred from Concentric Energy Advisors 17 

(“Concentric”) and Navigant Consulting, Inc. (“Navigant”).  Specifically, Ms. Ebrey 18 

claims that:  19 

• a “potential conflict of interest” exists regarding my review and approval 20 
of certain charges for payment; and  21 

• certain Navigant billing errors were not adequately explained.  22 
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My testimony explains why these speculations are not valid.  The testimony of Michael 23 

Adams further explains certain details regarding these allegations. 24 

II. RATE CASE EXPENSE 25 

A. Navigant Costs 26 

Q. Please explain Staff’s rebuttal position regarding Navigant “billing errors that were 27 

not adequately explained.”   28 

A. Staff witness Ms. Ebrey generally disregards the rebuttal evidence of Mr. Andrew 29 

Wichmann explaining that the notation “NB Do Not Bill To” on a particular Navigant 30 

invoice was mere error on the part of Navigant Consulting.  Ms. Ebrey claims that 31 

recovery is not proper because (1) the notation “Do Not Bill” was not investigated at the 32 

time of review of the invoice for payment; (2) the Ameren Illinois Utilities provided 33 

explanation of the notation in testimony rather than in an updated data request response; 34 

and (3) Mr. Wichmann’s testimony on this issue “does not provide any evidence to Staff 35 

of the tasks performed.”  (ICC Staff Ex. 13.0, p. 15.)   36 

Q. Can you provide further explanation rebutting these claims?   37 

A. Yes.  As Manager of Regulatory Accounting, I was responsible for the investigation 38 

regarding this particular invoice.  In response to the issues Staff raises, the explanation is 39 

simple: Upon initial review of the invoice, I determined that the total hours billed and the 40 

summary hours listed by the consultant was reasonable.  Later, I contacted Navigant via 41 

telephone and discussed the “Do Not Bill” notation on the invoice and the billings for this 42 

period.  Navigant’s initial response was that the bill was correct.  I requested they 43 

examine their records and contact me at a later date.  During this later telephone 44 

conversation, it was determined that the billings were appropriate, that is, I was satisfied 45 
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the hours worked were appropriate for the work being performed.  Navigant stated the 46 

amount in question was for hours that were billable to the client that should have been 47 

included in the appropriate project costs; for example,  Minimum Filing Requirement or 48 

Lead-Lag Study.   49 

B. Concentric Invoices 50 

Q. Staff witness Ms. Ebrey testifies that you approve Concentric invoices for payment.  51 

Is this true? 52 

A. I review Concentric invoices as part of my responsibilities as Manager of  Regulatory 53 

Accounting.  However, the Ameren Legal Department approves all Concentric invoices 54 

for payment and is the sole department responsible for approval.  Concentric was 55 

engaged by and reports to the Ameren Legal Department.  56 

Q. Do you “sign off that the bills are OK to pay,” as Ms. Ebrey claims (Staff Ex. 13.0, 57 

pp. 11-14)? 58 

A. No.  My review of Concentric expense invoices assists in certifying that consultants were 59 

in the office working in the time period represented.  This is only one level of review the 60 

Concentric invoices go through.  When working in the Ameren headquarters, the 61 

consultants occupy a workspace that is in the same general area as mine.  The Ameren 62 

Legal Department is located on a different floor of the building.  However, the Ameren 63 

Legal Department also works with the Concentric consultants and is ultimately 64 

responsible not only for reviewing and approving payment of the charges, but for 65 

determining which charges would be submitted for recovery in a rate case.  Often 66 

members of the Ameren Legal Department will discuss with me certain aspects of the 67 

bill, on matters including time spent or the nature and extent of certain expenses.  68 
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Q. Do you have any authority over which consultant charges would be submitted for 69 

recovery in an Illinois rate case?   70 

A. No, I do not.  As I stated, the Ameren Legal Department alone is responsible for deciding 71 

which charges are submitted for recovery.  Any error in submitting charges that have 72 

been appropriately paid but are not recoverable is attributable only to the Ameren Legal 73 

Department.   74 

III. CONCLUSION 75 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony? 76 

A. Yes, it does.77 



 

   

APPENDIX A 

QUALIFICATIONS OF GARY S. WEISS 

 
 My name is Gary  S. Weiss and my business address is One Ameren Plaza, 1901 
Chouteau Avenue, St. Louis, MO 63103.  I reside in St. Louis County, Missouri. 
 
 My educational background consists of a Bachelor of Science Degree in Business 
Management from Southwest Missouri State University received in 1968 and a Masters in 
Business Administration from Southern Illinois University at Edwardsville received in 1977. 
 
 I was employed by Union Electric Company in June of 1968 and was employed 
continuously until January 1, 1998, except for a two-year tour of duty with the United States 
Army.   Effective with the merger of Union Electric Company and Central Illinois Public Service 
Company into the Ameren Corporation, I assumed employment with Ameren Services.  My work 
experience started at Union Electric as an Accountant in the Controller’s function.  I worked as 
an accountant in the Internal Audit Department, General Accounting Department, and Property 
Accounting Department from 1968 through 1973.  In 1974 I was promoted to a Senior 
Accountant in the Internal Audit Department.  In 1976 I was promoted to Supervisor in the Rate 
Accounting Department.  The Rate Accounting Department was combined with the Plant 
Accounting Department in 1990 to form the Plant and Regulatory Accounting Department. In 
December 1998 I and the Regulatory Accounting Section were moved to the Financial 
Communications Department.  Starting in October 2001 I report directly to the Controller.  On 
February 16, 2003, I was promoted to Director Regulatory Accounting and Depreciation.  I was 
promoted to Manager Regulatory Accounting on October 1, 2004, my current position. 
 

 My duties as Manager Regulatory Accounting include preparing cost of service 
studies by type of utility and regulatory jurisdiction and developing accounting exhibits and 
testimony for use in applications for rate changes for  AmerenCILCO, AmerenCIPS, AmerenIP 
and AmerenUE.  I provide assistance to the Chief Accounting Officer and the Controller 
regarding (1) rate case and regulatory accounting, (2) the need for and the timing of rate 
changes, and (3) the effect on financial forecasts of proposed rate changes.  I conduct studies 
to determine the effect on filed tariffs and operating income of various accounting policies and 
practices, analyze the results and suggest appropriate rate changes.  I prepare regularly 
required reports and exhibits for the various regulatory commissions.  I provide data, answer 
inquiries, arrange meetings, and otherwise assist representatives of regulatory commissions in 
conducting their audits and reviews.  I am also responsible for filing various reports and 
requests with the Securities and Exchange Commission.  In addition I oversee the Service 
Request operations of Ameren Services. 

 
 I have submitted testimony concerning cost of service before the Missouri Public 

Service Commission, the Illinois Commerce Commission, the Iowa State Commerce 
Commission, and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.  I have also provided anti-trust 
testimony before the Federal Court. 
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