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BEFORE THE
ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION
On Its Own Motion

-vs-
AMEREN ILLINOIS COMPANY
d/b/a Ameren Illinois

Reconciliation of revenues
collected under hazardous
materials adjustment clause rider
with actual and prudent associated
costs.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

DOCKET NO.
11-0113

Springfield, Illinois
Thursday, January 19, 2012

Met, pursuant to notice, at 1:30 p.m.

BEFORE:

MR. LARRY JONES, Administrative Law Judge

APPEARANCES:

MR. EDWARD FITZHENRY
Ameren Illinois Company
PO Box 66149, MC 1310
1901 Chouteau Avenue
St. Louis, Missouri 63166
Ph. (314) 554-3533

(Appearing via teleconference on
behalf of Ameren Illinois
Company)

SULLIVAN REPORTING COMPANY, by
Carla J. Boehl, Reporter
CSR #084-002710
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APPEARANCES: (Continued)

MR. STEVEN R. KNEPLER
Financial Analysis Division
Illinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, Illinois 62701
Ph. (217) 785-1420

(Appearing on behalf of the
Illinois Commerce Commission)
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I N D E X

WITNESS

(None)

DIRECT CROSS REDIRECT RECROSS

EXHIBITS

Ameren 1.0, 1.1, 1.2, 1.3
Ameren 2.0, 2.1, 2.2

ICC Staff 1.0
ICC Staff 2.0

MARKED

E-Docket
E-Docket

E-Docket
E-Docket

ADMITTED

14
14

15
15
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PROCEEDINGS

JUDGE JONES: Good afternoon. I call for

hearing Docket Number 11-0113. This is titled in

part Illinois Commerce Commission on its own motion

versus Ameren Illinois Company d/b/a Ameren Illinois,

reconciliation of revenues collected under Hazardous

Materials Adjustment Clause Rider with actual and

prudent associated costs.

At this time may we have the

appearances orally for the record? We will start

with Ameren Illinois Company. If you have appeared

previously in this proceeding, you need not restate

your business address or phone number unless any of

those things have changed or you simply prefer to do

that.

So at this time then may we have the

appearance or appearances on behalf of Ameren

Illinois?

MR. FITZHENRY: Yes. On behalf of Ameren

Illinois Company, my name is Edward Fitzhenry. My

address is 1901 Chouteau Avenue, Post Office Box

66149, Mail Code 1310, St. Louis, Missouri
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63166-6149. My telephone number is (314) 554-3533.

JUDGE JONES: Thank you. Commission Staff?

MR. KNEPLER: My name is Steven R. Knepler,

K-N-E-P-L-E-R. I am appearing on behalf of the Staff

of the Illinois Commerce Commission. My business

address is 527 East Capitol Avenue, Springfield,

Illinois 62701. My phone number is area code

(217) 785-1420.

JUDGE JONES: Thank you. Are there any other

appearances?

(No response.)

Let the record show there are not.

Putting the notice question aside for

the moment, it is my understanding that everyone is

ready to proceed with identification and offering of

their testimony into the evidentiary record with

affidavits to be provided at a later date.

Is Ameren Illinois Company ready to go

forward with the identification of those items?

MR. FITZHENRY: Yes, Your Honor. The Company

would introduce into evidence the direct testimony of

Steven, S-T-E-V-E-N, E. Martin as Ameren Exhibit 1.0,
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including his exhibit Ameren Exhibits 1.1 and 1.2.

We would submit that Mr. Martin's affidavit would be

identified for the record as Ameren Exhibit 1.3.

We would also move for the admission

into the record the direct testimony of Danielle,

D-A-N-I-E-L-L-E, R. Moskop, M-O-S-K-O-P. Ms.

Moskop's direct testimony is identified as Ameren

Exhibit 2.0. And Ms. Moskop also has an exhibit

Ameren Exhibit 2.1. We suggest that her affidavit be

identified as Ameren Exhibit 2.2.

JUDGE JONES: All right. Thank you. Those are

being offered at this time, is that correct?

MR. FITZHENRY: They are.

JUDGE JONES: Any objection?

MR. KNEPLER: No objection.

JUDGE JONES: Let the record show those

exhibits being Ameren exhibits are hereby admitted

into the evidentiary record subject to the filing of

the affidavits to be identified as Ameren Exhibits

1.3 and 2.2 as indicated by Mr. Fitzhenry, and that

includes all the numbered exhibits that are

identified on e-Docket as having been filed on April
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12, 2011.

(Whereupon Ameren Exhibits 1.0,

1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.0, 2.1 and 2.2

were admitted into evidence.)

JUDGE JONES: Does that conclude the Ameren

presentation?

MR. FITZHENRY: Yes, it does.

JUDGE JONES: All right. Thank you.

Commission Staff?

MR. KNEPLER: Staff is moving for the admission

of Staff Exhibit 1.0. This is testimony that was

previously filed on the Commission's e-Docket system

on December 14, 2011, and it has been identified as

the direct testimony of Richard W. Bridal, II.

Mr. Bridal's testimony consists of a cover page,

table of contents and four pages of narrative

testimony and related Schedules 1.1 and 1.2.

Staff is also requesting permission to

late file the affidavit of Mr. Bridal which will be

identified as Staff Exhibit 2.0.

JUDGE JONES: Thank you. Is that acceptable to

you, Mr. Fitzhenry?
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MR. FITZHENRY: Yes, it is, Your Honor. We

have no objection.

JUDGE JONES: Let the record show that those

Staff exhibits are admitted into the evidentiary

record, that is Staff Exhibit 1.0 which is

Mr. Bridal's direct testimony. Admission of that

exhibit includes the attachments to it which are

identified as schedules. Those are admitted as filed

on e-Docket on December 14, 2011. Leave is given to

submit the affidavit for that to be identified as

Staff Exhibit 2.0. The admission of 1.0 is subject

to the filing of the affidavit. As discussed, the

parties are given leave of 14 days to submit those

affidavits for the record.

(Whereupon ICC Staff Exhibits

1.0 and 2.0 were admitted into

evidence.)

JUDGE JONES: Does that conclude the Staff

case?

MR. KNEPLER: Yes, it does, Your Honor.

JUDGE JONES: Thank you. All right. I

mentioned the notice question a few minutes ago. It
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is my understanding that Staff and Ameren counsel

will be looking at the notice requirements applicable

to this proceeding and then we will have a status

hearing or another hearing at February 2 at 1:30 p.m.

to address the notice.

Did anybody have any objection to that

scheduling?

MR. FITZHENRY: None.

MR. KNEPLER: None from Staff.

JUDGE JONES: Let the record show that that is

what we will do.

I believe there is also a plan to file

a draft or suggested Order. Do you want to do that

prior to February 2 or do you want to wait until the

February 2 hearing is concluded?

MR. FITZHENRY: Judge, in light of this

discussion, I believe it best that we hold back on

filing the draft Order until the matter of the Part

255 requirement is resolved.

JUDGE JONES: Thank you. Is there anything

else to take up today?

MR. KNEPLER: Nothing for Staff.
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MR. FITZHENRY: Nothing, Judge.

JUDGE JONES: All right. Thank you. All

right. Let the record show that today's hearing is

over. Our thanks to Ameren for circulating the

call-in number. This matter is hereby continued as

is indicated to a hearing date of February 2 at 1:30

p.m.

(Whereupon the hearing in this

matter was continued until

February 2, 2012, at 1:30 p.m.

in Springfield, Illinois.)


