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This teleconference represented the final opportunity to discuss PY7 NTG values for Ameren IL and
ComeEd. Differences in Commission conclusions in each Final Order are highlighted below.

Ameren IL Final Order: “In order to provide additional certainty, which all parties advocate,
prior to March 1 of each year, the independent evaluator will present its proposed NTG values
for each program to the SAG. The purpose of this meeting will be for the independent evaluator
to present its rationale for each value and provide the SAG, in their advisory role, with an
opportunity to question, challenge and suggest modifications to the independent evaluator’s
values. The independent evaluator will then review this feedback and make the final
determination of values to be used for the upcoming year” (p121-123).

ComeEd Final Order: “...SAG will review the evaluator’s proposed NTG values and if consensus is
reached, the SAG value will be used prospectively beginning June 1. Otherwise the evaluator’s
NTG value as of March 1 will be used going forward beginning June 1” (p118-119).

Ameren NTG Recommendations (For the updated recommendations circulated on 2/27)

Hannah Arnold (ODC) noted two changes in the Ameren NTG values circulated on 2/27:

C&Il Non-Participant Spillover: Based on additional information that we were able to gather on
the largest contributing customer in the analysis, we determined that they should be removed

from the analysis. As such, our recommended value is now 1%.

Multifamily In-Unit: Based on internal discussions, as well as those with Navigant regarding the
ComEd program design and their recommendation, we have decided to recommend use of the
EPY3 NTGRs based on tenant surveys.

ComEd NTG (For the updated recommendations circulated on 2/27)

Please note the following changes from the evaluator documents circulated for the 2/25 call:

Yellow Highlight: this indicates what Annette understood to be an agreed-upon change from the
original Navigant-recommended value.

o _: this indicates non-consensus items. In comment boxes attached to the red-

highlighted boxes, Annette summarized why the values are in dispute.
“Action Items” are in text boxes at the bottom.



Follow-Up Items

1.

Ameren — Tom Kennedy — requested that the “large customer” that arguably distorted the non-
participant spill-over number for the Business Standard not be included in next year’s spill-over
sample.

TAC Discussion Action Item:

a. ODCto send NY protocol for assessing non-participant spill-over, including “standard”
and “enhanced.” (“Enhanced” includes trade ally input. As Tom made clear on the 2/25
call, he does not think trade ally surveys are good source of non-participant spill-over
from methodological perspective).

b. Follow-up TAC discussion of methodology for assessing non-participant spill-over.
Schedule NTG “process improvement” discussion to see if the NTG discussions can be further
improved.

a. ODC recommends discussion about how to ensure a more balanced review of data going
forward. In particular, ODC want to discuss potential approaches to ensuring that
customers with both a large and small impact on NTG values (including spillover) are
reviewed and discussed. At present, ODC states we have spent much more time looking
at cases on the high side (ex. the C&l NPSO case).



