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I. INTRODUCTION 5 

Q. Please state your name and business address. 6 

A. James R. Pozzo, Ameren Services Company (“Ameren Services”), One 7 

Ameren Plaza, 1901 Chouteau Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63103. 8 

Q. Are you the same James R. Pozzo who previously filed testimony in this 9 

case? 10 

 A. Yes. 11 

II. PURPOSE OF TESTIMONY 12 

 Q. What is the purpose of your supplemental direct testimony in this 13 

proceeding? 14 

A. The purpose of my supplemental direct testimony is to explain the 15 

development of the weather normalized billing units for the Residential and General Service 16 

customer classes of AmerenUE and the resulting weather related revenue adjustment. 17 

My direct testimony in this case covered the test year consisting of the twelve 18 

months ending June 2006, which utilized nine months of actual billing usage for the period 19 

July 2005 through March 2006 and three months forecasted usage for the period April 2006 20 

through June 2006.  This supplemental direct testimony updates the weather normalized 21 

billing units using the actual data for April 2006 through June 2006, in accordance with the 22 

Commission’s Order Adopting Procedural Schedule and Test Year entered in this case. 23 
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Q. Was the weather normalization method used for the  actual data for April 1 

2006 through June 2006 the same method as described in your original direct testimony 2 

in this case? 3 

A. Yes, the weather normalization method described in my direct testimony in 4 

this proceeding is the same method I used to update the normalization of April 2006 through 5 

June 2006. 6 

III. WEATHER NORMALIZATION STUDY RESULTS 7 

Q. What were the results of your updated weather adjustments for the last 8 

three months of the test year? 9 

A. The table below shows the updated weather adjustment for the months of 10 

April 2006 through June 2006 is an additional increase of $692,711.  This amount when 11 

added to the weather adjustment in my direct testimony, an increase of $2,411,672, results in 12 

an updated total annual increase of $3,104,383. 13 

 14 

 Normal Direct Testimony 

Forecast April – June 2006 

Normal Updated for Actual 

April – June 2006 

Difference 

Rate Class Normal Sales 

Ccf 

Normal 

Revenue 

Normal Sales 

Ccf 

Normal 

Revenue 

Sales Ccf Revenue 

Residential  74,811,373 $34,735,634  76,578,682 $35,237,093 1,767,309 $501,459 

General Service  39,324,104 $13,275,584  40,106,422 $13,466,836    782,318 $191,252 

Total 114,135,477 $48,011,218 116,685,104 $48,703,929 2,549,627 $692,711 

Q. Does this conclude your supplemental direct testimony? 15 

A. Yes, it does. 16 






