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	Mr. Chairman, President Cullerton, Republican Leader Radogno, and members of the committee.  My name is Kevin Wright, President of the Illinois Competitive Energy Association, a member of the STOP Coalition, and representing many of the most active and largest ARES serving business customers ranging from Main Street to the Fortune 500, governmental entities, and non-profit customers.  I will be brief.

	Mr. Ford is very articulate and smooth in his advocacy of the Tenaska Power Plant legislation.  But, one must ask the right questions to decipher what's in this bill as the devil is in the details and this well crafted legislation is misleading.   I approach this bill not only on behalf of competitive electric suppliers and their customers, but also with a regulator's eye as a former Chairman and Commissioner of the Illinois Commerce Commission.  

	First, there is no generation crisis in Illinois as Mr. Ford proclaims.  Just last week, I attended a regulator's conference where representatives of the grid operators serving Illinois and the Midwest region indicated that, even with predicted coal-fired plant closures, Illinois is in good shape regarding generation supply.  In fact, Illinois is a net exporter of electricity.	

	Second, as a former regulator, this measure is so heavily weighted in Tenaska's favor against the electric consumer in terms of cost recovery that it is a near abomination.  There are so many loopholes regarding cost recovery and cost overruns that the rate cap for non-residential customers that Tenaska references is meaningless.  It is meaningless because this bill allows Tenaska to recover any actual costs that are market driven which deviate from the assumed costs in its facility cost report.  Those actual costs are passed on to the non-residential customer -- that is the businesses, governmental units, and non-profit customers served by the ARES --  in formula rates.  There is no carbon sequestration plan at this time, and when one finally appears, the bill's loopholes allow Tenaska to pass those costs onto non-residential customers.

	In sum, the proposed Tenaska plant is unneeded, it is uneconomic, and it is not financeable in the investor community -- that is why Tenaska is here -- to get a guarantee of profit and cost recovery from the State and from the business community, governmental units, and non-profit customers that my member companies serve.

	On behalf of these customers, I urge you to reject this costly and unneeded legislation.  I will be happy to take your questions at the appropriate time.  Thank you for the opportunity to testify.    
