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AQUILA’S RESPONSE TO THE REPLY OF AARP 

 
 COMES NOW Aquila, Inc. (“Aquila”), by counsel, and for its Response to the 

Reply of AARP to Aquila’s Response and Objection to the Application to Intervene filed 

herein by AARP, respectfully states to the Missouri Public Service Commission (the 

“Commission”) as follows: 

 1. Aquila will not reiterate the arguments set forth in its Response and 

Objection to AARP’s Application to Intervene.  Aquila would simply encourage the 

Commission to carefully consider the full implications of allowing AARP’s intervention in 

this rate case proceeding. 

 2. AARP asserts that its interest is different from that of the general public 

because AARP is specifically interested in the needs of older residential customers 

served by Aquila and that the Public Counsel cannot adequately represent those 

interests.  (This raises the questions:  Is the Public Counsel truly unable to adequately 

represent the interests of anyone 50 years of age or older?  If the Public Counsel 

cannot adequately represent older residential customers, who can the Public Counsel 

adequately represent?)   

3. Following AARP’s argument to its logical conclusion, interventions should 

be permitted for any so-called “special interest” group or specific subset of customers.  

For example, in order to have the needs of children represented, the Division of Family 
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Services and the local juvenile office should perhaps be permitted to intervene.  

Interventions would also be appropriate for organizations designed to represent the 

needs of college students, working parents, single parents, hearing-impaired citizens, 

citizens with mental and/or emotional disabilities, and many other “special interest” 

segments of society. 

4. AARP is a well-respected organization and is an important part of our 

society, but AARP’s Application to Intervene simply does not satisfy the Commission’s 

intervention criteria.  If all so-called “interested” parties are permitted to participate in 

Commission proceedings, increased costs and undue delay – both at the Commission 

level and at the appellate level – will most certainly result.  

5. The interests of AARP’s members are not different than that of the general 

public who presumably is represented by the Public Counsel.  The intervention of AARP 

will not serve the public interest, and there has been no showing by AARP that Public 

Counsel has refused or otherwise refrained from representing the interests of Missouri’s 

citizens who are 50 years of age or older.  Two public counsels are not needed in order 

to serve the interests of the general body of Missouri ratepayers. 



WHEREFORE, for the reasons aforesaid and for those set forth in Aquila’s 

Response and Objection, AARP’s proposed intervention should be denied. 
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