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MIEC’S MOTION TO EXTEND REBUTTAL TESTIMONY FILING DATE AND MOTION FOR EXPEDITED TREATMENT


COMES NOW the Missouri Industrial Energy Consumers (“MIEC”) and moves the Commission to extend the filing date for rebuttal testimony to March 20, 2012.  The MIEC respectfully requests that the Commission provide its ruling on an expedited basis.  In support of its motion, the MIEC states as follows:

1. On February 6, 2012, the MIEC served data requests on KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations Company (“GMO”).  The MIEC served these data requests by transmission to the email address of each of GMO’s attorneys of record as required by 4 CSR 240-2.080 (16) and the Commission’s Order Setting Procedural Schedule in this case.  GMO’s responses to these data requests were due on or before February 16, 2012.  

2. On February 10, 2012, GMO filed objections to one of the data requests. 

3. On February 27, 2012, GMO provided partial responses to the data requests.

4. On February 29, 2012, GMO provided the remaining responses to the data requests.

5. Rebuttal testimony in this case is due on March 13, 2012.

6. The MIEC’s expert witness Maurice Brubaker is in Guam to testify in a  previously scheduled hearing.  Mr. Brubaker departed for Guam on March 2, 2012 and will not return until March 11, 2012.

7. Due to delayed receipt of responses to MIEC’s data requests and Mr. Brubaker’s travel schedule, the MIEC requires an additional week to prepare and file its rebuttal testimony in this case.  
8. Due to the short time remaining prior to the deadline for rebuttal testimony, the MIEC requests that the Commission rule on this motion by March 12, 2012.  MIEC’s motion is occasioned by GMO’s delay in providing data responses essential to MIEC’s preparation of its rebuttal testimony.  If the Commission does not rule on the MIEC’s motion by March 12, the MIEC will be harmed because by inability to effectively present evidence through its rebuttal testimony. Additionally, the public interest will be harmed by the MIEC’s inability to contribute fully and fairly to the record for the Commission’s decision in this case.   
9. This pleading is filed as soon practical upon review of the delayed data responses provided by GMO, and after efforts by MIEC’s counsel to obtain agreement with GMO’s counsel to either support or refrain from objecting to the extension. 


WHEREFORE, the MIEC requests that Commission extend the deadline for  rebuttal testimony to March 20, 2012 and further requests that the Commission rule on this motion by March 12, 2012.
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