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Comes now the Missouri Industrial Energy Consumers (“MIEC”) and provides its Position Statement on the interim rate request of Union Electric Company d/b/a AmerenUE (“AmerenUE”):

I. Do the circumstances presently encountered by AmerenUE warrant the Commission authorizing AmerenUE interim rate relief as generally proposed by AmerenUE?

No.  

A. Should there be criteria for the Commission to use to decide whether interim rate relief is warranted?  If so, what should the criteria be?

Yes.  The Commission should only permit an interim rate increase requests where the utility shows that it is in a state of financial emergency.

II. If the circumstances presently encountered by AmerenUE warrant the Commission authorizing AmerenUE interim rate relief as generally proposed by AmerenUE, has AmerenUE provided adequate justification for the proposed level of interim rate relief?

AmerenUE’s circumstances do not warrant interim rate relief.  Additionally and as a separate matter, even AmerenUE were able to demonstrate such circumstances, which it has not, it has failed to presented evidence justifying the amount of its proposed interim increase. 

A. 
Should there be criteria for the Commission to use to determine the appropriate level of interim rate relief?  If so, what should the criteria be?

Yes.  If the utility shows an emergency, an interim rate increase should be allowed only to the extent needed to temporarily alleviate the emergency until permanent rates result from the Commission’s decision of the utility’s general rate increase case. 

III.
If the Commission finds that the circumstances presently encountered by AmerenUE warrant the Commission authorizing AmerenUE interim rate relief as proposed by AmerenUE, may and should the Commission adopt criteria for interim rate relief with greater applicability than the instant case?

The Commission should continue to employ its emergency/near-emergency standard for interim rate relief.  The criteria adopted for consideration of AmerenUE’s interim rate relief proposal will necessarily have apply to interim rate proposals by other utilities.

IV.
Is any interim rate relief criteria other than the emergency/near emergency criteria lawful?

No.

V.
If the emergency/near emergency criteria is not the sole lawful criteria for interim rate relief, what other criteria is lawful?

None.
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