Before the Public Service Commission

Of the State of Missouri

	In the Matter of the Application of Union Electric Company, d/b/a AmerenUE, for a Metering Variance to Serve Brentmoor at Oaktree. 
	)))
	Case No. EE-2004-0267

	
	
	


Motion for Additional Time to File 

Amended Variance Committee Recommendation
 


COMES NOW the Staff (“Staff”) of the Missouri Public Service Commission (“Commission”) and respectfully requests an extension of the time to file an amended Electric Meter Variance Committee (“Variance Committee”) recommendation in this proceeding.  In support thereof, the Staff states as follows:


1.
On December 22, 2003, Union Electric Company, d/b/a AmerenUE (“AmerenUE” or “Company”) filed an Application seeking a variance from the separate metering requirement of Rule 4 CSR 240-20.050 for the Brentmoor at Oaktree project, located at 363 Jungermann Road in St. Peters, Missouri.  According to the Application, the Brentmoor at Oaktree project is “a retirement living community consisting of 166 units and is designed to offer ‘worry free living’ with meals, planned activities, and transportation for outings provided in a single monthly fee, which fee also covers all utility expenses except cable and phone service.”  The project has been in operation with master metering since its completion in 2002.


2.
On January 30, 2004, the Variance Committee filed a Memorandum recommending that AmerenUE’s request be denied because it fails to show that the Brentmoor at Oaktree project meets the requirement of a portion of the Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. section 265(d)(3)); namely that master metering yield long-run benefits to the affected consumers of electric service that exceed the cost of purchasing and installing separate meters.

3.
On February 6, 2004, St. Catherine Retirement Community, LLC and DeSmet Retirement Community, LLC, the owner (“Owner”) of Brentmoor at Oaktree, filed with the Commission an application to intervene.  Also on February 6, the Owner filed a pleading requesting that the Commission either grant the variance previously requested by AmerenUE, or order the Variance Committee to reconsider its recommendation in light of the new information provided in the Owner’s pleading, or grant a hearing for purposes of considering the requested variance.  The Owner’s request for intervenor status was granted on February 24, 2004.

4.
On February 11, 2004, the Commission issued an order that, among other things, scheduled a prehearing conference for March 3, 2004 and required the parties to file a proposed procedural schedule by March 10, 2004.

5.
During the on-the-record portion of the prehearing conference, the Regulatory Law Judge canceled the requirement to file a proposed procedural schedule by March 10, 2004, and instead directed the Variance Committee to reconsider its recommendation and file an amended recommendation by March 15, 2004.
   

6.
Immediately following the on-the-record portion of the prehearing conference, the parties engaged in further discussions.  Two members of the Variance Committee were not present for those discussions.  It is the Staff’s understanding that an amended application(s) for a variance will soon be filed, and will include information such as that which surfaced during the March 3, 2004 meeting.  

7.
The Staff submits that the full Variance Committee will be unable to complete its review of the application(s) in time to meet the March 15 deadline for filing its amended recommendation.  The Staff therefore requests that the Variance Committee be granted additional time to file the amended recommendation.  The Staff suggests that within ten days of the filing of the amended application(s) in this case, the Variance Committee will file either its amended recommendation or, in the event that for example further discovery is required, a pleading indicating when the Variance Committee's amended recommendation will be filed.

8.
The other parties to this proceeding have been contacted and have indicated that they have no objection to this motion.

WHEREFORE, the Staff respectfully requests that the Commission issue an Order extending the time for filing the Variance Committee’s amended recommendation in accordance with the details set out in paragraph 7 hereinabove.
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� The judge also requested that the filing include some background information on the Variance Committee.
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