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	In the Matter of the Application of Union Electric Company, d/b/a AmerenUE, for a Metering Variance to Serve River's Edge Properties, L.L.C. 
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Second 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 a further 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 River’s Edge Project, located at 600 River’s Edge Drive in St. Charles, Missouri.  


2.
On January 30, 2004, the Variance Committee filed a Memorandum recommending that AmerenUE’s request be denied because it failed to show that the costs of purchasing and installing separate meters in the River’s Edge Project exceed the long-run benefits of individual metering, which is a requirement of a portion of the Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. section 265(d)(3)).

3.
On February 9, 2004, River’s Edge Properties, L.L.C. (“River’s Edge”), the owner of the River’s Edge Project, filed with the Commission an application to intervene.  The application included a request that the Variance Committee reconsider its recommendation that the application be denied, on the basis that key facts pertinent to the Committee’s decision had not been presented.  Also on February 9, AmerenUE filed its Reply To Electric Meter Variance Committee’s Recommendation.  The Company contested the Variance Committee’s finding that the long-run benefits of separate metering would exceed its costs.   

4.
On February 24, 2004, the Commission granted the request of River’s Edge for intervenor status.    

5.
At a Commission-ordered March 3, 2004 prehearing conference, the presiding Regulatory Law Judge, among other things, directed the Variance Committee to reconsider its recommendation and file an amended recommendation by March 15, 2004.
   

6.
On March 12, 2004, the Staff filed a motion seeking additional time for the Variance Committee to file its amended recommendation.  The Staff, anticipating that an amended application(s) would be filed soon, asserted that it was not possible for the Variance Committee to conduct a proper review of the new information contained therein in time to meet the filing deadline.  In its March 15, 2004 Order Granting Extension Of Time, the Commission directed that the Variance Committee file its second recommendation by March 22, 2004.

7.
On March 12, 2004, River’s Edge filed an Amended Application For Variance (“Amended Application”) to allow master metering for the River’s Edge Project.  Also, on March 12, AmerenUE filed a pleading in response to the Amended Application, concurring therewith and incorporating by reference the supporting arguments and positions the Company stated earlier in its December 22, 2003 Application For Variance and in its February 9, 2004 Reply to the Variance Committee’s recommendation.    

8.
The individual members of the Variance Committee have reviewed the Amended Application and AmerenUE’s response, and some members have informally discussed these matters between themselves.  As a result of required absences from Jefferson City, other scheduling conflicts, and the press of a number of other matters facing its members, the Variance Committee has not yet been able to meet in order to consider the new information provided and reconsider its recommendation.  A meeting has been scheduled for March 24, 2004 at 9:00 a.m.  The Staff submits that the Variance Committee will be able to meet and complete its review of the additional information in time to file its amended recommendation by March 30, 2004.  Accordingly, the Staff requests that the Variance Committee be granted this modest amount of additional time to file its amended recommendation.  

9.
The other parties to this proceeding have been contacted and have indicated that they have no objection to this Second Motion For Additional Time.

WHEREFORE, the Staff respectfully requests that the Commission issue an Order directing the Variance Committee’s to file by March 30, 2004, its amended recommendation in this proceeding.
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� The judge also requested that the filing include some background information on the Variance Committee.
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