BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Application

of Union Electric Company

d/b/a Ameren Missouri for Approval
of a Tariff Setting a Rate for
Electric Vehicle Charging Stations

File No. E£016-0246
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OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC COUNSEL’S RESPONSE
TO AMEREN MISSOURI'S
MOTION TO SUBSTITUTE TARIFE

COMES NOW the Office of the Public Counsel (Public Counsel) éor its
Response to Union Electric Company d/b/a AmerersMis’s June dMotion to
Substitute Tariff , Public Counsel states:

1. In its April 19, 2017 Report and Order in this cdse Commission
considered whether it has jurisdiction to reguidéstric vehicle charging stations. As
part of its decision that it does not have juriidit, the Commission determined, among
other things, that electric vehicle battery chaggsinot the resale of electricity, but
instead is a provision of a service. (Report andeDat 10)

2. On June 7, the Commission ordered Ameren Missouniend its tariff,
which describes electric vehicle charging to berésale of electricity, to “clarify that
EV charging stations are not reselling electriceyid to do so by June 9.

3. On June 9, Ameren submitted proposed tariff langubgt does not
comply with the Commission’s order requiring clarit Further, the Company admits its

proposed tariff does not comply with the Commissddrder and suggests an alternative
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to “satisfy the Commission’s . . . concern regagdmow to characterize electricity
provided by third parties for electric vehicle ofiag service. . . .” (Motion at para 6.)

4. Ameren’s proposal, stating electric vehicle chaggervice is “not
prohibited,” fails to comply with the Commissiordgective requiring Ameren: “clarify
that EV charging stations are not reselling elettr’

5. In its June 1, 2017 Memorandum, Staff proposeddhewing tariff
language: “Electricity from electric vehicle charg service by a third party does not
constitute metered electric service or the reshédeztricity.”

6. In contrast to Ameren’s proposal, Staff's propoksedjuage
straightforwardly accomplishes the Commission’gclive and eliminates the issue of
potential future tariff interpretation problems PO supports Staff's proposed language
as it accomplishes the Commission’s order.

7. The Commission should order Ameren to comply wighQrders and revise
its tariff and adopt Staff's proposed language.

8. If Ameren fails to do so, under Section 386.570 RSRD16), the
Commission may assess a penalty: when a “publitydails, omits or neglects to obey,
observe or comply with any order, decision . iredtion, . . . or requirement, or any part
or provision thereof, of the commission . . . of less than one hundred dollars nor more
than two thousand dollars for each offense.”

WHEREFORE Public Counsel respectfully recommendsdbmmission reject
Ameren’sMotion to Substitute Tariff as contrary to the Commission’s June 7 Order in

this case, Order Ameren submit a new tariff shedtding language proposed by Staff
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to comply with the Commission’s Orders, and conspinalties for Ameren’s refusal to

comply with the Commission’s Orders.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Lera L, Shemwell

Lera L. Shemwell

Senior Counsel (#43792)

P. O. Box 2230

Jefferson City, MO 65102
(573) 751-5565 (Telephone)
(573) 751-5562 (Fax)
lera.shemwell@ded.mo.gov

Attorney for Office of the Public Counsel

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that copies of the foregoing haeen mailed, emailed or hand-delivered
to the following this 12 day of June, 2017.

/s/ Lera L. Shemwell




