BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

Noranda Aluminum, Inc., et al., Complainants, v. )
Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri, ) Case No. EC-2014-0224
Respondent. ) Case No. EC-2014-0223

NOTICE OF COMMUNICATION

Issue Date: June 25th, 2014

I received the attached letter, regarding the above referenced case.

The Missouri Public Service Commission (“Commission”) has promulgated rules
denoted as the “Standards of Conduct” at 4 CSR 240-4.010 and 4.020. Section 4 CSR 240-4.20

specifically deals with Ex Parte and Extra-Record Communication Rules. This notice is filed in
conformance with the rule.

Respectfully Submitted,

k@‘%ﬁ“\ ,

Stephen M. Stoll

Xdviser to Commissioner Steve Stoll

Dated at Jefferson City, Missouri,
On this 25th day of June, 2014,
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Aluminum | | Corporate Offices

436 Old M. Holly Road

Goose Craek, 80 26445

Tel 843.672.1100 - 800.888.1100
Fax 843.672,1049

June [3#4' 2014

SENT VIA U.S, MAIL AND BY FAX {573) 526-734],
Robert S. Kenney, Chairman

Stephen M. Stoll, Commissioner

Willitam P. Kenney, Commlissioner

Daniel Y. Hall, Commissioner

Missouri Public Service Commilsslon

200 Madlson Streat

laffarson City, MO 65102-0360

Re: Noranda Aluminum, Inc., et al. Complainants v, Uniion Electrlc Company  d/b/fa Ameran Missouri,
Respondant — Casa No. EC-2014-0224

Dear Honorable Chalrman and Commisslonars:

I am writing to notify you of IW Alumlnum Company’s {“JW Aluminum”) opposition to a February 12, 2014
rate case flllng made with the Missouri Public Service Commission (“PSC") by Noranda Aluminum
{“Norandu”}, s Tennessee-hased company with a facllity In New Madrld, Missouri. The rate case will
adversely impact JW Aluminum and Its St, Louls, Missouri operation.

IW Aluminum’s St. Louls, Missourl operation employs approximately 204 people and purchasas its alactriclty
from Ameran Missouti,

We understand that Noranda currently hay a more favorable rate than JW Aluminum. Tha rata case filed by
Noranda seeks to further reduce thelr rate by another 25 percent. Thls reductlon would shift costs to other
consumers, totallng more than a haif of a biillon dollars, and more than two perceni par vear for the next
decade. If this rate shift is upproved, it will cost JW Aluminum an additional 5472,673 over the 10 year rate
shift request.

Forcing Ameren to subsidize Noranda’s power cost Is unfair to JW Alumiinum and other Ameran customars
who would be recquired to absorb the subsidy. Forcing JW Aluminum to subsldized Noranda Is especially
unfalr to JW Aluminum because Noranda is a direct competitor, JW Aluminum directly competes with
Noranda on the following products produced In Missourt: light gauge foll and rolled alumlnum sheet which
would Include light gauge foil products, flextble packaging, fin stock, cantainer stock and cable wrap,

Whiie JW Aluminum opposes the subject rate case flling on the grounds that 1t Is unfair and bad policy, If the
PSC is inclined to grant all or any part, of Noranda’s raguest, IW Aluminum hereby requests the opportunity
to join in the subject rate case filing and recelve the same rate rellef,

Thank you for your time and attentlon to this urgent matter,

Sincerely,

Lt A—=

Lae McCarter, Chlef Executive Offlcer



