STATE OF MISSOURI

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

At a Session of the Public Service Commission held at its office in Jefferson City on the 9th day of July, 2002.

Staff of the Missouri Public Service
)

Commission,




)







)





Complainant,
)







)

v.





)
Case No. EC-2002-1







)

Union Electric Company, 


)

d/b/a AmerenUE,



)






)





Respondent.
)

ORDER DENYING AMERENUE’S MOTION TO COMPEL

On March 14, 2002, Union Electric Company d/b/a AmerenUE served a data request on the Office of the Public Counsel.  The data request asked Public Counsel to identify all meetings or conversations between Public Counsel employees and others concerning this case, and to provide copies of any written materials distributed at the meetings.  On March 25, Public Counsel objected to the data request on several grounds.

On June 21, 2002, AmerenUE filed a motion asking the Commission to compel Public Counsel to respond to the data request.  AmerenUE states that it “believes that it has a substantial need for the information . . . and would suffer undue hardship” if Public Counsel is not compelled to answer the data request.

AmerenUE’s actions belie its words.  If AmerenUE had truly needed this information, it would not have allowed this data request to go unanswered for three months before filing its motion to compel.  Furthermore, AmerenUE has not given any explanation about why this information would be at all useful, much less why AmerenUE would suffer substantial hardship if it were not made available.


On July 1, Public Counsel filed a response to the motion to compel.  Public Counsel raises a number of defenses, none of which the Commission need reach.  The Commission finds that AmerenUE has not demonstrated a need for this information, and has not demonstrated (or even alleged) that the information is relevant or likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.  In addition, the Commission will not impose on Public Counsel the obligation to reply to this data request on the eve of the hearing after AmerenUE has ignored it for three months.  The Commission will deny AmerenUE’s motion to compel. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the motion to compel filed by Union Electric Company d/b/a AmerenUE on June 21, 2002, is denied.

2. That this order shall become effective on July 19, 2002.

BY THE COMMISSION

( S E A L )

Dale Hardy Roberts

Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge

Simmons, Ch., Murray, Lumpe, Gaw and Forbis, CC., concur

Mills, Deputy Chief Regulatory Law Judge
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