BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of Union Electric Company )

d/b/a Ameren Missouri's Tariffs to ) Case N&®-E014-0258
Increase Its Revenues for Electric )

Service. )

MOTION FOR ADMISSION OF EXHIBIT 65HC

Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri (“Arae Missouri” or “the Company”) moves
the Commission to accept into evidence Exhibit 65MGupport of its motion, Ameren Missouri states:

1. During the March 6, 2015, evidentiary hearing, AemeMissouri offered into evidence
Exhibit 65HC. Counsel for Sierra Club objected @aumds the exhibit and questions about the exhibit
were beyond the scope of proper redirect examimgfioanscript pp. 1951-52), but the Regulatory Law

Judge deferred ruling on the motion until trandsrigecame available.

2. The following questions and answers were part efr&§iClub’s cross-examination of Mr.
Michels:

Q. At the same time, the company also assumesothat companies will retire

some of their generating units in part in respaiesgreenhouse gas regulations; is that

correct?

A. That's correct.

Q. So essentially isn't it true that Ameren Misssu2014 IRP assumes an 85

percent probability that the Labadie plant will @ty benefit from greenhouse gas

regulation?

A. Yes, that's correct, because what we includegbur assumptions was that under

those 85 percent of scenarios where there was xpicié price on carbon dioxide
emissions, that the regulations would result invérgre from 80 to 120 gigawatts of
retirement of the existing 300-plus gigawatts adlogeneration in the U.S. and that, in
doing so, that would reduce obviously the supphilable to meet load and thus alter the
supply/demand balance and result in an uplift iwegroprices.

(Transcript p. 1938, line 8, through p. 1939, Me
3. Exhibit 65HC was offered to illustrate points Mr.idfiels made in response to Sierra

Club’s questionsi.e., the 85 percent probability the Labadie unit viiknefit from greenhouse gas



regulations by remaining in service for several enggars, which the Company included in its IRPdj)i
is based on the assumption 80 to 120 gigawattessf tost-efficient coal-fired electric generatimgts
will close before Labadie would need to close. Thislear from Mr. Michels’ description of the ek
THE WITNESS: What this chart shows — and | cah talit without getting into
the highly confidential information — is the prod¢ioa costs for all of the coal-fired

generators on the United States. Now, the scalecofhart doesn’t capture all of the coal

generation. There's over 300 gigawatts of coal g®imn. This cuts it off at 250
gigawatts.

But what it shows is that the production costslfabadie are among the lowest
of all the coal generators in the United States.

(Transcript, p. 1951, line 25, through p. 1952 lirD)

4, Because Exhibit 65HC and Mr. Michels’ testimonyardting that exhibit directly address
points raised by Sierra Club’s counsel during cesamination, both the exhibit and testimony relate
the exhibit are within the scope of proper redirecamination. Therefore, Sierra Club’s objection is
without merit and should be denied.

WHEREFORE, for the reasons stated above, Sierrd’'€lobjection should be denied, and

Exhibit 65HC and testimony related to that exhdbibuld be received into evidence.
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