STATE OF MISSOURI
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

At a session of the Public Service
Commission held at its office in

Jefferson City on the 1% day of
October, 2014.

Noranda Aluminum, Inc., et al.,
Complainants,

V. File No. EC-2014-0223

Union Electric Company, d/b/a
Ameren Missouri

N N N N N N N N N N

Respondent.

ORDER DENYING MOTION TO MAKE SURVEILLANCE REPORT PUBLIC
Issue Date: October 1, 2014 Effective Date: October 1, 2014
On September 10, 2014, the Complainants filed a motion asking the Commission to
make public the surveillance monitoring report submitted by Union Electric Company d/b/a
Ameren Missouri covering the one-year period ending on June 30, 2014. Ameren Missouri
was required to file that surveillance report by Commission rule 4 CSR 240-3.161(6), which
restricts dissemination of such reports by making them highly confidential. Commission
rule 4 CSR 240-3.161(16) allows the Commission to waive any provision of the rule,
including the highly confidential designation of the report, for good cause shown.
Complainants assert that the Commission should make the June 30, 2014
surveillance report public because they claim it is relevant to the question before the
Commission in this overearnings complaint. Public Counsel, AARP and Consumers
Council of Missouri subsequently filed pleadings supporting the Complainants’ motion.

Ameren Missouri filed a response opposing the reclassification of the surveillance report.



The Commission’s rule clearly states that surveillance reports filed pursuant to that
rule are to be treated as highly confidential. That rule is in effect, and cannot be changed
by the Commission except by compliance with the rulemaking provisions of Missouri law.
Therefore, the only question presented by the motion is whether the Complainants have
demonstrated good cause to waive the highly confidential designation for this surveillance
report in this particular circumstance.

Previously in this case, the Commission waived the highly confidential designation of
Ameren Missouri surveillance reports for earlier periods. The Commission did so because
those earlier surveillance reports were cited in the complaint and in testimony as part of the
basis for the Complainants’ assertion that Ameren Missouri was overearning. Opening the
reports to the public allowed the parties and the Commission to evaluate and discuss the
meaning of those reports within the view of the public. However, the evidentiary record in
the complaint is now closed and the June 30, 2014 surveillance report is not part of that
record. Since that report is not part of the record, it has no relevance in this case and there
IS no reason to set aside the provision of the rule that makes the surveillance report highly
confidential.

The Commission concludes the Complainants have not shown good cause to grant

the motion, and that motion will be denied.

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:
1. Complainants’ Motion to Make Certain Documents Public Regarding the

Earnings of Ameren Missouri is denied.



2. This order shall become effective upon issuance.
BY THE COMMISSION
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Morris L. Woodruff
Secretary

R. Kenney, Chm., Stoll, W. Kenney,
Hall, and Rupp, CC., concur.

Woodruff, Chief Regulatory Law Judge
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