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OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI
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Gas Company.




)

PUBLIC COUNSEL’S STATEMENT OF POSITION


COMES NOW the Office of the Public Counsel (“Public Counsel”) and for its Statement of Position states as follows:

A.
Do the competing tariff proposals each meet the statutory requirements of Section 393.310 RSMo Supp. 2002?


Yes.  Both competing tariff proposals purport to comply with Section 393.310 RSMo Supp. 2002.  Based upon record evidence the Commission should determine which proposal is acceptable.


1.
Does it provide for service to eligible school entities (“ESEs”)”



a.
Laclede proposal




Yes



b.
MSBA proposal




Yes

2.
Does it permit aggregation of natural gas supplies and pipeline transportation by and through a not-for-profit school association?


a.
Laclede proposal



Yes


b.
MSBA proposal



Yes

3.
Does it provide for resale of such natural gas supplies, including related transportation service costs, to the ESEs at the gas corporation’s cost of purchasing such gas supplies and transportation, plus all applicable distribution costs?


a.
Laclede proposal



Yes


b.
MSBA proposal



Yes

4.
Does it provide for aggregation and balancing?


a.
Laclede proposal



Yes


b.
MSBA proposal


Yes

5.
Does it provide a permitted balancing and aggregation fee?


a.
Laclede proposal



Yes


b.
MSBA proposal



Yes

6.
Does it provide exemption from special metering?


a.
Laclede proposal



Yes


b.
MSBA proposal



Yes

7.
Does it have no negative financial impact on:

a.
Other customers?



 i.
Laclede proposal




Yes



ii.
MSBA proposal




Yes


b.
Laclede Gas Company?



 i.
Laclede proposal




Yes



ii.
MSBA proposal




Yes


c.
Taxing authorities:



  i.
Laclede proposal




Yes



 ii.
MSBA proposal




Yes

8.
Is the aggregation charge sufficient to generate revenue at least equal to all incremental costs caused by the experimental aggregation program?


Both Laclede and MSBA assert their proposed tariffs meet this requirement.

9.
Does it comply with all existing local tax laws?


a.
Laclede proposal



Yes


b.
MSBA proposal



Yes

10.
Does it contain other procedures that are reasonable or necessary to administer the experimental program?


a.
Laclede proposal



Yes


b.
MSBA proposal



Yes

B.
For each of the above issues, which tariff terms, consistent with the statute, can and should the Commission approve in this proceeding?


1.
Laclede terms



Public Counsel takes no position.


2.
MSBA terms



Public Counsel takes no position.
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