BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Application of Spire
Missouri Inc. to Change its Infrastructure
System Replacement Surcharge in its
Spire Missouri East Service Territory

File No. G0O-2018-0309

N N N N N’

In the Matter of the Application of
Spire Missouri Inc. to Change its
Infrastructure System Replacement
Surcharge in its Spire Missouri West
Service Territory

File No. GO-2018-0310

N N N N N

RESPONSE TO COMMISSION ORDER DIRECTING FILING

COMES NOW the Office of the Public Counsel (“OPC”) and for its response to the
Public Service Commission’s (“Commission”) October 24, 2018, Order Directing Filing

(“Order”) in the above styled cases, states as follows:

1. The Commission ordered the OPC to file a response that described the nature
and extent of my participation in Case No. WD80544 at the Missouri Western District Court
of Appeals on appeal from the Commission’s Report and Order in File Nos. GO-2016-0332
and GO-2016-0333.

2. I did not participate in Case No. WD80544 at the Missouri Western District
Court of Appeals.

3. All work done in Case No. WD80544, including all research and drafting, was
performed by another law clerk in the employ of the court.

4. Because I performed no work in Case No. WD80544, I was not “personally and
substantially” involved in the case and hence did not violate Missouri Supreme Court Rule

4-1.12(a) by representing the OPC before the Commission and was not required to disclose
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my prior employment to the Commission, the Staff of the Commission, or other parties in the

case.l

WHEREFORE, the Office of the Public Counsel respectfully submits this Response to

Commission Order Directing Filing.

Respectfully submitted,

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC
COUNSEL

By: /s/ John Clizer
John Clizer (#69043)
Associate Counsel
P.O. Box 2230
Telephone: (573) 751-5324
Facsimile: (573) 751-5562
E-mail: john.clizer@ded.mo.gov

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of the forgoing have been mailed, emailed, or hand-
delivered to all counsel of record this 30t day of October, 2018.

/s/ John Clizer

1 In addition, the OPC rejects the notion that GO-2018-0309 and G0O-2018-0310 constitute the same
“matter” as GO-2016-0332 and GO-2016-0333. These cases were filed at different times to recover
different amounts pertaining to the replacement of different infrastructure and the Commission has
actively treated these cases as separate and distinct by choosing not to consolidate these two sets of
cases and instead filing separate orders. The only connecting thread relating GO-2018-0309 and GO-
2018-0310 to GO-2016-0332 and GO-2016-0333 is the fact that some of the evidence for the two cases
was adduced during the same proceeding and that, because both sets of cases concern an application
for an ISRS, both sets of cases interpret the same statute.
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