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CASE NO.  ER-$0-5%3 e ne
In the matter of St. Joseph L;Th;jbﬂngugg,;,_,

Company of $t. Joseph, Rissourl, for " <77 -
authority to file tariffs increasing e e ey e
rates for electric service providéd to ~ °' A
customers in the Missouri service area
of the company, '

?QE-”é?EQQ?!;

CASE _NO, OR-80-54 S R A

In the matter of St. Joseph Light & I oo
Power Company of St. Joseph, Missquri, . TP
for authority to filo tariffs fnoreasing =~ oo TrEmaren e e
rates for transit seyvice provided te . - s
customers in the Missouri service drea @ R
ol the company,

CASE NO. HR-80-55

In the matter of 8t. Joseph Light & o : C e
Power Company of St, Joseph, Missouri, o I ;
for authority to file tariffs increasing . L st
the Transit Subaidy Surcharge for steam = - m R
service.

When the matters of agreement by the parties appear to be reasonable and prap&;
they should be accepted in an effort to minimize furthsr expese to all parties
in the form of elinination of further efforts and vesources in litigatjon. =

APPEARANCES: Gary L. Myars, Attorney at Law, 1526 Francis Straet, - . S T
t. Josaph, Missouri 64502, Jomeph K. Houts, Attorney
at Law, 304 Corby Building, St. Joseph, NMissouri 64501,
Charles &. Wilcox, Attorney at Law, 304 Corby Euilding,
St. Joseph, Missouri 64501, James C. Swearengen, Attorney
at Law, and W, R. England, 1YY, Attorney at ziu. P. 0. Box
456, Jefferson cTey.Eniéiéh?T‘ssloz, for the Applicant, -
Et. Josepnh Light & Power Company.

Edward Murphy, Attorney at Law, and Richard Yocum, Acting
City Attorney, llth and Frederick, Clty Hail, St. Joseph,
Missowi 64501, for the City of 8t. Joseph, Missouri.

Stephen P. Callahan, Assistant Public Counsel, P, 0. Box
&, Jefforson City, Missouri 65102, for the Office
of the Public Counsel.

William C. Harrelson, Assistant Genheral Counsel and

“Freva J. Hearne, Assistant Genaral Counsel, P. 0.
Box 360, Jetfferson City, Missourl 65102, for the
Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission.

REFORT AND ORDER

These c¢ases are before the Commission as the result of the filing, on

Ausust H, 1979, of revised tariffa by St. Joseph Light & Fower Company (SJLP)



proposing increases in Fata

the Commimsion's offices in Jeffarson ctty. ni;uouri. at 10:09 a.m
: :'_L.,¥ YR
l980| e

An application to intervene was filed on. hﬁ:iifi4¢7xsio, dﬁ3b¢ﬁiIt

the City of Maryville, but there was no appo:rancc on bohclt o! tha city 1 :

0 L E

- the proceedingn in this matter, L e

Findings of rac;

The Mistouri Public Service Commission, haviﬁq cdﬁ;iaoradkﬂlirot the

competent and substantial evidance upon the whole record, nakos thc !ollowiu_

T e

findings of fact:

purposes of disposing of all issues in this matter. That proposed Stipulation. and

Agreement is hercinafter set forth in its entirety:

STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT

On August 8, 1979, St. Joseph Light & Powsr Company (horcinutteé
“"Company™ or "SJLP") flled with the Missouri Public Service Comuisllén
(hereinafter “"Commiseion") revisad tariffs designed to inorease :
Company’s rates- for both electric and transit services and to incraass
the tranait subsidy derived from both electric and steam services. The
revised olactric tariffs were designed to increase Company's Missouri
retall elestric revenues by approximately $14,73%,.261 annually, ex-
clusive of gross receipts or franchise taxes and axclusive of trnntig
subsidies. Those revised electric tariffs were ruguestad to bacome |
effective un Septomber 7, 1979, and ware assigned Case No. ER-80-5), -

The ravised transit service tariffs were designed to_lncraalc
transit service revenues by approximately $68,262 annually. These
rovigsed trunsit service tariffs had a requested effective date of
September 7, 1979, and were assigned Case No. OR-H0-54.

hecording to the Compauny's filing, after the increase in the
rates for uransit service as proposed, therc would still exist a
transit qeﬁiciency. The Company, by its filings, proposes toc recover
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date of Boptonbe: T um
on Augult.l5ﬁg¥9?$1ft":
tor 120 days heyend. nmhbtx ,

Alsc, on. October 3..191&, matemmmmﬁ"um T
established in this matter. and;were: ordered as’ Edl 1 s*“fﬁthﬁnh- _
tions ware due on or before Novermber:9,: 1979} w&?ﬁ-i"ﬁo"ﬁﬁﬁ ith
Prepaxed testimony and .exhibits on or before November 30, 1!1’3' the

Cormission staff was to.file its preparéd tiut!ﬂny” v ‘oihﬁvﬁ_ -on
or before March 14, 1980; Intervenors: "and“PuIdc’ Couhbel Gare” th £516
their prepared testimony and- exhibits en ot foXe Wﬁﬁ‘* ‘1350;
prehearing conference was set for April 14, 1980; and a hearing for
the presentation of testimony, exhibits and withesses foi Wﬁauon
and cross-axamination concorning the revised: CAEALLN wilk téfmln at ’
the conclusion of the prehearing conference snd ‘Goftinieé titm’ Eﬁy to
day through April 18, 1980, .. IR R R RS

Additionally, discovery was to be dexved ‘on ‘tHe “approprisce :
parties on or befors Pabruary 22, 1980; objcctiom*w’*féquhut o
discovery ware to be made on or befors March 7, 19807 -and 8l i‘«ﬁﬁu-
for disgovery not ohjected to were to be. ansvwered on: or béfore. "‘""“'*""’_"" :
March 21, 1980, and in any event were to be unswered' twanty EhyE

after same were served, TLTa R TR OB VRETRL G

On or about November 26,1979, Company requestud: sdaiticnat’ t',‘iu B
to file its preparcd testimony and exhibits, ‘said‘ reqodnt i?ahhd ny‘
Commission order dated December 4, 1979, and- Company’ was’ em%m to
file ite preparad testimony and exhibits on:or'beford Decembat” 165% 7
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1979,  Aocordingly, Cow

on Dacsmber 14, ii?i;’ On or abo
Commigaion raquested .an: mtm:_ai %t :
PEepazed testimony and: s

Nazah 28, 1980. . aacoraanxy. -ta!t filed its pr.p‘r.a o _ b
axhibits on March 28, 190, -In ldditiOhJ‘thh“eﬁiidaaibn_.u}\

day of April, 1980, for the purposes: of revelvity Wiei’ﬁ‘ii}"wzth
customers of Company concerning the proposed: £ﬂ¢r¢ihc*£h‘riiii&

On or about March 19, 1980, the Office of Public Counsel rs~ :
quusted an oxtension of time in which to flle testinbny; ahd‘thd’ IQ;?}
Commimsion, by order dated March 21, 1980, permitted the Pabiid’™ **
Counsel to file its prepared testimony and exhibits on:or beféte:’ ’”5
April 4, 1980, s SRR AR

By Commission order dated Msrch 23, 1980; the Comsisslon &ps’
provad the form of notice to ba sent by Company to ff¢é“cuktomers - '~
informing thesm of the hearings to be held in this marter if s¢.

Joseph on April 3, 1980. !

On March 31, 1980, the Commission issued Lts order and notice of
continuanca changing the date of prehearing conference to April 17,
1980, and evidentiary hearings to commence immediately thoresfter
from day to day until April 23, 1980, if necossary.

An applicuation to intervene in the above-referenced mattar vas
filed by the City of St. Joseph on or about Beptember 21, 1979.
Prepared testimony and exhibits of the Hayor of the City of St.

Joseph was flled with the Commisaion. : T

An application to intervene in the above-referenced natter was
filed by the City of Maryville, Missouri, on or about April 1, 1980.

At the request of the staff, an informal prehearing conference

was held in the Commission's offices on April 2 and 3, 1980, at which'



time representativas: o!

at which llmo it wan quood thatf'”‘

wck £10r A CIR OIS S S UL =Y
‘.," i OAE -.AI It thig
S5 and ER-00-171 could be g‘f‘f‘?f,“f ﬁ‘ in ‘f"! Sonrent of shis.

tion and Agrsement. As a ralu:t. the undorsignod plreicl stlpuletg
and agree as follows: ’ v e ie i
1. That Company bu authozi:nd to filo taxxtfl designed to in~
crease grows annual eleciric revenues hy 39, 000 000. exaluaivo o!
gross receipts and Ernnchi;o taxel and oxcluliva of tranllt ﬁ@liﬁics
Thiat these tariffs shall become offective for uorvicc tondored 98 and i
after May 7, 1980, . e
2. That the incrnnua in gross annual rcvanucc o! $9 000 000
shall be distributed to and within thn va:louu rutc sch.dulet ;n e 0
accordanve with the rate dnlign mcthoﬁoloqy filcd bv thc Co-pany on_
August 8, 197%. That therc aexists in thl COnpany ] tranlit opc:ationl
a trangit deficit. Thise deficit is prelcntly boinq rucovored by !
percantage adjustmert to both olectric and ntenn rates within thc ctty
of St. Joseph, Missouri, including an ad;uutmant to lcrcnt lighting e
sexvice furnished to the city of Bt, Joseph. The strent_liqh@ing
adjustmunt, referred to in Bchedule 471, which praducas app;oxinntely
$109,000 annually, will be eliminated, and the amount derived there-lz
from will be added to the total transit deficit, Thes tranlit subsidy
percentage rate adjuastment shall be set at a level to recover from all
electric kwh salee and steam sales in the City of St. Joseph, Missouri,
the transit deficit incurred. This percentage rate adjustment shall
be in the same proportion as previously authorized by this Cormission,
provided, however, that the street lighting adjustment presently col-
lected from the City of St. Joseph will be eiiminated. 7
3. That this Stipulation and Agreement represents a negqt(atqq
dollar gsettlement for the sole purpose of disposing of these cases, and
none of the partios to this Stipulation and Agreement snall be preiu-
dicod by or bound by the terms of this Stipulation and Agreement in

any future proceeding or in this proceeding, in the avent that the Ceam-

mission does not approve this Stipulation and Agreement in its entirety.
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‘&
shall be desned to have
CEeor T faoveeg BEEE
principle or any
iilduatluh‘;ndoi y

13
lation and Agrnmnt.j

tinted sntuqnnt hud not bun ruem, 'thc mi

been as follows:
Company -~ tli.fsg.zsl )
Staff - $6,691,378 - $7,049,602
Public Counsel - | ‘
City of Bt., Joseph ~
City of Haryville'- ) e .
5. That the prefiled testimony and axhibﬂt: sponoorod by co-punyﬂ
witnesses D. W. Runquist, T, P. Stainbcckct, b. A. Burkh?;dt, L. J.

el 0 ¥ g0 ?,
Stoll, R. B. Mayer, E. O. Biakoloy. P. 8., Hurley and D. T. McPhee

shall bo received in evm-noo wtthout thu nccuﬂty ot thn:ﬂtm?nr'
taking the stand. That the pra!ilcd toltincny and -xhibitn oponlortd
by staff witnesses Kenneth J. Rudanan, Jamcl L. Kottcr. Itcvo H.

Traxlor, Michael L. Brosch, William COchran, Stavan "a Cchtron, s
‘theodore .J. Sommer, Edwazd A, Toony, Cary G, ?cathor-tona and aonald |
L. Schackelford shall hc raooivad 1n evidence w;thout tha ntcollity of

these witnesses taking the stand. That the preiiled tentinony lnd

exhibits of City of St. Joseph witness Gordon J. Wiser shall he
received :.n evidence without the necessity of his takinq the stlnd.ir

6. That the right to cross-examine the uitnetlal namcd lﬂ th&

foregoing paragraph with respsct to their testimony lnd oxhtbitn 1-
waived, o

7. That in the eveant the Commission accepty th.rlplcific terma
¢f this Stipulation and Agreement, the parties wauive th;ir tight:‘to
present oral argument and written briefs, pursuart to Section 536 0;0(1),
their rights pertaining to the reading of the transcript by fha Com«_

mission pursuant to Section 536.080(3), and their rights to judicill
raview pursuant to Section 386. 510, RSMo 1978.




lation and Agteemecit shall ‘be void and’ nopntij‘/ihan 3-
of the agreements or provisionse Hefabg,' '+ */F nET TR e Y

A Farve 5 7o Dakiidy

| npcottuzly -uhutetqa.,”

P, pr Box .3 n -,-—'-x'....,,.,L
aertamm cwy. Mlmuri “§3102

'"'Ycﬁéssfou (H ?‘u"m s

Office of Public Counsel
P, O. Box 1216
Jetfarson City,: Hdanaﬂki i 65102*

The City of 8t. Joseph _Rie ocum

does not approve, nor Assistant City Atbornay
does it oppose the rate Room 346, C$“! Hall., ..o
increase, st. Joseph, lsouri



The transit ayst
defioit. In the paat, the &
the steam and eleot:

Although the testimony was variod, conoarpinq~tha inorease fn’ buu

i kPyEals A s
rates and the vontinuance of the subsidy, it-was oxpfcllcd by éheg;ljorfgyff

St. fomeph,

the transit syntem is necessary and if required for its contirued oporation,'ﬂ

increase should be allowed. In the Comqi@hfqﬁﬁj;ébiﬁiﬁﬁ?iﬁg?fﬁggeg!gigq‘ﬁéirfi
and a continued subsidy of the transit system by the utility rates {s, oveéall}
in the best interests of the majority ot the ci;izanl in the City of St. Jﬁtcph.
buring the hearing in 8t. Joseph, certain customers complained about
power outages in the Ravenwood area. !vid.noa iion BJLP-.and . naainvaltintion by
the Commission Staff indicates that, on Februury 14, 1980, and March 4, 19&0. 1
cutagen oczurred during ssvere ice and wind conditionn resulting in & u;ltunctton -
in the long transmiassion line to the area north of Bt. Josoph. A portion %t thc

transmission system consisted of temporary facilities at the Margville luhskation; -

which had been installed to replace equipment damaged By_fire-un June of 19&8.
A portion of the equipment necessary to replace the fire damage was not ordéred
promptly because of a lack of funds by SJLP. All of the equiprient necessarﬁ to
restore the substation has paen ordered and work of replacement. is in progress
and it is expected that the restoration will be completed by Rugust of 1936};
It is expected that the restoration of the transmission line will greatl?’f&dnce
the potential for outages such as those occurred during the use of the temporary
repiacement facilitles,

The rate design proposed by the Stipulation has been developed thf&ﬁgh
a series of meetings of technical staff of the parties in Case No. Eo~77-56: the
Company's rate design case astablished in 1976. The proposed changes reduce from
47 to 17, the number of rate schedules in the Company's tariff, The proposal also
vliminatea three of the Kilowatt-hour rate blocks. In the Commissmion's oﬁinion
those changes are reasonable and proper. Not only will the smaller number of
rate schedules and blocks be easier to understand and administer, but the reduced

number will eliminate the payment of dissimilar rates for what appears to be



similar service. ﬁbjc¢§§§hitﬂrﬁhl

case of 8JLP., The adjustment “;11,hgﬁ1'i‘l peropn! ,¥9,
the 1977 rates, ’ cE bt

in elactric transit subsidy producq.aqqqrghn;qcﬁggtl.814wpg;cpn§uga,§}§cﬁgi'
sales and 2.149% percont on steam sales. .. The ghange . is ﬂ&wtﬁ‘f"ﬂ”ﬂ‘ﬁ%ﬂﬂmﬁi ~Cit

of St, Joseph in exchange for the Clty's residential utiliﬁ? flxﬂuh;ch wiil ba
terminated on April 30, 1980. The $109,560 subaidy was applied to thi City!
stroot lighting in the last rate case to prevent the Gity from .receiving:amipdfi
in the form of increased utility taxes, T S A T L

In the Commission's opinion the proposed Stipulation and Aqreenent-.
represents a disposition of all the issues in this matter. in lﬂrcasonable=mann¢f 

and should be accepted. . o e v e

Conclusiona

‘The Missouri Public Service chminnicn has arrived at tha follnwlnq o
conclusions: . o iyu:
The tariffs filed in these matters were suspanded pursuant to thﬁ ;;;
thority vested in this Commission pursuant to Section 393 150, REMO 1978. ;;é éﬁ"

burden of proof to show that the proposed increased rates are just and realonngle

shall be upon the Company.

rental and the lawful regulation or practice affectinq luch rate, charqa or ien a

thareattoer to be chidervead.



Tho‘ﬁn-iiilion na

gits i E g

exponded and to the noce-utty o nakinqﬁralorva

=+f the opinion that when the nnttcrl of aqr.-ment by the partiau appcar
teasonable and proper they should be accepted in an offact to minimize tur

HESEE & 1

expense to alt parties in the form of elimination of further eftortl and'rooou:ce
in litigation, )

When a party seeking to intervene, in an untimely manner, makes do -
appuarance and does not take part in the procandings {n any mannar, ‘liliauﬁun;
unnacessary to rule of theilr application to intervene. e

For all ol the foreyoing Feasons, the Commission conciudes that the
Stipuiation and Agreement offered by the parties in this matter is a propouoﬁjg;wQ
settlement of all issues should be accepted. 7

It is, theyefore,

ORDERED: 1. That the revised tariffs herein suspended in Cage No. ;)
ER-80-53 be, and they are, heraby disallowed and that the 8t. Joseph Light & Power
Company s authorized to fije in lieu thereof, for approval of the Commission,
revised taritis designed to increase rates for electric service in the amount of. ..
59,000,000 on an annual basis, exclusive of gross receipts and franchise taxes,...
plus a trandit wubsidy surcharge of 1,874 percant on revenuas from glectric sales.
within the City of §t. Joseph, Missouri,

ORDERED: 2, That ths suspension of the tariffs in Case No, OR-80-54
be, and the same is, hereby vacated,

ORDERED: 3, That the revised tariffs herein suspanded in Case No.
HR-80-55 be, and they arxe, hereby disallowed and that St. Josepn Light & Power .
Company is authorized to file in lieu thereof, for approval of the Commission,
reviged tariffs Jdeasigned to refleot a transit subaidy surcharge of 2.149 percent

™ orovenues {(rom steam sa.es within the City of st. Joseph, Missorui.
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7th day of May, 1980,

(8 B AL)

McCartney, Fraas and
Pority, €C., Concur.
Slavin, Chm., Abasent.
Bryant, C., Dissent.

Dated at Jefferson City, Missouri,
this 25th day of April, 1880,



STATE OF MISSOURI
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION _

I have compared the preceding copy with the originéli
on file in this office and I do hereby certify the same to .
be a true copy therefrom and the whole thereof.

WITNESS my hand and seal of the Public Service Commissi
at Jefferson City, this__ 25thgay of  April 1984

’ chae
Secretary



In the matter of. lt. Joc.ph Ltqﬁ
Compan¥ of 8t, Joséph, Missouri;:for
authority to file tariffs:incréasing.
rates for electric servide provided to .
customers in the Missouri service area
of the company. R

CASE NO. OR-80-54 : ey

In the matter of St. Joseph Light: & Power
Company of 8t. Joseph, Missouri, for
authority to file tariffs increasing-
rates for transit service provided to
customera in the Missouri service area of
the company.

CASE NO. HR-80~55

In the matter of St. Joseph Light & Power
Company of St. Joseph, Missouri, for
authority to file tariffa increasing

the Transit Subsidy Surchurge for steam
service,

ORDER APPROVING RATE SHBETS

By its Order in this case on April 25, 1980, this Cbmmis
orized St, Joseph Light & Power Company of St. Jossph,.Missouri, to
electric tariffs designed to increase annual revenues by $9,000,00
electric service rendered on and after May 7, 1980, exolullva o! gre
receipts and franchise taxes, plus a transit subsidy.surcharge"
percent on revenues from electric sales within the: City of 8t.

Transzt Subsidy Surcharge to 2,149 percent on revenues from steaﬁ
within the City of St. Joseph, Miasourl, for steam service rendered -
and after May 7, 1980,

On April 28, 1960, St. Joseph Light & Powar Company, of Stm'”
Migsouri, submitted new tariff sheets for Commission review and appro
to comply with the Commission's Order.

The Commission is of the opinion the proposed rates submitt
St. Joseph Light & Power Company of St, Joseph, Missouri, comply wit
Order issued on April 25, 1980, and said tariff sheets should be all

to become effective on May 7, 1980,

VA



ORDERED:
April 28, 1980 by &
Mlassouri, for the purpo )
provided to customers in its
hereby approved and made ef

ORDERED: 2. That:
28, 1980 by St, Joseph Light & Powe
for the purpose of increasing o1
service provided to custom within ¢h
be, and they are, horeby approved: and made

ORDERED: 3. That this Orderi L Decome  effe
date hereof and the Secretary of the-Uoimission shal
copy of same upon each party of tecord:and & gopy-of
parties, ' S

BY THE COMMISSION

i

( SEAL) © DeMichaasl
Secretary
Slavin, Chm,, McCartney, Fraas,

Bryant, CC., Concur, Dority, C., Ahsent,




