BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Application of Grain Belt Express

)

Clean Line LLC for a Certificate of Convenience and

)

Necessity Authorizing it to Construct, Own, Operate,

)

Control, Manage, and Maintain a High Voltage, Direct 

)   Case No. EA-2014-0207
Current Transmission Line and an Associated Converter

)

Station Providing an interconnection on the Maywood-

)

Montgomery 345 kV Transmission Line



)

RESPONSE OF THE MISSOURI LANDOWNERS ALLIANCE TO THE COMMISSION’S ORDER DIRECTING FILING OF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE
Comes Now the Missouri Landowners Alliance (MLA), and respectfully submits the following comments to the Commission’s April 16, 2015 Order Directing Filing of Recommendations For Supplemental Procedural Schedule.  

If the Commission wishes to consider the material submitted on April 13 by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC (Grain Belt) in reaching a decision in this case, the MLA submits that said material should be subject to the same general process which was applicable to the evidence filed in the initial phase of this case.  That would essentially mean that the remaining procedural schedule should include at least the following steps:

1.  All of the material submitted by Grain Belt should be filed as schedules to additional testimony of one or more witnesses from Grain Belt.  This will allow the other parties to identify the person responsible for supporting each portion of the material submitted by Grain Belt on April 13.

2.  Other parties should be allowed to file rebuttal to the testimony and schedules filed by Grain Belt.  In setting the due date for such testimony, the parties should be given enough time for discovery, as well as the preparation of their rebuttal.   (As a point of reference, in the initial phase of this case the parties were given approximately two and one-half months to file rebuttal testimony after Grain Belt filed its final round of direct testimony). 

3.  Surrebuttal and cross-surrebuttal testimony should be allowed from all parties, again with enough time for discovery.  (As a point of reference, in the initial phase of this case such testimony was due 30 days after the filing of the other parties’ rebuttal).

4.  A final day for discovery should be established.  (As a point of reference, in the initial phase of this case the last day for discovery was 13 days after the filing of surrebuttal and cross-surrebuttal testimony).

5.  Additional dates should be set for evidentiary hearings and supplemental briefing on the issues raised by Grain Belt’s new testimony and schedules (as well as for any other matters which the Commission wishes the parties to address).
At least some of the times allotted in the earlier phase of this case could probably be shortened here.  However, if the Commission decides to consider the additional material filed by Grain Belt in reaching a decision in this case, the other parties must be allowed a meaningful opportunity to address that material through discovery, rebuttal testimony, cross-examination and briefing.    

Respectfully submitted,

/s/  Paul A. Agathen
Paul A. Agathen

Attorney for Missouri Landowners Alliance

485 Oak Field Ct.

Washington, MO  63090

(636)980-6403

Paa0408@aol.com
MO Bar No. 24756

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a copy of the foregoing document was served upon the parties to this case by email or U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, this 21st day of April, 2015.

/s/  Paul A. Agathen
Paul A. Agathen

Attorney for the Missouri Landowners Alliance
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