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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

" . OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Application of

Union Electric Company d/b/a AmerenUE

for a Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necesgity Authorizing It to Construct,
Install, Own, Operate, Control, Manage;
and Maintain Natural Gas Pipeline
Facilities and a Gas Distribution System -
‘for the Public in a Portion of St Charles
- County, Missouri, as an Expansion of Its

. Presently Certificated Area. - o

-Cage No. GA-99-107

L N L N

In the Matter of the Application of.
Laclede Gas Company for a Certificate .
‘of Public Convenience and Necessity
Authorizing It'to-Constfuct, Install,
Own, Operate, Control, Manage, and
Maintain a Gas Distribution System

for the Public in a Portion of the City
" of Wentzville, Missouri, as an Expansion
of Its Presently Certificated Area.

Case No. GA-99-236

R e el o SO A e

ORDER ADOPTING PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE

On September 15, 1998, Union Electric Company d/b/a AmerenUE (UE)
filed an application for a certificate of public convenience and
necessity for authorization to construct, own, and operate natural gas
pipeline facilities and a gas distribution system for the public in a
portion of St. Charles County. On November 3, Laclede Gas Company
{Laclede) was granted leave to intervene in the UE cage., Laclede filed
its own application, on November 24, for a certificate of public

convenience and necessity to provide gas service to a portion of St.



Charles County for which UE also seeks certification. ©On December 3, the
Commission issued an'order.consolidating the UE and Laclede applications
into a singie:prQCeedingii

A ﬁrehéaring conference was held on November 30, and on December 7,
UE, Laclede, the Staff of the Public Service Commission_(Staff) and the
Office of the Public Counsgel (0OPC) filed a Joint Recommendatidn for-
Prééedufal-Schédﬁie.' No, other pro§o§ed proceéuralrséhedules haﬁg_béen@
-filed.. |
The Cbmmissién has reviewed the.bpoposed procedufalzscheﬁuie and
_finds:it to bg_geperally apprqpriate.. HoWeve;,.the'prpposed préceéﬁré}i'
‘scheduié»does not inciﬁde_é date for;a-b;éhearing c;nférenéé;r 'Thg'
Commission beiieves ﬁhat a prehearing conference is necessary to‘aliow.
‘the parties to have one morerface to face discussion about the‘case prior
to the submission of»fhe-Héariné memoraﬁduml Therefore, a prehearing
.conferenée will be schedulea. |

The Commission will apply the éonditions set out below to the
procedural schedule in this case.

A, The Commission will require the prefiling of testimony in
compliance with the requirements of 4 CSR 240-2,130, including the filing
of testimony on line-numbered pages. The practice of prefiling testimony
is designed to give parties notice of the claims, contentions and
evidence in issue and to avoid unnecessary objections and delays in the

proceedings caused by allegations of unfair surprise at the hearing.




B. Testimony and schedules shall not be filed under seal and
treated as- proprietary or highly confidential unless\;he Cqmmission has
“first established a protecﬁive vbrder. . The party tﬁat considers
inférmaﬁion‘to be proprietary or highly confidential mugt request é
protective order and indicate the material’s proper classification at the -
time of-filing. Any'testimony or schedule filed witho@t.a protective
order fifst beiqg established, or its classification clearlf indicatedh
shall be Eonside;ed‘publicAinformatién. |

- C. “The par?ies_shall ﬁile a h¢arin§ memogandﬁﬁ_setting-dup‘tﬁe
' .issues. to be hear& énd_theiwitﬁéésés'to appear 6n‘eaéh_d§y of‘ﬁhe-heériné
_and the order in ﬁhich.thef shail be'célléd,.énﬁappendixICOntainihg
definitions of technical térﬁs;'éach party’s position on.the disputed
issues,.and the order,of_crosSTexamination. The hearing memqréndum wiil
._Aéet fofth‘the issues that are to be hegrd”éﬁd decided'bf the Commission.
Any iséué hbt éontained in tﬁe hearing memé?andum will be viewed as
uncontesﬁed and not requiring resolution by the Commission. Staff will be
regponsible for preparing and filing the hearing memorandum,

D. The Commission emphasizes the importance of the deadline for
filing the hearing memorandum. S8taff will be responsible for preparing and
filing the hearing memorandum, and, unless the Commission orders otherwise,
the hearing memorandum shall be filed on or before the date set. Each
party is required to provide Staff with its position on each unresolved
issue at least two business days prior to the filing deadline for the

hearing memorandum. Each party shall either present their signature




element (a signéd page), shall provide written authorization to permit the
General Coﬁnsél to sign for that particular party, or shall be available
to_éigﬁ the final draft at the officés-bf.the General Cqunsel prioxr to the
filing deadline. A hearing memorandum which is‘not signed is coﬂsidered
noncompliant as to the party whose gignature ig missing and any party who
fails or refuses to sign the final'copy_of the hearing memorandum is he;epy
-ofderedf t§ file it; own ﬁea;ing meméfanduﬁ,'.which- féllows. the same
numberiﬁg and topic outline, by the hea?ing mémorandu@rfiiing date.

E. -Anyiéarty‘wishinggto offer a prefiled exhibit into evidence

must bﬁing to the hearing thfee'copiés of théAexhibit for the court-

..reportek. If.thé exhibit has not- been prefiled, the pfoponeﬁt'must,gléo

bring six copies fpr the Commissioners_aﬁd regulatéry iaw judge,.and
copies for opposing counsel.

- Tﬁe Commissioﬁ's general poliéy‘proyides_for the filipg‘of_the
transcript within twé weeks after the conclusion of theAheariﬁg. Any
party seeking to expedited the filing of the transcript shall tender a
written request to the regulatory law judge at least five days before the
hearing.

G. The briefs to be submitted by the parties shall follow the
format established in the hearing memorandum. Initial briefs must set
forth and cite the proper portions of the record concerning the remaining
unresolved issues that are to be decided by the Commission. Initial

briefs shall be limited to 25 pages and reply briefs to 15 pages. All




pleadings, briefs and amendments shall be filed in accordance with 4 CSR
240-2.080(7) . |

ITISTHEREFOREORDERED

1. That the following procedural schedule is adopted for this

.proceeding, subject to the conditions discussed above:

.Date , ' Event

_Januéry 5, i999, 3;60 p.m. Diredt,Testimony ﬁy AﬁerenUE and ﬁaqléde
-Fébruary 115-1999,_3;00 p.m.  .Re$uttal Testimony by all parties.
'fgbrharf iﬁ, 1999,-3%00'p.m.- .15Prehéaring cdnferénce_H

Ma?ch_3, 1899, 3:00‘p.ﬁ. ‘ ‘_,’Surrebuttal or Cross Surrgbuttal _

Testimony by alil partles

Ma}ch 8, 1999 ) - o -Heaflng Memorandum
March 17, 18 & ig, 1999 Hearing
10:00 a.m. on March 17 and
9:00 a.m, thereaftex

2. That the prch ring confefence and the ev1dentlary hearing -
will bé held‘in the Commission’s office on the fifth floor of the Harry
S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street, Jefferson City,
Missouri. Anyone wishing to attend who has special needs as addressed
by the Americang with Disabilitiegs Act should contact the Missouri Public
Service Commission at least ten (10) days before the prehearing

conference at: Consumer Services Hotline - 1-800-392-4211 or TDD Hotline

— 1-800-829-7541.




3, That this order shall become effective on December 21, 1998.

Wi

Dale Hardy Rober{s
Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge

{s B A L)

Morris L. Woodruff, Regulatory. Law
Judge, by delegation of authority =

. -pursuant to 4 CSR 240-2,120(1), _
(November 30, -1995) and Section 386.240,
RSMo 1994. : '

Dated at Jéffe:_cson City, Missouri, .
on this 10th day of December, 1998.




