
 






  STATE OF MISSOURI

           PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

At a session of the Public Service Commission held at its office in Jefferson City on the 2nd day of December, 2003.

In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of


)

Sprint Missouri, Inc. d/b/a Sprint


)
Case No. IT-2003-0292

to Increase the Rate for the 


) 


Metropolitan Calling Area Plan


)


ORDER DENYING APPLICATION FOR REHEARING 

On November 13, 2003, the Office of the Public Counsel filed an application for rehearing.  Pursuant to Section 386.500, RSMo 2000, the Commission shall grant a rehearing if in its judgment there is sufficient reason to do so.  Public Counsel has not provided sufficient reason for the Commission to grant a rehearing, and the Commission will deny the application. 

The Commission will clarify one point that Public Counsel raised.  Public Counsel refers to evidence cited in the initial brief of the Staff of the Commission, and states that, because the Commission did not strike the evidence, there is no evidence that the Commission did not consider it.
  The Commission did not consider it; the facts on which

the Commission relied are explicitly set forth in the Order Approving Tariffs.  The only facts on which the Commission relied are those to which the parties stipulated.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED: 

1. That the application for rehearing filed by the Office of the Public Counsel on November 13, 2003, is denied.

2. That this order shall become effective on December 2, 2003.

 
BY THE COMMISSION

 
 
 
 
 
Dale Hardy Roberts
Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge
 
 
( S E A L )

Murray, Forbis and Clayton, CC., concur

Gaw, Ch., and Simmons, C., not participating

Mills, Deputy Chief Regulatory Law Judge

� Public Counsel never filed a motion to strike the evidence cited in Staff’s initial brief.  Public Counsel simply noted, in the body of its brief, that it “objects to Staff's attempt to introduce evidence in the brief that was not part of the stipulation of facts,” and “asks the Commission to strike and not consider the data….”  In its Reply Brief, Staff consented to striking that portion of its Initial Brief.  Thus, the Commission did not “fail[ ] to rule on Public Counsel’s objection” as Public Counsel claims in its motion for rehearing; Public Counsel never filed a pleading in which it asked for relief, the Staff withdrew the evidence in question, and so the Commission was never presented with a question on which to rule.
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