   
                       


                STATE OF MISSOURI

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

At a session of the Public Service Commission held at its office in Jefferson City on the 23rd day of September, 2003.

In the Matter of the Application of Missouri Gas 
)

Energy, a Division of Southern Union Company, 
)


for a Certificate of Public Convenience and  
)

Necessity, Authorizing It to Construct, Install,  
)

Own, Operate, Control, Manage, and Maintain
)
Case No. GA-2003-0492
a Natural Gas Distribution System to Provide 
)
Tariff No. YG-2004-0223

Gas Service in Greene County, Missouri, as  
)

an Expansion of Its Existing Certificated Area 
)

ORDER SUSPENDING TARIFF 

On August 23, 2003, the Commission approved a unanimous stipulation and agreement by which Missouri Gas Energy, a division of Southern Union Company (MGE), was granted a certificate of convenience and necessity to construct and operate a natural gas supply line in Greene County, Missouri.   The order approving the stipulation and agreement directed MGE to “file tariff sheets describing the route of the supply line to be constructed in accordance with the certificate of convenience and necessity authorized by this order.”  
On August 25, MGE filed a proposed tariff sheet purporting to describe the route of the supply line.  That tariff carries an effective date of September 25.   


On September 8, the City of Springfield, through the Board of Public Utilities (City Utilities), an intervenor and signatory of the unanimous stipulation and agreement, filed a motion asking the Commission to suspend or reject MGE’s proposed tariff.  City Utilities argues that MGE’s tariff does not contain a sufficient description of the route of the supply line to be constructed.  Therefore, City Utilities contends that the proposed tariff does not comply with the unanimous stipulation and agreement or the Commission’s order approving that agreement.  

MGE filed a response to City Utilities’ motion on September 12.  MGE contends that its tariff contains a description of the route of the supply line that is sufficient to meet the needs of its customers.  It asks the Commission to reject City Utilities’ motion and approve the tariff.  MGE does, however, state that it is willing to add further information to its tariff if the Commission determines that such an addition is necessary.  

The Staff of the Commission filed its recommendation regarding MGE’s tariff on September 17.  Staff agrees with City Utilities that the tariff should contain a more complete description of the route of the supply line.  Staff recommends that the Commission suspend MGE’s tariff and direct MGE to submit a revised tariff sheet containing a description of the route of the supply line and a reference to the Commission’s Order Approving Stipulation and Agreement. 

The Order Approving Stipulation and Agreement that the Commission issued on August 21, grants MGE a line certificate to construct and operate a natural gas line in “a portion of Section 29, Township 28 North, Range 21 West, in Greene County, Missouri.” The order then sets out the following legal description describing the route of the natural gas line within that section:

Beginning at a point on the Southern section line of said section 50 feet East of the Southwest corner of said section, proceeding East along the Southern section line of said section for a distance of 50 feet; thence North to an intersection with the current location of Southern Star Central’s pipeline, thence West a distance of 50 feet, thence South to the point of beginning.

MGE’s revised tariff simply adds the affected section to an index of other sections in which it is certificated to provide service.  It includes a note indicating that that section has a “line certificate granted per Case No. GA-2003-0492.”  MGE contends that this brief note is sufficient to let its customers know the nature of the service that it can provide in the affected section.  It points out that its tariffs are not a line locator service.  If a customer, or other interested person, wants to learn more about the exact route of the service line, they can easily access that information from the Commission’s records.     

City Utilities wants MGE’s tariff to make perfectly clear that MGE has only a line certificate in the affected section.  City Utilities is particularly concerned about that fact because it already provides natural gas service to customers in that section and the limitation of MGE’s certificate to a service line only was the basis of the stipulation and agreement between the parties.  City Utilities contends that the legal description contained in the Commission’s order should be made a part of the tariff to clarify the nature of MGE’s service in the area, as well as the exact route of the line.  

Staff’s recommendation contends that the inclusion of a description of the route of the line in the tariff would be a “costless convenience” to individuals seeking that information.  Staff suggests that the description included in the tariff could be the precise legal description or a less technical description using local landmarks. 

The Commission has considered the arguments of the parties and concludes that MGE’s tariff should include the legal description of the route of the service line. A description of the route is called for in the stipulation and agreement and in the Commission’s order approving that agreement.  The legal description is an appropriate way to provide such a description and avoids any possible disagreements about the accuracy of any less technical description.  Inclusion of the legal description in the tariff will not be a burden on MGE but will be of use to any person wishing to learn more about the exact nature of MGE’s certificate in the affected section.  The Commission will suspend MGE’s tariff for a period of 30 days to allow MGE an opportunity to submit a revised tariff including the legal description of the route of the service line.    


IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the tariff issued on August 23, 2003, by Missouri Gas Energy, a division of Southern Union Company, and assigned Tariff No. YG-2004-0223, is suspended for a period of 30 days beyond September 25, 2003, to October 25, 2003, or until otherwise ordered by this Commission.  The tariff suspended is:
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First Revised Sheet No. 6.7, canceling Original Sheet No. 6.7


2.
That this order shall become effective on September 25, 2003.

BY THE COMMISSION 


Dale Hardy Roberts


Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge

(S E A L)

Simmons, Ch., Murray, Gaw, Forbis and Clayton, CC., concur

Woodruff, Senior Regulatory Law Judge
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