e, D, Michael Hearat
Secretary " , o
Missouri Public Service Commigsion
F. O, Beox 360 T e
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102

Case No. ER- 8"0‘-‘”190 '
Dear Mr. Hearst:

Enclosed is an original and nine (9) _conforinié;‘d ,cqjji‘é_aiofi 2
Statement In Opposition to Motion to Intervene in the above numbered

case. ‘
Very truly yours,
M‘ichﬁkei‘F. B‘s‘,‘rﬁe‘e :
Attorney For Sh
Union Elect:ic: Company
Enclosure

cc: Kent M, Ragsdale, General Counsel

Dennis F. Kay, Esq., Attorney for University City, Misspuri
Edward Cadieux, Hearing Examiner ‘




ca§§;ay of 8t. Louis H

for Ruthoriey to Fille.

Tariffs for Incandescent Lighting
Service Provided to Customers in

the Missouri Service Area of the

Compsny
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STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO THTERVENE

Comes now Union’EIQCtric Compény ("AppiicﬁntF
the Commission to deny University City, Missougi;ja
corporation of the State of Missouri (”Unive:giéf Ci y
to Intervene and as grounds therefor states as follow

1. On July 24, 1980 the Commission issued an order
setting August 22, 1980 as the deadline to 1ntervene'in Cgse:No.
ER-80-190; , |

2. A copy of the Commission Order da:ed~Ju1y:2§, 1980
was sent by the Commission to Mayor Joseph W, Moonéy; Maybrkof_: 
University City, 6801 Delmar, University Citx;;'issoﬁri:631§0;;

3. University City did not file a mo;ion:toiinﬁgkvené,
until September 16, 1980 which was twenty-five (25) déyS‘aftef
gaid deadline set by the Commission; ‘

4. Motion filed by University City was‘no;fteceivea by
Applicant until September 22, 1980, as it wasyséﬁﬁ tofP;ancing.‘
Duda, Esquire, of Schlafly, Griesedieck, Féiréil~;nd Toft,
Attorneys at Law, who was never employed tO‘tepresent‘Applicant‘
in this case, and it was not sent to Stewart W;'Smith, Jr. as was o
required by Commission Order dated July 24, 1980; .

5. Motion filed by University City did not state why
said motien was not timely filed or should be allowed to be filed‘

past the deadline established by the Commission:;
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putBusnt to late £lled interventien 1

{14} in thets

fact have the opportunity and 4t taséify  
before the Commission at the St. Louis Qw§i 
hearing held on September 16, 1989 at 7:00
p.®. in the St. Louis County céancilﬁhm'rﬁ
B. The Commission did in fact notify Universiﬁf"
City on July %4, 1980 and said City failed to
intervene within the é@&ﬁiin&‘set by the
Commigsion in its Order of that date;
T Motion 4id not comply with the requizements of 4
CBR 240-2.080 (2) in that:
a, University City failed to properly serve
Applicant with a copy of its Motion.as is
required by the above~named tregulation and the
Commission's Order dated July 24, '1980;
8, Mntion improperly states that: ®, ., . A COPY OF
THE FOREGOING WAS MAILED TO ALL ATTORNEYS OF RECORD OFkAbL
PARTIES AT THEIR BUSINESS ADDRESSES . . .7; |
9, Upon learning of this Motion by indirect means,

Applicant now £iles this Statement.




8, &issmwi 53},5
(314} §31-3222

Dated st St. Louls, Missouri

this 2344 day of ﬁ@{)ﬁﬁm , 1980




the aforegeing fuktement In

upon all parties of record in

Case Mo, BE-80-190 by malling, by flrst class ma. ;
prepaid, a copy thereof to each such party as follows:

Rent ¥, Ragadale

Seneral Coungel

Misscuri Public Service Commission
P.O. Box 360

Jefferson City, Missouri 65182

James L. Carl
7116 Washington Avenue
University Clty, Missourl 63130

Dennis F. Xay, Baguire

Brtorney for Unilversity City
6801 Delmar Boulevard
University City, Missouri 63130

Dated at 3t. Louis, Missouri

enis 234 day of SepZimbA . 1980,
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