
YI~MOl JIMJ>st 
t.e ••• , ·~·· .; • . ., 
Wleeovi ~Uc SePvico Conuniaslott 

·- 360 
CUy. );.ftetou.-l 65102 

Case No. II:R ... 80-12.Q_ 

Enclosed is an original and nine (9) conformed· copies of a 
St&b~ment In Oppoaition to Motion to Intervene in the above numbered 
C&!U!. 

Enclosure 

cc: Kent M. Ragsdale, General Counsel 

Very truly yours, 

Michael F. Barnes 
Attorney For 
Union Ele c:tric: Co.mpany 

Dennis F. Kay, Esq., Attorney for University City, Mhouri 
Edward Cadieux, Hearing Examiner 
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Pro~i~ed to Culto~r• in ) 
i Service Area ot the ) 

Co••a now Union !l~tctric Company ("Applicant"} and 

the- Co~isJ~ion to d€l'ny Univl!!rsity City, Missouri, a municipal 

corpor>~it.ion of thfll State of Mhsour i ( "Univeuity City") 

to tnt~rveru~ and alii c;Jrounds th•t>re-for llltates as follows: 
, ... On July 24, 1980 th~ Commission issued an order 

settinq August 22, 1980 as the deadline to intervene in Case No. 

ER-80-190; 

2. A copy of the Commission Order dated July 24, 1980 

was sent by the Commission to Mayor Joseph w. Mooney, Mayor of 

University City, 6801 Delmar, University City, Missouri 63130J 

1. University City did not file a motion to intervene 

until Sept~mber 16, 1980 which was twenty-five (25) days after 

said deadlin~ s~t by the Commi$sion1 

4. Motion filed by University City was not received by 

Applicant until Sept~mber 22, 1980, as it was sent to rrancis X. 

Duda, Esquire, of Schlafly, Griesedieck, Ferrell and Toft, 

1\t:torne>ys at Law, who was never employed to represent Applicant 

in this case, and it was not sent to Stewart w. Smith, Jr. as was 

required by Commission Order dated July 24, 1980; 

S. Motion filed by University City did not state why 

s&id moth}n was not timely filed or should be allowed to be filed 

p~~t th~ deadline ~stablished by the Commission; 
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memben, dtl! 

~nd did testify 

16, 1980 at 7:00 

l C'i'urabera; 

Th~ Conhud.on did in £'.!let notify University 

ty on 

~otion did not with the requirements of 4 

A. University C:i.ty failed to properly SEH·ve 

icant wit'1 a copy of its Motion as is 

rPquired by the above-named regulation and the 

Commission's Order dated July 24, 19807 

Motion improperly statea that: A COPY OF 

FORI::GOING WAS Mi\ I I..EO TO ALL !&,TTORN!l:YS OP RECORD OF ALL 

PARTIES AT THEIR BUSINESS ADDRESSIS " . • • e I 

of thia Motion by indirect me~nm, 

.~pplic~nt now file~> this Statement. 



D~t~d ~t St. Loui$, ~i~~ouri 

this of 1980 
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!hHlt M. 
G~I'UH~l 

, Miuour 65162 

63130 

D•nni• P. K•Y• B•quir• 
~ttor for Univ•r•ity C 

1 D~ Roul•v~rd 
Univ•r• ty City, Mi11ouri 13130 
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