BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of Missouri Gas Energy’s Tariffs to 
)

Implement a General Rate Increase for


)
Case No. GR-2004-0209

Natural Gas Service



)
Tariff No. YG-2004-0624

ORDER MODIFYING PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE REGARDING FILING 

OF TESTIMONY

On May 13, 2004, Missouri Gas Energy, a division of Southern Union Company, (MGE) filed a motion asking that the procedural schedule be modified to allow additional time for the parties to file rebuttal and surrebuttal testimony regarding cost of capital issues.  MGE explained that cost of capital issues represent a large proportion of the value of the issues in this case and that it would like to have more time to prepare its testimony regarding those issues.  MGE proposed that the deadline for filing cost of capital rebuttal testimony be extended from May 20 to May 24, and that the deadline for filing cost of capital surrebuttal testimony be extended from June 9 to June 11.  MGE asked that the deadlines for the filing of testimony regarding all other issues remain unchanged.

On May 13, the Commission issued a order directing that any party wishing to respond to MGE’s motion for additional time to file testimony do so on or before May 14.  On May 13, Midwest Gas Users’ Association filed a response indicating that it does not object to MGE’s motion.  In addition, counsel for the Office of the Public Counsel contacted the presiding officer to indicate that Public Counsel does not object to the motion.  On May 14, the Staff of the Commission filed a response indicating that it objects to MGE’s motion in so far as it applies only to testimony regarding cost of capital issues.  Staff argues that splitting cost of capital issues away from all other issues would create confusion, and instead suggests that the deadlines for filing all rebuttal and surrebuttal testimony be extended.
    MGE responded to Staff’s proposal on May 17, indicating that it does not oppose an extension of time for filing testimony on all issues.

The Commission is willing to extend the testimony filing deadlines, but agrees with Staff that creating separate filing deadlines for one group of issues could result in confusion.  The Commission will accept Staff’s suggestion and will extend the filing deadlines for rebuttal and surrebuttal testimony for all issues and all parties. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the procedural schedule is modified to provide that rebuttal testimony shall be filed by all parties, on all issues, on May 24, 2004.

2. That the procedural schedule is modified to provide that surrebuttal testimony shall be filed by all parties, on all issues, on June 11, 2004.

3. That this order shall become effective on May 17, 2004.

BY THE COMMISSION

Dale Hardy Roberts

Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge

( S E A L )

Morris L. Woodruff, Senior Regulatory Law

Judge, by delegation of authority

pursuant to Section 386.240, RSMo 2000.

Dated at Jefferson City, Missouri,

on this 17th day of May, 2004.
� Staff’s motion also suggests that the parties should agree to supply workpapers in support of testimony within 24 hours of filing testimony, and that they should agree to respond to data requests issued in response to rebuttal and surrebuttal testimony within 7 days.  Staff’s suggestions call for agreement among the parties, rather than for an order from the Commission, therefore, they will not be addressed in this order. 
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