
BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the matter of Southern Missouri Gas Company,
)

L.P.’s Purchased Gas 
Adjustment Factors

)
Case No. GR-2001-388

to be Reviewed in its 1999-2000 and 2000-2001
)

Actual Cost Adjustment.



)

PUBLIC COUNSEL’S STATEMENT OF POSITIONS


COMES NOW the Office of the Public Counsel (“Public Counsel”) and, for its Statement of Position states as follows:

1.
Does SMGC’s provisioning of gas supplies and transportation for its “Transportation Service Internal” consisting of two large customers constitute a violation of its tariffs?

Yes.

2.
Should the Commission adopt Staff’s proposed adjustment to decrease the firm sales Actual Cost Adjustment (ACA) balance by $105,809 to include revenues for “Transportation Service-Internal” consisting of two large customers at the amount the revenues would have been if the gas had been sold at the authorized Purchased Gas Adjustment (PGA) adjusted rate?

Yes.

3.
Should the Commission increase the firm sales ACA balance by $2,024 to include the carrying cost of the DCCB as suggested by Staff, or increase the firm sales ACA balance by $21,811 to include the carrying cost of the DCCB as suggested by SMGC?

The Commission should increase the firm DCCB balance as recommended by Staff.

4.
Should the Commission allow SMGC to recover in this proceeding the amount of $113,512 related to Gas Supply Realignment Costs paid to Williams Pipeline from May 1996 to September 1998?

Absolutely not.

4a.
If “no,” should the Commission authorize SMGC to be reimbursed for a $62,345 refund received by SMGC in January, 2000, related to the above-referenced Gas Supply Realignment Costs that SMGC asserts was refunded to its customers, but for which the costs were not reflected in the ACA audit process?

SMGC has presented no competent evidence to support this claim.  Thus, the Commission should reject SMGC’s proposal.

5.
Should the Commission issue an Order establishing the 1999-2000 under-recovery balance of $1,670,180 and dismiss the “Bidding Process” issue that was in dispute in the 1999-2000 ACA, Case No. GR-2001-39 and close GR-2001-39?

Public Counsel supports Staff’s position on this issue.

6.
Should the Commission issue an Order directing SMGC to file new tariff sheets changing the five percent on Sheet 26.1 Section (b) for calculating interest on the Deferred Carrying Cost Balance to ten percent as advocated by Staff?

Public Counsel supports Staff’s position on this issue.
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