    




                                     STATE OF MISSOURI

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

At a Session of the Public Service Commission held at its office in Jefferson City on the 16th day of July, 2002.

In the Matter of Missouri Gas Energy’s Purchased 
 
)

Gas Cost Adjustment Tariff Revisions to be Reviewed

)
Case No. GR-98-167
in its 1997-1998 Actual Cost Adjustment

)

ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OR CLARIFICATION, CANCELING REQUIREMENT TO FILE PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE, AND DIRECTING RESPONSE 

This order grants a Motion for Reconsideration or Clarification filed by Riverside Pipeline Company, L.P., Mid-Kansas Partnership, and Kansas Pipeline Company, (collectively referred to as the Pipeline Companies).  The order clarifies that the Commission has not yet ruled upon a motion filed by the Pipeline Companies and directs that any party wishing to respond to that motion do so by July 26, 2002.  The order also cancels the requirement that the parties file a proposed procedural schedule by July 26, 2002.

On July 8, 2002, the Pipeline Companies filed a Motion for Reconsideration or Clarification.  In order to understand that motion, some explanation of the procedural standing of this case is necessary.  On May 23, 2002, the Commission issued an order directing the parties to file a proposed procedural schedule by July 1, 2002.  On June 28, 2002, the Staff of the Commission filed a motion requesting an extension of time in which

to file a proposed procedural schedule.  The Commission granted Staff’s motion on July 2, 2002, and directed the parties to file a proposed procedural schedule by July 26, 2002.  

Meanwhile, on June 27, 2002, the Pipeline Companies filed a pleading entitled Response to Order Changing Date for Filing Proposed Procedural Schedule.  In substance, that pleading was a motion asking the Commission to relieve the parties of their obligation to file a proposed procedural schedule by July 1, and asking that this case be held open without a procedural schedule pending a final, non-appealable, judicial resolution of GR-96-450, a case that is currently on appeal to the Circuit Court of Cole County.

The Pipeline Companies’ Motion for Reconsideration or Clarification asks the Commission to clarify that the Commission’s July 2nd order granting Staff’s Motion for Extension of Time to File Procedural Schedule was not intended to be a ruling on the Pipeline Companies’ June 27th motion.  The motion also asks the Commission to clarify that the parties had ten days from June 27 in which to respond to the June 27th motion.  Finally, the motion asks that the Commission reconsider its July 2nd order and instead order that the case be held open without a procedural schedule pending judicial resolution of GR-96-450.

The Commission will clarify that in granting the Staff’s motion to extend the time allowed for filing a procedural schedule, the Commission did not intend to make a ruling on the Pipeline Companies’ June 27th motion.  The question of whether this case should proceed while GR-96-450 is under appeal is still very much before the Commission and the Commission intends to rule on that question as soon as possible.

No other party has yet responded to the Pipeline Companies’ motion.  That may be because those parties were under the impression that they could wait until July 26, when their response to the Order to File Procedural Schedule was due, before stating a position on the Pipeline Companies’ motion.  The Commission would like to be aware of the views of the other parties before ruling upon the Pipeline Companies’ motion.  Therefore, the Commission will order that any party that wishes to respond to the Pipeline Companies’ motion asking that this case be held open without a procedural schedule pending a final, non-appealable, judicial resolution of GR-96-450, shall do so no later than July 26, 2002.

With the question of whether a procedural schedule should be established still unresolved, there is no reason to expect the parties to file a procedural schedule by July 26.  Therefore, the requirement that the parties file a procedural schedule by July 26, 2002, will be canceled.  

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:
1.
That the Motion for Reconsideration or Clarification filed by Riverside Pipeline Company, L.P., Mid-Kansas Partnership, and Kansas Pipeline Company is granted.  

2. That any party that wishes to respond to Riverside Pipeline Company, L.P.’s, Mid-Kansas Partnership’s, and Kansas Pipeline Company’s motion asking that this case be held open without a procedural schedule pending a final, non-appealable, judicial resolution of GR-96-450, shall do so no later than July 26, 2002.  

3. That the requirement that the parties file a proposed procedural schedule no later than July 26, 2002, is canceled.  

4. That this order shall become effective on July 26, 2002.
BY THE COMMISSION

Dale Hardy Roberts

Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge

( S E A L )

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

Woodruff, Senior Regulatory Law Judge
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