BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Verified Application
)

of Laclede Gas Company for an Order
)

Establishing Replacement Requirements
)

for the Final Phase of its Unprotected

)
Case No. GO-2003-0506

Steel Main Replacement Program

)

Previously Approved Pursuant to Rule 4
)

CSR 240-40.030(15)(E)


)

JOINT MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION


COME NOW Laclede Gas Company (“Laclede” or “Company”), the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission (“Staff”) and the Office of Public Counsel (“Public Counsel”) and, pursuant to 4 CSR 240-2.160(2), file their Joint Motion for Reconsideration of the Commission’s June 25, 2003 Order Directing Filing and Setting New Intervention Date (the “June 25 Order”), and in support thereof state as follows:


1.
On May 21, 2003, Laclede filed a verified application (the “Application”) requesting the Commission to establish replacement requirements for the final phase of Laclede’s unprotected steel main replacement program, pursuant to Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-40.030(15)(E). 

2. On June 3, 2003, the Commission issued an Order and Notice directing that notice of the Application be served upon (i) the county commission of each county in Laclede’s service area; (ii) the mayor of a city not within a county in Laclede’s service area (e.g., the Mayor of the city of St. Louis); (iii) the members of the General Assembly representing the residents of Laclede’s service area; and (iv) the news media serving the residents of Laclede’s service area.  Of course, Staff and Public Counsel are automatically parties to the case, as required by Missouri law. The Order and Notice further set June 23, 2003 as the date by which any proper party wishing to intervene in this case should file an application. 

3. On June 13, 2003, the Staff filed its Recommendation and Memorandum in the above-referenced case.  Staff recommended that the Commission issue an order establishing replacement requirements for the final phase of Laclede’s unprotected steel main replacement program as requested by Laclede in the Application.  Staff also clarified that no waiver was required to obtain the relief requested by Laclede, since there is currently no definitive replacement schedule specified for Laclede’s unprotected steel main replacement program.   On June 23, 2003, Laclede filed a response to Staff’s Recommendation and Memorandum concurring with Staff’s view that Laclede is not seeking a waiver of a Commission safety rule, but instead only seeking Commission approval of the requirements governing future steel main replacements.

4. Upon information and belief, the parties represent that all notices required by the Commission’s June 3 Order have been sent.  No party applied to intervene in this case by the June 23 intervention date.  None of the joint movants are aware of any party that seeks late intervention.

5. The Commission then issued the June 25 Order.  This Order required Laclede to notify each of its customers of Laclede’s request by August 5, 2003, and sets August 25, 2003, as a new intervention date.  Such a notice would be supplemental to all of the notices required in the June 3 Order and Notice, as set forth in paragraph 2 above.

6. Laclede, Staff and Public Counsel request that the Commission reconsider the June 25 Order.  The parties believe that the June 25 Order is unnecessary and unreasonable, because it requires additional notice procedures that would: serve no apparent purpose; impose significant costs on Laclede to implement; go well beyond the kind of notice that has typically been required for such applications; and unnecessarily delay the establishment of a specific replacement schedule.  As stated above, Laclede does not seek a rule waiver, but merely seeks to establish a specific schedule to govern steel main replacements in the future.  Staff has thoroughly reviewed Laclede’s Application and found that its proposed schedule is acceptable, and will continue to provide for public safety until all unprotected steel mains subject to Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-40.030(15)(E) are replaced.  Public Counsel is aware of the Application.  As set forth above, notice has been sent to the county commissions, General Assembly members, and media covering all of Laclede’s service territory, along with the Mayor of the City of St. Louis.  This notice appears to be more than adequate under the circumstances.  It is also fully consistent with the kind of notice that has typically been required by the Commission for similar applications.  Notably, the June 25 Order offers no reason why additional notice procedures that go well beyond these traditional requirements are necessary.

7. Further, delivering notice to more than 630,000 Laclede customers is expensive.  Due to space and/or timing requirements, such notice cannot possibly be included on regular billings.  Therefore, providing such notice would require a separate mailing, which is estimated to cost in the range of $100,000 to $150,000, depending upon the method used.  

8. Finally, implementation of the additional notice requirement and the new intervention date in the June 25 Order would necessarily entail a delay of several months in the disposition of Laclede’s Application.  Since such a delay would only defer the adoption of a specific replacement schedule to be followed by Laclede in administering its unprotected steel main replacement program, it would serve no beneficial purpose.  

9. In view of these considerations, there is no reason to believe that any benefit will accrue from having to provide additional notice above and beyond the ample notice that has already been provided in this case, and certainly none that would justify the costs involved. 


WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, Laclede, Staff and Public Counsel respectfully request that the Commission reconsider the June 25 Order and issue an order terminating the additional notice requirements and new intervention date.

Respectfully submitted,

	DANA K. JOYCE

General Counsel

/s/ Robert S. Berlin
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