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Proposed Procedural Schedule
COMES NOW the Staff and in response to the Commission’s August 21, 2003 Order Granting Applications to Intervene and Directing the Parties to File a Proposed Procedural Schedule states:

1.  On July 1, 2003, Missouri Gas Energy, a Division of Southern Union Company (MGE or Company) filed tariff sheets proposing to add new language granting the Company the right to implement a management system of daily balancing with respect to MGE’s Large Volume Transportation (LVS) customers, and having an effective date of August 1, 2003.  With the exception of certain commercial and industrial applications approved by the Company, the proposed tariff sheets implement daily gas balancing management for LVS customers on MGE’s system.

2.  MGE filed these tariff sheets as a result of a filing by Southern Star Company (FKA Williams Gas Pipeline Central) at the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) concerning Southern Star’s efforts to implement daily balancing.
3.  On July 18, 2003, Staff filed its Motion to Suspend the tariff.   Staff ’s primary reason for requesting suspension was that this filing is predicated on action that the FERC has not yet taken.  It is anticipated that the FERC will make its ruling in October.  Staff has been informed by MGE that the Pre-determined Allocation Agreement between MGE and Southern Star has been extended to October 31, 2003.  

4.  It is Staff’s understanding that, if approved, the proposed tariff changes will implement the same conditions on the Company’s LVS customers as those imposed on MGE by a daily allocation on the Southern Star system.  

5.  Additionally, this proposed tariff provides MGE the specific authority needed to recover penalties imposed on MGE by Southern Star and provides that any revenues received by MGE in this process will continue to flow thru the ACA process for the benefit of all customers.

6.  The parties have been unable to agree on a proposed procedural schedule that would accommodate MGE’s proposed November 1, 2003 effective date.  Staff is unable to agree with MGE’s proposal because, at this point in the process, Staff cannot determine what additional information it may require in order to be able to file testimony in response to MGE’s direct testimony.  For this reason, Staff is proposing a procedural schedule that allows time for discovery between testimony filings.  Staff’s proposal is based on responses to data requests being returned within 10 days and responses to follow-up data requests within 5 days.  Staff’s schedule also permits time for settlement discussions to occur during this process.

7.  Staff proposes the following procedural schedule:


MGE Direct testimony 
September 11, 2003


Rebuttal all other Parties 
October 8, 2003


Surrebuttal/Cross-surrebuttal
November 7, 2003 


Hearing 


November 13-14, 2003

 8.  The Office of the Public Counsel has no objection to the schedule proposed by the Staff.  

WHEREFORE the Staff recommends that the Commission adopt this proposed procedural schedule.   
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