| S%WART & KEEVIL, L.gC. @RHGHNA&

ATTORNEYS AT LAw

CHARLES BRENT STEWART 1001 CHERRY STREET TELEPHONE (573} 499-0635

JEFFREY A. KEEVIL Surre 302 FACSIMILE (573) 499-0638
CoLuMBIA, MisSOURI 65201-7931

May 31, 2000
FILER-
Mr. Dale Hardy Roberts y
Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge Ay 3]
A , L 200
Missouri Public Service Commission s M;
P.0. Box 360 SVIcS U
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 Om%‘%ﬁc

Re: Case No. TE-2000-777
American Farm Burean, Inc. d/b/a The Farm Bureau Conmnection
1999 Annual Report

Dear Mr. Roberts:

Please find enclosed for filing in the above-referenced case an original and eight (8)
copies of Supplement To Motion For Extension Of Time To File 1999 Annual Report.
Copies of the Motion have been sent this date to the General Counsel’s Office and the Office of
the Public Counsel. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brent Stewart

CBS/bt

Enclosures

cc:  General Counsel’s Office

Office of the Public Counsel
Patrick Crocker




BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION F / L D 3

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI
Ay
In the Matter of the filing of American ) 1 200p
Farm Bureau, Inc. d/b/a The Farm ) SeAz.fsso i
Bureau Connection’s 1999 Annual ) Case No. TE-2000-777  -€ Cg",)fub;,-o
Report. ) m Lion

SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE
1999 ANNUAL REPORT

Comes now American Farm Bureau, Inc. d/b/a The Farm Bureau Connection (“Farm
Bureau” or “the Company”), by and through counsel and pursuant to 4 CSR 240-10.080 and 4
CSR 240-2.015, and for its Supplement To Motion For Extension Of Time To File 1999
Annual Report respectfully states as follows:

1. On May 24, 2000, Farm Bureau filed its Motion For Extension Of Time To File
1999 Annual Report. Concurrent with that filing, the Company also attempted to again file an
original version of its 1999 Annual Report and same is reflected in various sections of the
Company’s Motion.

2. While the Commission’s Records Department did accept the Company’s Motion for
filing on May 24, 2000, it again rejected the Company’s 1999 Annual Report . This time, the
reason given was because portions of the Annual Report were contained in attachments and
that “all financial information must be included on the form provided”.

3. Counsel has informed the Company of this second rejection and the reason therefore
and has forwarded the original Report back to the Company so that it can re-type in the
information contained in the attachments directly onto the Commission’s form.

4, When counsel receives the revised Report from the Company, counsel will once

again attempt to file same at that time. The Company will require a reasonable period of time



within which to make the required revisions and to provide time for counsel to once again file.

WHEREFORE, American Farm Bureau, Inc. d/b/a The Farm Bureau Connection

respectfully supplements its previous Motion as hereinabove stated.

Ohantes Reend, Gecout —

Charles Brent Stewart, MoBar#34885
STEWART & KEEVIL, L.L.C.

1001 Cherry Street, Suite 302
Columbia, Missouri 65201

(573) 499-0635

ATTORNEY FOR ROCKY MOUNTAIN
BROADBAND, INC.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a true copy of the foregoing was sent this date to the
General Counsel’s Office and the Office of the Public Counsel by hand-delivery, this 31* day

of May, 2000, O}W&A M\[’é“/ﬁfé




