BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of Sprint Missouri,
)

Inc., d/b/a Sprint, to Modify Rates in Accordance
)
Case No. IT-2004-0225

with Sprint’s Price Cap Regulation Pursuant to
)
Tariff No. JI-2004-0611

Section 392.245, RSMo 2000.


)

In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of Sprint Missouri,
)

Inc., d/b/a Sprint, to Modify Rates in Accordance
)
Case No. IT-2004-0226

with Sprint’s Price Cap Regulation Pursuant to
)
Tariff No. JI-2004-0612

Section 392.245, RSMo 2000.


)

In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of Sprint Missouri,
)

Inc., d/b/a Sprint, to Modify Rates in Accordance
)
Case No. IT-2004-0227

with Sprint’s Price Cap Regulation Pursuant to
)
Tariff No. JI-2004-0613

Section 392.245, RSMo 2000.


)

In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of Sprint Missouri,
)

Inc., d/b/a Sprint, to Modify Rates in Accordance
)
Case No. IT-2004-0228

with Sprint’s Price Cap Regulation Pursuant to
)
Tariff No. JI-2004-0614

Section 392.245, RSMo 2000.


)

In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of Sprint Missouri,
)

Inc., d/b/a Sprint, to Modify Rates in Accordance
)
Case No. IT-2004-0229

with Sprint’s Price Cap Regulation Pursuant to
)
Tariff No. JI-2004-0615

Section 392.245, RSMo 2000.


)

ORDER DIRECTING FILINGS

AND SCHEDULING PREHEARING CONFERENCE 

On October 31, 2003, Sprint Missouri, Inc., d/b/a Sprint, filed proposed tariff sheets with an effective date of December 18, 2003.   On November 19, 2003, the Office of the Public Counsel filed a Motion to Suspend Tariffs and to Hold an Evidentiary Hearing.  Public Counsel, the Commission’s Staff, and Sprint subsequently filed several additional pleadings.  Both Staff and Sprint oppose Public Counsel’s request to suspend the tariffs and hold an evidentiary hearing.

On December 16, 2003, the Commission issued an order suspending the proposed tariff sheets until January 17, 2004, in order to allow the Commission more time to consider the tariff sheets and Public Counsel’s objections.  In order to aid the Commission in its deliberations, the Commission will direct its Staff to expeditiously file a supplemental pleading that includes, but is not necessarily limited to, the following: 

· Please provide additional information regarding which rates (or categories of rates) Sprint proposes to raise or decrease, and by how much, in each of the five cases (Case Nos. IT-2004-0225, IT-2004-0226, IT-2004-0227, IT-2004-0228, and IT-2004-0229).  Clarify which schedules of maximum allowable prices Sprint proposes to increase or decrease in each of the 5 cases, and specify the amounts of the proposed increases or decreases. Explain in greater detail Sprint’s  statutory authority to make these specific changes. 

· Staff’s Memorandum, filed on December 9, 2003, includes a section entitled “Staff Analysis.”  In this section, Staff briefly discusses the application of Section 392.235.4 and 392.245.11, RSMo 2000.  Please provide a more thorough analysis of the application of these provisions to Sprint’s proposed tariff sheets.  Include greater detail regarding how Staff analyzed Sprint’s proposed tariff sheets in light of the Commission’s Report and Order in Case No. IT-2004-0015.   

· In that same “Staff Analysis” section of its December 9th Memorandum, Staff appears to suggest that Sprint’s proposed non-basic price cap adjustments, which range from approximately 6% to 8%, are acceptable because the “aggregate increase in non-basic revenues is less than the percentage change in the highest yardstick index.”  Staff further notes that Sprint’s proposed filing “increases the company’s non-basis service revenue by only 2.23%.”  Thus, says Staff, “Sprint’s proposed aggregate increase in non-basic service revenues of 2.23% is less than the percentage change in the most recent CPI-LS index of 2.8398%.”   Please provide a more thorough analysis of this topic, including the legal authority or basis for Staff’s reasoning.

· Provide a more thorough explanation and analysis of the “rebalancing” issues in these 5 cases.

On December 17, 2003, Staff, Sprint, and Public Counsel filed a Statement of the Parties.  Among other things, the parties note that Staff anticipates being able to file, by December 23, 2003, additional information for the Commission’s review.  Sprint and Public Counsel commit to respond on or before December 30, 2003.  The parties also state that if a prehearing conference is necessary, they request that it be held on January 5, 2004, to accommodate scheduling issues and to permit the Commission’s prompt consideration of these cases.  As a second choice, the parties suggest that the prehearing conference be held on January 2, 2004.  

The Commission has reviewed the parties’ suggestions regarding filing deadlines and the prehearing conference and finds the suggestions reasonable.  The Commission will direct Staff to file its supplemental pleading no later than December 23, 2003, and Public Counsel and Sprint to file their responses no later than December 30, 2004.  The Commission will also schedule a prehearing conference for January 5, 2004.  If the Commission determines that a prehearing conference is not necessary, the Commission will notify the parties as soon as possible.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That no later than December 23, 2003, Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission shall file a supplemental response as directed above.  

2. That no later than December 30, 2003, Sprint Missouri, Inc., d/b/a Sprint, and the Office of the Public Counsel shall file a response to the Staff of the Commission’s supplemental pleading.  If Staff files its supplemental pleading early, Sprint and Public Counsel are encouraged to do likewise.

3. That a prehearing conference shall be held on January 5, 2004, beginning at 11:00 a.m., in Room 305 of the Governor Office Building, 200 Madison Street, Jefferson City, Missouri.  The Governor Office Building meets accessibility standards required by the Americans with Disabilities Act.  Anyone needing additional accommoda​tions to participate in the prehearing conference should call the Public Service Commis​sion’s Hotline at 1‑800‑392‑4211 (voice) or Relay Missouri at 711 prior to the prehearing

4. That this order shall become effective on December 17, 2003.

BY THE COMMISSION

Dale Hardy Roberts

Secretary/Chief Regulatory Law Judge

( S E A L )

Vicky Ruth, Senior Regulatory Law 

Judge, by delegation of authority pursuant 

to Section 386.240, RSMo 2000.

Dated at Jefferson City, Missouri,

on this 17th day of December, 2003.
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