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Re:

Dear

criginal plus fourteen (1&) conformed copies of Straff's
Response to Tntervenors® Motion. Copies of same have been
mailed to all parties of record om this dare.
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Enclosures

Box 360

Case No. ER-B5-265

In the marrer of Arkansas Power & Light Company of Littie
Rock, Arkansas, for authority rto file rarif{fs increasing
rates for electric service provided to customers imn the
Missourl service area of the Company.

Case No. AD-87-48°

In the marrer of the inves
upon Hisscuri uriliries of

B
id

Mr. Redel:

Enclosed for filiug in the above-referenced cases is an

Thank you for your continuing cooperation.

Sincerely,

y e Wf{%r’

Thomas ¥. Byrne
Assistant Genmeral Counsel

All parties of record
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R TERS IR STwan  Enmemm

OF TEE S5TATE OF MIssGiRi

In the matrer of Arkassas Fower
& Light 6&&@&@% of Lirrle Hock,
Azksnsas, for sutherity to file
rariffs inmcressing rates for
eiectric service provided to
customers in the Missourl
service area of the Compavny.
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Lase Bo. ER-83-265
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In the matter of the
inv&sfig&ﬁﬁﬁﬂ of the revenus
effects upon Missouri utilirties
of the Tax Reform Act of 1956,

Csse Bo., aAU=-87-1R

PRI

RESPORSF TO INTERVENORS® MOTIOR

Comes now the Sraff of the MNissouri Publie Fervice
Commission ("Sraff™) and states as follows:

1. On December 29, 1986, ASARCO, luc. and Doe Run Company
{"Intervencrs”} filed 1ir the above-referenced cases a Morion
vequeating rhat the Commission reduce the rates of Arkansas Powzr &
Light Company ("Company”) eftective January 1, 1687, to reflect
decreased federal income tax rates. The Intervenors assert that
certain language contained in the Company's tariffs and certain
admissions conrained in the Company’s filing in Case No. A0-87-48
jugicate thar an imrediete reduction in the Coopany’s vates 1is
appropriate.

2. At the present time, the Staff is not in a position to

ither support or oppese this Moetien. It is the Staff's intention to
develop a position on the 1ssues raised in the Intervenors' motion
after the Company has tiled its responmsive pleacing. At that time, it
should be clear which cf the Intervenors' legal and factual assertions
are at issue in this proceeding, and the Steff will be in a better
positien to render an objecrive recosmendation.

Respectfully sg}@itted,
Yhsusess 71 /5p~

Thomas M. Byrne
Assiztant Generzl Counsel

Artorney for the Staff af the
Public Service Cosmission of
Missouri

F.0. Box 36D

Jefferson City, Misscurl 65102
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