BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI
In the Matter of Laclede Gas Company’s

)
Case No. GR-2005-0284

Tariff to Revise Natural Gas Rate Schedules

)


PROPOSED PROCEDURAL  SCHEDULE

COMES NOW Laclede Gas Company (“Laclede” or “Company”) and proposes the following procedural schedule in this case.  In support thereof, Laclede states as follows:

1.
On March 22, 2004, the Commission issued its Order Granting Intervention and Setting Prehearing Conference in this case.  In that Order, the Commission directed the parties to file a proposed procedural schedule in this case by April 7, 2005.

2.
Pursuant to the Commission’s Order, the parties met at the prehearing conference and discussed various procedural alternatives and schedules for addressing the issues in this case.  As a result of those discussions, the Commission Staff  has developed and intends to submit, along with several other parties, a proposed procedural schedule that incorporates several of the recommendations from the Commission’s Case Efficiency Roundtable.  The Staff’s proposed procedural schedule, however, retains the current rate case practice of having all of the parties file direct, rebuttal and surrebuttal testimony.

3.
Laclede does not object to Staff’s proposed procedural schedule in the event the Commission concludes that the current practice for filing testimony should continue to be observed in this case.   Laclede does, however, believe that several additional concepts from the Case Efficiency Roundtable should be incorporated into the procedural schedule in this case in an effort to accommodate the Commission’s apparent desire to reduce the magnitude of testimony in Commission proceedings (particularly testimony that later turns out to be irrelevant because the issues addressed have been resolved) and to decide any outstanding issues at a point in time that is closer in proximity to when the evidentiary hearings are held.

4.
To that end, Laclede has developed an alternative procedural schedule for the Commission’s consideration.  As set forth in Attachment 1 hereto, Laclede’s Proposed Procedural Schedule seeks to reduce the rounds and magnitude of the testimony filed in this case by incorporating a procedural concept that is similar to the one proposed by the Commission Staff in the Case Efficiency Roundtable.  Under this approach, the parties would be required to exchange their revenue requirement and rate design recommendations, together with supporting numbers and the reasons supporting such recommendations, and participate in a settlement conference before any further testimony is filed.

5.
Upon conclusion of the settlement conference, a Stipulation and Agreement would then be filed addressing any of the issues that had been resolved.   There would then be only two rounds of subsequent testimony – one initial and one responsive – to address only those issues that remain unresolved.  The initial testimony would set forth the party’s position on each contested issue together with a full explanation of why the party disagrees with the position taken by any adverse party on that issue.  In other words, it would affirmatively describe the party’s position and the reasons for that position, as direct testimony does today, and rebut the other parties’ positions as rebuttal testimony does today.  The responsive testimony would then address the rebuttal aspects of the adverse parties’ initial testimony, as surrebuttal testimony does today.    By limiting the filing of subsequent testimony to only those issues that remain  in dispute, Laclede believes that implementation of this procedure would serve to reduce the amount of unnecessary testimony that must be reviewed by the Commission and improve the clarity of the record in this case.   

6. 
To further enhance the efficiency of the rate case process, Laclede’s Proposed Procedural Schedule also contemplates:  (a)  the use of a technical conference to resolve any discovery disputes, correct errors and facilitate settlement; (b) the filing of an issues “roadmap” and prehearing brief in advance of the evidentiary hearing so that the Commission can hopefully obtain a more complete understanding of the issues at an earlier point in time; and (c) the filing of a single post-hearing brief.   These latter two measures should provide the Commission with the ability to consider and decide issues in closer proximity to the time of the evidentiary hearing.  They should also enable the Commission, should it desire, to issue a rate case order in less than the normal 11 month suspension period.

7.
It should be noted that Laclede is proposing these measures for purposes of this case only.  In the Case Efficiency Roundtable, Laclede and other utilities have advocated a different procedure for reducing the rounds of testimony that has generally been opposed by Staff and Public Counsel.   In an effort to make some progress toward this goal, however, Laclede has proposed a hopefully less contentious procedure for reducing testimony in this case while reserving its right to advocate a different procedure in the upcoming Case Efficiency Roundtable.      

8.
Finally, Laclede’s Proposed Procedural Schedule recommends that the start of the evidentiary hearing be moved back by one week to accommodate certain scheduling conflicts involving the participation of senior Laclede management in important policy meetings of the American Gas Association. 

WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, the above named Parties respectfully request that the Commission adopt the Proposed Procedural Schedule set forth as Attachment 1 hereto.  




Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Michael C. Pendergast 
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Attachment 1

Proposed Procedural Schedule

Laclede Gas Company

Case No. GR-2005-0284

Technical Conference




June 15-17, 2005.

Exchange of Revenue Requirement

Recommendations, Quantifications and

Reasons Therefore.




July 18, 2005

Exchange of Rate Design Recommendations,

Quantifications and Reasons Therefore

July 25, 2005

Settlement Conference



August 8-12, 2005

Filing of Initial Testimony



August 30, 2005

Filing of Responsive Testimony


September 20, 2005

Filing of Issues Roadmap and 

Prehearing Brief




September 27, 2005

Evidentiary Hearing, including True-Up

Hearing





October 3-14, 2005

Filing of Post-Hearing Brief 



November 4, 2005.
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