February 13, 1987

e Honorable Harvey G. Hubbs
Y] jeretary
g}p \/ Missouri Public Service Commisison
/' P. 0. Box 260 WECENED

Jefferson City, Missouri 65102
FEB 151987

0. PUBLIC Sikvilt

Re: P.S.C. Case No. A0-87-48

Dear Secretary Hubbs:

Enciosed for filing, please find an original and 14 copies of

COMPANY'S RESPONSE TO COMMISSION ORDER AND MOTION FOR WAIVER OF
FILING REQUIREMENTS.

Please bring this matter to the attention of the Commission

at your earliest convenience.
Very truLYlyZ:;;y/

L / ivfﬂ/gf-?z?/
Richard T.‘Ciottone
Vice President and
General Counsel

Enclosures
RTC/gb

cc:  Staff
Public Counsel
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PEFORE THE PUBLIC EERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

in the matter of the investigation H
of the revenue effects upon Missouri ) Case No. RO-87-48
utilities of the Tazx Refors Act of }
198as. }

RESPONSE TO COMMISEION ORDER AND ﬁ@?lﬁ§ FOR
WAIVER OF FILING REQUIR

Comes now St. Louls County ¥Water Company. {"Company”)
and for its above descrice? Responce and Motion, stateg:

1. Responding to ORDERED:2 of the Commission's Order
of January 30, 1987, Company states that, in its opinion, the
suggested requirement for "Interism Tarifis” violates Missouri law
and is without support in Chapter 386 or 393 V.A.M.S.

2. ORDERED:3 of the Commission’s Order of Novesmber 3,
1986 establishing the above docket required filings of the revenue
impact of the federal tax changes applied to 1985 operations cn or
before December 15, 1986, and the revenue requirement of federal
tax changes on the Company's 1986 Missouri coperations before
February 28, 1987. This later date was extended by subsegquent
Commission order to March 2, 1987.

3. On or before December 15, Company complied with the
foregoing part of ORDERED:3 concerning 1985 revenues. Company is
presently involved in both a Complaint case filed by Staff and
Public Counsel, and a consclidated rate case (WC-87-83 and WR-82-2)
both of which have as a central issue the ramifications of the Tax
Reform Act on the Company’'s operations. Such issue will by
necessity be resoived in this proceeding. Compliance with that
sgction of ORDERED:3 above concerning 1986 revenues places undue
burden on the Company at this time and will apparently serve no
useful purpose whatsoever. Both Company and Staff, for all
practical purposes, will be using calendar year 1986 data in the
complaint and rate case, but such data is not in 2 for= suitabile

for filing out of context of the complaint and rate case as would

b8 necessary to comply with the requirement of ORDERED:3.
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Conpany prays that it be absolved froa the
regquiresment to file the data reguired is OR 323 of the
Commizsion’s Order in the above cause dated sovesber 3, 1986
relative to the effect of the Tax Refors Act OB revenues for the

year 1986.

ii
Richar® .. Ciott
Acroraey fov
ST, LOUIS COSY™Y EATER CONrANY
£3% Morth Hew Ballas Boad
§t. Louis, HMissouri 63141
{314) 991-3404




