BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the matter of the application of Laclede Gas         )

Company for a temporary variance from certain
) 


portions of Rule 10.A of its Tariff regarding
meter
)
GE-2005-0405

testing in connection with its implementation of 
)

an automated meter reading program


)

LACLEDE GAS COMPANY’S  RESPONSE 

IN OPPOSITION TO APPLICATION TO INTERVENE

COMES NOW Laclede Gas Company (“Laclede” or “Company”) and, pursuant to 4 CSR 240-2.065 and 4 CSR 240-2.080(15) of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, and for its Response in Opposition to the Application to Intervene filed by the Paper, Allied-Industrial, Chemical and Energy Workers Local No. 5-6, AFL-CIO (“Local 5-6”), states as follows:

1.
On May 10, 2005, Laclede filed an application requesting that the Commission grant it a temporary variance, through calendar year 2006, from the statistical sampling requirements of the meter testing program referenced in the first paragraph of Rule 10.A on Fifth Revised Sheet No. R-8 of the Company’s tariff sheets.  Laclede sought the variance in order to augment implementation of its system-wide automated meter reading (“AMR”) program – a program that will substantially enhance the Company’s meter reading capabilities and significantly reduce the need to estimate bills.  To that end, the variance requested by Laclede would permit the AMR program to be implemented in a way that both minimizes customer inconvenience and accelerates the replacement of certain older-style meters that cannot accommodate a self-contained AMR unit.


2.
Pursuant to Commission Order, the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission (“Staff”) filed its Recommendation and Memorandum on June 15, 2005, in which it recommended that the Commission approve Laclede’s Application for a Variance.   In doing so, the Staff noted the positive impact that implementation of AMR would have on customer service and stated that the temporary variance would permit a more rapid realization of those benefits by allowing the Company to remove older-style meters on an accelerated basis and replace them with newer meters.  (See Staff Memorandum, page 2, Attachment A).  The Staff also noted that the variance did not involve a gas safety issue or rule and that a similar variance was previously granted to Missouri Gas Energy in Case No. GO-97-242 in connection with its implementation of AMR.  (Id.).   

3.
On June 20, 2005, Local 5-6 filed its Verified Application to Intervene in this proceeding in which it took no position on Laclede’s Application but expressed concern about the impact that the Company’s request for relief could have on jobs and other terms and conditions of employment.

4.
Laclede does not believe that Local 5-6 has stated sufficient reasons to justify its request to intervene in this proceeding.  By its own pleading, Local 5-6 has indicated that its concerns are focused solely on the potential impact of the variance on jobs and the conditions of employment for its members.   While such concerns are understandable, they do not provide an appropriate basis for delaying a variance that both the Staff and Company have established will facilitate the implementation of a program that will unquestionably enhance customer service and contribute to a more efficient, consistent and timely reading of customer meters.  This is particularly true where the variance is identical to one that the Commission has previously granted to another utility under similar circumstances.

5.
Moreover, even if the impact of Laclede’s request on jobs and employment conditions is a factor that should be taken into account by the Commission, there is still no reason to believe that such a consideration is a valid one in this instance.  In fact, upon expiration of the proposed variance in 2007, Laclede plans to resume and perform the current statistical meter sampling program.

6.
In view of these considerations, Laclede respectfully suggests that Local 5-6 has failed to provide any valid basis for its request to intervene in this case.  Laclede would accordingly request that the Commission deny its application to intervene and approve Laclede’s Application for a Temporary Variance as recommended by both the Company and the Staff.          
             

WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, Laclede Gas Company respectfully requests that the Commission deny the Application to Intervene filed in this proceeding by the Paper, Allied-Industrial, Chemical and Energy Workers Local No. 5-6, AFL-CIO.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


The undersigned certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Response in Opposition to Application to Intervene was served on the General Counsel of the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission, the Office of Public Counsel and the Paper, Allied-Industrial, Chemical and Energy Workers Local No. 5-6, AFL-CIO on this 30th day of June, 2005 by hand-delivery, email, fax or by placing a copy of such Response, postage prepaid, in the United States mail.
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