
STATE OF MISSOURI 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

At a Session of the Public Service 
Commission held at its office 
in Jefferson City on the 8th 
day of August, 1997. 

In the matter of the Joint Application 
of Western Resources, Inc. and Kansas 
City Power & Light Company for approval 
of the merger of Kansas City Power & Light Case No. EM-97-515 
Company with Western Resources, Inc. and 
for other related relief. 

ORDER REGARDING INTERVENTIONS, ADOPTING PROTECTIVE 

ORDER AND SETTING PREHEARING CONFERENCE 

On May 30, 1997 Western Resources, Inc. (Western Resources) and 

Kansas City Power & Light Company (KCPL), collectively referred to as the 

Joint Applicants, filed an Application with the Commission requesting an 

order approving the merger of KCPL with Western Resources and for other 

related relief to fulfill the objectives of the parties to the merger. 

Together with the Joint Application, the Applicants filed various documents 

and testimony supporting the proposed merger. 

After proper notice, 13 separate Applications for Intervention 

were filed with the Commission, followed by various objections to those 

applications for a variety of reasons and from various different parties. 

The Commission will deal with those applications one at a time. 

On June 30 the United States Department of Energy (DOE), on 

behalf of its Kansas City facility and other federal executive agencies, 

filed an Application to Intervene, stating that as consumers of energy from 

KCPL, the DOE and other federal agencies will be materially affected by the 

outcome of the proposed merger. No objection to this application was 

tendered. 

The Commission finds that the DOE has an interest ln this 

matter different from that of the general public and will grant 

intervention to the DOE. 



On July 7 the State of Missouri, by and through the Attorney 

General of the State of Missouri (AG), filed an Application to Intervene 

stating that the state and its constituent agencies are major customers of 

KCPL and therefore has a significant interest different from that of the 

general public 1n this matter. 

tendered. 

No objection to this application was 

The Commission agrees that the State of Missouri, as a major 

consumer of electrical service, has a significant interest 1n the outcome 

of this proposed merger and will grant the Application to Intervene. 

On ,July 7 GST Steel Company (GST Steel) filed an Application to 

Intervene stating that it is a major manufacturer and processor ~f steel 

and, as such, lS a large scale purchaser of electrical power from KCPL. 

GST Steel states that the proposed merger has a potential effec~ on the 

terms and conditions by which it purchases its electric service and that, 

therefore, its interests are different from that of the general public. 

No objection to this application was filed. 

The Commission agrees that GST Steel has an interest ci i fferen t 

from t.hat~ of the general public and will grant. this Applic21:.icm to 

Intervene. 

On ,July 7 an Application to Intervene was filed by the Hissouri 

Department of Natural Resources (DNR) stating that through its Division of 

Energy it is an agency of the State of Missouri responsible for 

environmental policy and planning, and therefore has an interest different 

from that of the general public. 

accordance with Section 640.150, 

In addition, DNR states that in 

RSMo 1994, it has a statutory 

responsibility for energy resource development, analyzing energy management 

issues and various other energy related matters. No objection was tendered 

to this application. 

The Commission finds that DNR has an interest through operation 
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of the applicable statut.es different from that of the general public. The 

application of DNF for iilL,~rvc:Ill io11 lviL.l he qrantecl. 

On June 30 Onion Electric: Company (OE) filed an Application to 

Intervene stating thaL as a regulated public utility in the State of 

Missouri engaged in the provision of electric service to the public, its 

t.ransmission system is interconnected to that of KCPL and it has some 

contiguous service territory. As such, UE states that it has an interest 

different from that of the general public. 

application was filed. 

No objection to this 

The Commission finds that UE has an interest 1n this matter 

different from that of the general puhlic and will grant the requested 

intervention. 

On June 16 the County of Jackson, Missouri (Jackson County) and 

the City of Kansas City, Missouri, filed Applications to Intervene, stating 

that both had interests different from that of the general public in that 

both are large service users. In addition, Jackson County is a political 

subdivision of the State of Missouri and the City of Kansas City 1s a 

municipality under 4 CSR 2 40-2. 07 5 ( 4) . Both applicants also stated they 

wished intervention on behalf of their constituencies. On June 2 3 the 

Joint Applicants filed a response to these requests to intervene stating 

that both Jackson County and the City of Kansas City should not be allowed 

intervention on behalf of their respective citizens as the Office of the 

Public Counsel 1s charged by statute with the representation of the 

citizens of the state and, further, no interest thereby is stated which is 

substantially different from that of the general public. 

While the Commission understands the position of the Joint 

Applicants, ,Jackson County and the City of Kansas City are each large 

consumers of electrical power and, as such, have an interest in the outcome 

of this case different from that of the general public. 
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Therefore, the Commission will grant intervention to both 

Jackson County and the City of Kansas City on the basis that both are large 

consumers and munic:ipaliLie>s or poliiic:nl .subdjvisions of the state under 

the Commission's rules. 

On July Locals No. 53, 412, 1464 and 1613 of the 

International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, AFL-CIO (the IBEW) filed 

a single Application to Intervene stating that the IBEW has an interest 

different from that of the general public in this matter for reason that 

the IBEW is a labor organization with a substantial number of its local 

members currently employed by KCPL and/or contractors of KCPL or Western 

Fesources. The IBEW, as representative of its members, states that the 

proposed merger will have an impact ·=·n wages, benefi t_s and terms and 

conditions of employment of its members. The IREW requests intervention 

as representative of the interests of its membership in these proceedings. 

On June 23 the Jc·int Applicants filed a response to the 

application of the IBEW stating that while the Joint Applicants do not 

object to the proposed intervention of the IBEW, that participation should 

be "appropriately limited." It is the position of the Joint Applicants 

that the IBEW may protect the positi·=·n of its members by "assuming a 

monitoring role," and by having "the opportunity to demonstrate the need 

for an expanded role" should the need arise. 

On July 1 the IBEW filed a response stating that mention of 

representation of Missouri Gas Energy (MGE) employees in its original 

application was inadvertent, and that the IBEW did not seek to represent 

MGE employees in this proceeding. 

The Commission finds that the position of the Joint Applicants 

lS not well taken in this instance. Once granted full intervention, the 

IBEW or any other party may raise or challenge any issue or matter that is 

proper and pertinent to the interests or position of its clients or 
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members. In addition, and as a practical matter, the Commission is not 

routinely 1n a position to ascertain what 1ssue or issues may or may not 

be within the proper interest of a party or intervenor in a contested case. 

Therefore, the Commission finds that the IBEW has an interest 

1n this case different. tr<.Jrn t hilL c,f the q('"neral public and will grant full 

intervention to the IBEW. 

On July 7 Kansas Electric Power Cooperative (KEPCO) filed an 

Application to Intervene in this proceeding. In that application KEPCO 

states that it~ is a Kansas corporation engaged 1n the generation and 

transmission of electrical power to ~~ rural electric cooperatives 10 the 

State of Kansas. KEPCO states that it 1s an electric public utility and, 

as such, 1s regulated by the Kansas Corporation Commission. KEPCO st.ates 

that it has a substantial investment in the Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating 

Station, a generation facility in which both Western Resources and KCPL 

also have a large financial interest, and which supplies KEPCO with power 

to serve its customers. KEPCO states that because of this investment and 

reliance on the Wolf Creek facility, it has an interest in this matter 

different from that of the general public and that its interest will not 

be adequately represented by any other party. 

The Joint Applicants object to the admission of KEPCO as an 

intervenor, stating that KEPCO 1s outside the jurisdiction of this 

Commission and 1s now adequately represented in concurrent Kansas and 

federal proceedings, also necessary for the approval of the proposed 

merger. 

In accordance with the Commission rules, the Commission finds 

that KEPCO has sufficiently explained its interest 1n this proceeding as 

one involving its investment and reliance on supply from the Wolf Creek 

facility. KEPCO is correct in stating that it may not necessarily be able 

to protect its interests adequately in this proceeding through intervention 



1n other pr·o,:c'<'tliJtq.•; •>lJI::itl,· llw ·Jill j~;cli,·l iun of this Commission. In t.hat 

rega.rd I<l;:pco ,:lt'dliV 1t.1:: .111 ittl<'l"l'~'' eli Ltecent from t.hat of the general 

public. The Commi.~.c:j,,\1 1vi II qr.JJ\l ittlc•rvenLi.on to I<El'CO. 

Filldlly, /\ppl j,:,Jt j,_l\1:--: to> l.Itlcrvc~ne were timely filed by Empire 

District. Elect lit: Cc•mJ•.li1\' (1·:11\·:), lit i I iC:·•rp United, Inc. (UtiliCorp), St. 

cToseph Light ,\Jtd 1'•-•cvt'l i',,lllJl,lll)i (>1,11.1'), .1ncl l\quila rower Corporation 

(Aquila). EDE, ;;,rr,f' dt1cl lit i I i1.:c•ql arv .111 puLllic utilities regulat~ed by 

this Commission, dllci eJHjdq('ci 111 U1c provision of energy serv1ce to the 

public in the State of Missouri. Aquila is a Delaware corporation, engaged 

1n the marketing oi: elect· ric power capacity, transmission and related 

serv1ces both in interstate commerce and 1n the State of Missouri. 

The three regulated utilities state that their interests 111 

this proceeding arise from: 1) joint ownership of generating facilities 

with one or the other of the Joint Applicants; 2) currently having 

transmission interconnection agreements with one c•r both of the Joint 

Appl icant .. s; 3) "having an interest. in determining whether t.he proposed 

transaction will result in any restrictions on transmission access to the 

Missouri market;" and 4) other market power issues. 

Aquila states that consideration of the proposed merger will 

involve significant policy 1ssues and decisions, including: 1) the impact 

of the merger on market power on Missouri; 2) access to transmission 

serv1ces in Missouri; and 3) the development of an independent system 

operator (ISO) in Missouri. Aquila claims consideration of the three 

1ssues above will substantially affect the operations of Aquila in this 

state. 

On July 14 the Joint Applicants filed objections to all four of 

the above applications. [n regard to the three regulated utilities, the 

Joint Applicants stated they were not opposed to these 3 requests "provided 

their interventions are limited to issues properly before this Commission." 
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The Joint Applicant-_s qo on to explcd_n that transmission access to the 

Missouri market and market power 1ssues should properly, and will be, 

addressed in the concurrcnl proceedings at the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (E'ERC). 

Likewise, the cToint Applicants state that Aquila's stated 

reasons, as set out above, for intervention in this matter are properly the 

prov1nce of the FERC proceeding and not this Commission. 

The Cornmi5s ion hds considered the various positions of the 

parties regarding the limiting of issues to those considered local by the 

Joint Applicants, but finds the Staff response to these concerns, filed 

July 24, to be an accurate and succinct summary of the Commission's 

position in regard to these 1ssues. As the Staff points out, the 

Commission has made it clear in the context of the Union Electric/CIPSCO 

merger proceeding, Case No. EM-96-149, that market power and related 

issues, ilnd transmission access issues, are proper subject matter for 

consideration in the context of a case of this nature. In its Report and 

Order approving the merger, the Commission affirmatively instructed the 

parties to address market power issues as they related to the creation of 

an ISO and deregulated retail prices. See In re Union Elec. Co. Merger 

with Central Ill. Public Serv. Co., No. EM-96-149 (Mo. P.S.C., Feb. 21, 

19 97) . The Commission has not altered its approach to t_he issues in 

question and finds the concerns set out 1n the four applications for 

intervention to be potentially appropriate for consideration in this case. 

The requests for intervention of EDE, SJLP, Uti liCorp and 

Aquila are granted. The Commission will not limit the scope of the issues 

in this proceeding at this time. 

In its reply the Staff has also requested the Commission define 

the scope of the issues it wishes to consider in this case. The Commission 

appreciates the position of the Staff but finds it premature to catalogue 
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the 1ssues which should be included within the scope of a case of this 

SlZe. The Commission would prefer t_his case proceed to the point where the 

parties can identify those areas in which no agreement or consensus can be 

reached. However, as the Commission has indicated r1hove, the parties 

should address issues of horizontal and vertical market power. 

request is denied at this time. 

The Staff's 

Finally, on June 6 the Joint Applicants requested the issuance 

of a protective order, notice, establishment of an intervention deadline 

and an early prehearing conference. The Commission has issued appropriate 

notice, established an intervention deadline, and by this order, allowed 

interventions. In order to facilitate discovery of matters which will 

likely be proprietary or highly confidential, the Commission will issue its 

standard protective order. 

In light_ of the substantial number of parties to this case, the 

Commission will order the parties to offer a suggested elate for a 

prehearing conference. The parties will file with the Commission suggested 

dates no later than the close of business August 29. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED: 

1. That the following parties are granted intervention: 

State of Missouri by the Attorney General 

GST Steel Company 

Aquila Power Corporation 

Kansas Electric Power Cooperative, Inc. 

Missouri Department of Natural Resources 

St. Joseph light and Power Company 

The Empire District Electric Company 

UtiliCorp United, Inc. 

City of Kansas City, Missouri 

United States Department of Energy 
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Jackson CoLiill y, Hi:;.soLir i 

Locals 53, 41~, 1464 and 1613 of the International Brotherhood 
of Electrical Workers, AFL-CIO. 

2. That. l he rw·l ion;.~ .::·f the ,Joint_ Applicants to limit 

interventions and Uw .';L>'lW oJ Lh<?c;e prot~ecclings are denied as set out 

above. 

3. That a Prolective Order is hereby adopted for use 1n this 

case as set out in Attachment A to this order. 

4. That the parties are ordered to file suggested date or 

dates for an early prehearing conference to the Commission no later than 

the close of business, August '!0 
...:... U I 1997 . 

5. That this order shall become effective on the elate hereof. 

(S E A L) 

Crumpton, Drainer, Murray, 
and Lumpe, CC., Concur. 
Zobrist, Chm., Absent. 

ALJ: Derque 

C) 

BY THE COMMISSION 

~_;~~ 
Ceci 1 :. \'l!right 
Executi~c Secretary 



PROTECTIVE ORDER 

A. The following definitions shall apply to information which a party clalms 

should not be made public. 

HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL: Information concerning (1) material or documents that 

contain information relating directly to specific customers; ( :2) employee-

sensitive informatlon; (3) marketing analyses or other market-specific 

information relating to services offered in competition with others; 

(4) reports, work papers or other documentation related to work produced oy 

internal or external auditors or consultants; ( 5) strategies employed, c:o 

be employed, or under consideratlon in contract negotiations. 

PROPRIETARY: Information concerning trade secrets, as well as confidentlal 

or private technical, flnancial and business information. 

B. During the course of discovery a party may deslgnate information as HIGH~Y 

CONFIDENTIAL or PROPRIETARY (hereinafter, "designated information") an.d 

shall make such designated information available to the party seeki,,g 

discovery, if such information is n.ot objectionable on any other ground, 

under the restrictions set out in paragraphs C and D. The party designa~-

ing the information as HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL or PROPRIETARY shall provide ~o 

counsel for the requesting party, at the time the designation is made, the 

ground or grounds for the designation. The requesting party may then file 

a motion challenging the deslgnation. The party designating the informa-

tion confidential shall have five ( 5) days after the filing of t:-:e 

challenge to file a response. No other filings are authorized. 

C. Materials or information designated as HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL may at t:-;e 

option of the furnishing party, be made available only on the furnishing 

party's premises and may be reviewed only by attorneys or outside exper~s 

who have been retained for the purpose of this case, unless good cause can 

be shown for disclosure of the information off-premises and the designated 

Attachment A 
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information i.s dc·li\/<'t<·ci lcl lit•' ('l\:;lody of the reque.st.inq party's attorney. 

Outside expc~r.l wi l tH·:·::-:,·:: :;Jt.tl I ttol !H: v•mpJoyee~:, officers or directors of 

any of the partie.•:-: itt ll1is procL"edi.ng. No copies of such material or 

informat.i_on sl!d I l lJ,· llt.tdt· .ttHi only Jj mi ted notes may be taken, and such 

notes shall be tre.1led .1s l.hc HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL information from which 

notes were taken. 

D. Disclosure of PROPRIETARY infounation shall be made only to attorneys, and 

to such employees who an" workinll clS consultants to such attorney or intend 

to file testimony in these proceedings, or to persons designated by a part.y 

as outside experts. Employees to whom such disclosure is to be made must 

be identified to the other party by name, title and job classification 

prior to disclosure. Information designated as PROPRIETARY shall be served 

on the attorney(s) for the requesting party. on-premises inspection shall 

not be required for PROPRIETARY information, except ln the case of 

volumlnous documents (see paragraph K). Any employees of the party who 

wish to review such PROPRIETARY materials shall first read this order and 

certify in writing that (s)he has reviewed same and consented to its terms. 

The acknowledgement so executed shall contain the signatory's full name, 

permanent address, title or position, date signed, and an affirmation that 

the signer is acting on behalf of his/her employer. Such acknowledgement 

shall be delivered to counsel for the party furnishing the information or 

documents before disclosure is made. 

E _ Attorneys, in-house experts or outside experts who have been provided 

access to material or information designated HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL or 

PROPRIETARY shall be subject to the nondisclosure requirements set forth in 

paragraphs C or D, whichever is applicable, and S. 

F. If material or information to be disclosed in response to a data request 

contains material or information concerning another party which the other 
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party has indicated is ~onfidential, the furnishing party shall notify the 

other party of the intent to dis~lose the information. The other party may 

then choose to designate the material or information as HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL 

or PROPRIETARY under the provisions of this Protective Order. 

G. Any party may use material or informatlon designated as HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL 

or PROPRIETARY in prefiled or oral testimony at hearing provided that the 

same level of confidentlality assigned by the furnishing party is 

maintained, unless otherwise classified by the Commission. In filing 

testimony all parties shall designate as HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL or PROPRIETARY 

only those port.ions of their testimony which contain information so 

designated by the furnishing party. If any party plans to use information 

and testimony which has been obtained outside this proceeding, it must 

ascertain from the furnishing party if any of such information is claimed 

to be HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL or PROPRIETARY prior to filing. 

H. A party may designate prefiled or live testimony, or portions thereof, 

submitted in this case as HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL or PROPRIETARY (hereinafter, 

"designated testimony") Prefiled testimony designated as HIGHLY 

CONFIDENTIAL or PROPRIETARY shall be filed under seal and served upon all 

attorneys of record. Only those portions of the prefiled testimony desig-

nated as HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL or PROPRIETARY should be filed under seal, and 

should be marked in a manner which clearly indicates which materials are 

considered HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL and which are considered PROPRIETARY. 

I. Within five (5) days of the filing of designated testimony, the party 

asserting the claim shall file with the Commission the specific ground or 

grounds for each claim. Such filing shall show the nature of the 

information sought to be protected and specifically state the alleged harm 

of disclosure. Such filing shall be filed under seal only if it contains 
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either PROI'IUI<','I'/\1\Y (11 lllt;IILY t'tlNI,.IIli<N'I'IAL information and shall be served 

J. A.ttorneys upo11 \.VJt,11tt pt•·lll•·d lc•:;l illl,li1Y designated HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL or 

rn.tk<' c;uch Lestimony avallable only to 

those per::c;oi\S <~Ullic11 i·_-_,·d J,, lc'VI<'I.V '"twil l.csti_mony under the restrictions in 

Paragraphs C or Ji, \.VI\ 1 ,·l!c'V<' 1 i,; dpp L 1 <·able. 

K. If a response to a di:-;covc:ry request requ1res the duplication of voluminous 

material or matt:'ri.ll not t'd::il_l'y' copj_t:·cl becau::-;e of its binding or size, the 

furnishing party may require the volum1nous material be reviewed on its own 

premises. Volununous matc~t:ldl sh.~ll i'lc'an a s1ngle document, book or paper 

which consists of more than 150 pages. 

L. Attorneys of record in this case shall require that the in-house or outside 

expert read this Protective Order and certify in a written nondisclosure 

agreement that the person has reviewed the Protective Order and consented 

to be bound by its terms. The nond1sclosure agreement shall contain the 

signatory's full name, permanent address, employer and the name of the 

party with whom the signatory is associated. Such agreement shall be filed 

with the Commission. Attached hereto as Appendix "A" and incorporated by 

reference herein is a form for use in complying with the terms of this 

paragraph. 

M. In the event a witness discloses the contents of designated pre filed 

testimony in his or her own prefiled testimony, such testimony shall also 

be designated in the same manner as the designated prefiled testimony and 

handled in accordance with this order. 

N. Unless good cause is sho"'rn, challenges to the confidential nature of 

prefiled designated Uestimony shall be filed with the Commission no later 

than ten (10) days after the grounds supporting the designations are filed 

or at the hearing, whichever occurs first. The party making the designa-
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tion shall have f.i.vt: (~1) ci.tys Lo respond to the challenge or may respond at 

the hearing, whic.:ht'\1<'1 ot·cuts fi.r·sl. 

0. The Conunission or [J,,c~r 1 nq c•xanunc•r may rule on the challenge to the 

designat~ions prior lo l.llc· hc'clL·inC), 01. at. the hearings. 

P. In the event no party chaLlenges prefiled desiC)nated testimony, or in the 

event the Conm1ission or its hearing examiner rules that testimony was 

properly designated, then such testimony shall be received into evidence, 

subject to any other obJections being made and ruled upon, and kept under 

seal. 

Q. In addition, all llve testlrnony, including cross-examination and oral 

argument which reveals the content of prefiled designated testimony or 

which is otherwise held to be confldential, lncluding any argument as to 

whether certain testimony is properly deslgnated, shall be made only after 

the hearing room is cleared of all persons besides the Commission, its 

hearj_ng examiners, court reporters, attorneys of record and witnesses to 

whom the designated information is available pursuant to the terms of this 

Protective Order. The transcript of such live testimony or oral argument 

shall be kept under seal and copies shall only be provided to the 

Cornn1ission, its hearing examiners, and attorneys of record. Such attorneys 

shall not disclose the contents of such transcripts to anyone other than 

those who may have access to the designated information under the terms of 

this Protective Order. Persons who have access to the designated 

information under the terms of this Protective Order shall treat the 

contents of such transcript as any other designated information under the 

terms of this Protective Order. 

R. References t.o designated testimony, whether prefiled or live and 

transcribed, in any pleadings before the Commission, shall be by citation 

only and not by quotation. Subject to the jurisdiction of any reviewing 
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court, references to designated testimony in pleadings or oral arguments 

made to such reviewing court shall also be by citation only. 

S. All persons who are afforded access to information under the terms of this 

Protective Order shall neither use nor disclose such information for 

purposes of business or competition or any other purpose other than the 

purpose of preparation for and conduct of this proceeding and then solely 

as contemplated herein, and shall keep the information secure and in 

accordance with the purposes and intent of this order. 

T. Subject to the jurisdiction of any reviewing court, designated testimony 

constituting part of the record before the Commiss.Lon shall be delivered to 

any reviewing court under seal upon service of the appropriate writ of 

review. 

U. The Commission may modify this order on motion of a party or on its Ol"-'n 

motion upon reasonable notice to the parties and opportunity for hearing. 

V. Within ninety ( 90) days after the completion of this proceeding, includi~1g 

judicial review thereof, all designated informat.Lon, testimony, exhibits, 

transcripts or briefs in the possession of any party other than Staff or 

the Public Counsel shall be returned to the party claiming a confidential 

interest in such information and any notes perta1ning to such information 

shall be destroyed. 

W. The provisions of paragraph c, D, J and L of this Protective Order do not 

apply to Staff or Public Counsel. Staff and Public Counsel are subject to 

the nondisclosure provisions of Section 386.480, R.S.Mo. 1986. Staff and 

Public Counsel shall provide a list of the names of their employees who 

will have access to the designated information. 

X. Outside experts of Staff or Public Counsel who have been contracted to be 

witnesses in this proceeding shall have access to designated information 

and testimony on the same basis as Staff and Public Counsel except the 
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outside expert shall read this order and sign the nondisclosure agreement 

attached as Appendix "A" hereto. 

Y. Outside experts of Staff and Public Counsel who have not been contracted to 

be witnesses in this proceeding are subject to the provisions of this 

Protective Order. 

Z. Prefiled testimony and exhibits, whether f1led or offered at the hearing, 

shall be prepared in t.he manner described lL Append1:·: "B". 
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I, 

STATE OF MISSOURI 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

NONDISCLOSURE AGREEMENT 

APPENDIX "A" 

have 

been presented a copy of this Protective Order issued ln Case No. on the 

day of 19 

I have requested review of the confidential in~ormation produced in Case 

No. on behalf of 

I hereby certify that I have read the above-ment~oned Protective Order and 

agree to abide by its terms and conditions. 

Dated this day of 19 
-----------·----

Signature and Title 

Employer 

Party 

Address 

Telephone 
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Appendix "B" 

Page 1 of 2 

J. If pr:etiled t <':':\ tliiOll)" ,.,,1\l.ttll:: f'.l 1 l :: wlli ell ,1re classified as Proprietary or 

Highly Conitdc•nlt.ll, tl :;l1c~l lh· I i i<'cl with the Commission's Executive 

A. An Oll')JI\,11 pill:; ••tqill 18) ,-upi es of pre filed testimony with the 

Proprj_etary 01: lltc]llLV Cot1lidential portions obliterated or removed 

shall be fi Lt'd. 

B. One ( l) copy of LhclS<-c pc1qc"S vvhicll contain information which has been 

designated o:o: l'rcp~:ietary, 1-v1th any Highly Confldential portions 

obliterated or removed, shall be f1led in a separate envelope. The 

portions which are Proprietary shall be ind1cated as described in D, 

below. 

C. One ( 1) copy of those pages which have been des1gnated as Highly 

Confidential shall be filed in a separate envelope. The portions 

which are H1ghly Confident1al shall be ind1cated as described in D, 

below. 

D. Six ( 6} copies of the complete prefiled testimony to be filed under 

seal for the Hearing Examiner and Commissioners. The Proprietary 

pages shall be stamped "P" and the Proprietary information indicated 

by two asterisks before and after the information, **Proprietary**. 

The Highly Confidential pages shall be stamped "HC" with the Highly 

Confidential information indicated by two asterisks and underlining 

before and after the Highly Confidential information, **Highly 

Confidential**. 

Any deviations from thi:-; format must be approved by the Hearing Examiner. 
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Appendix "B" 
Page 2 of 2 

2. Three (3) copies of e:·.:hibits, vJhetbt:r· testlmony or other, shall be filed at 

the hearing with the informatlon separated as described in l.A, l.B 

and l.C above with each copy of the Proprietary and Highly Confidential 

portions placed int.o separate envelopes to be marked as Exhibit 

Exhibit P and Exhibit HC. 
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