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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
Confluence Rivers Utility Operating ) 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire ) 
Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a ) 
Certificate of Convenience and Necessity ) 

Case No. WA-2019-0299 

AFFIDAVIT OF KERI ROTH 

STATE OF MISSOURI ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF COLE ) 

Keri Roth, oflawfol age and being first duly sworn, deposes and states: 

1. My name is Keri Roth. I am a Public Utility Accountant III for the Office of 
the Public Counsel. 

2. Attached hereto and made a part hereof for all purposes is my surrebuttal 
testimony. 

3. I hereby swear and affirm that my statements contained in the attached 
testimony are true and cotl'ect to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

_\ 0 J ;\ ~' 

Krioil1 
Public Utility Accountant III 

Subscribed and sworn to me this 23rd day of September 2019. 

' ' I ( 

- ., - .,- , . , •... •-, ·•=1"""' , ,: .. I 

· · My Comnuss10n expires August 23, 2021. 

Je ·ene A. Buckman 
N tary Public 
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SURREBUTTAL TESTIMONY 

OF 

KERIROTH 

CONFLUENCE RIVERS UTILITY OPERATING COMPANY, INC. 

CASE NO. W A-2019-0299 

INTRODUCTION 

Please state your name and business address. 

Keri Roth, P.O. Box 2230, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102-2230. 

By whom are you employed and in what capacity? 

I am employed by the Missouri Office of the Public Counsel ("OPC") as a Public Utility 

Accountant Ill. 

On whose behalf are you testifying? 

I am testifying on behalf of the OPC. 

What is the nature of your duties at the OPC? 

My duties include performing audits and examinations of the books and records of public 

utilities operating within the state of Missouri. I have performed audits in water, sewer, 

electric and gas cases and have perfotmed audits or accounting analysis in acquisition cases, 

complaint cases, and rate cases. 

Please describe your educational background. 

I graduated in May 2011 from Lincoln University in Jefferson City with a Bachelor of Science 

Degree in Accounting. 

Have you received specialized training related to public utility accounting? 
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A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Yes. In addition to being employed by the OPC since September 2012, I have also attended 

the NARUC Utility Rate School held by Michigan State University. 

Have you previously filed testimony before the Missouri Public Service Commission 

("Commission" or "PSC")? 

Yes. Please refer to Schedule KNR-1, attached to this testimony, for a listing of cases in 

which I have submitted testimony. 

What is the purpose of your surrebnttal testimony? 

The purpose of my surrebuttal testimony is to respond to the rebuttal testimony of Lake Perry 

Lot Owners Association ("Association") witnesses Mr. Rick Francis, Mr. Richard De Wilde, 

Mr. Chad Sayre, and Mr. Glen Justis regarding the issue of public interest. 

What is the conclusion all Association witnesses have in common? 

The sale of the Pmt Peny Service Company ("Port Peny") water and sewer systems to 

Confluence Rivers Utility Operating Company, Inc. ("Confluence") is detrimental to the 

public interest. 1 

Do you agree with the conclusion determined by the Association witnesses? 

Yes. 

Why do you agree? 

For several reasons. The lot owners of the Association do not wish to have the water and 

sewer systems sold to Confluence, the Association has made great attempts to show they are 

another viable alternative to purchase the water and sewer systems, and the operating expenses 

1 Rick Francis, Rebuttal Testimony, page 3, lines 3 - 4; Richard De Wilde, Rebuttal Testimony, page 3, lines 12 -
13; Chad Sayre, Rebuttal Testimony, page 2, line 22 through page 3, lines I - 2; Glen Justis, Rebuttal Testimony, 
page 4, lines 2 - 4 
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II. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

under Confluence would be much higher than under the Association. Reasons described here 

are further explained throughout my testimony. 

PUBLIC INTEREST 

Association witness, Mr. Francis, who is the State Representative for District 145, 

explains in his rebuttal testimony that just because Confluence is capable of operating 

the water and sewer systems, does not mean it is in the public interest for them to do so.2 

Do you agree? 

Yes. The Association has formed a not-for-profit, Lake Perry Service Company ("LPSC"), 

with anticipation to purchase the water and sewer systems from Port Perry. The 

Association/LPSC has taken great steps to prove that they are also capable of operating the 

systems, as well as it is in the public interest for LPSC to purchase the systems. 

What steps has the Association/LPSC taken? 

Association witness, Mr. De Wilde, explains in his rebuttal testimony that the following 

actions were taken by the Association to do its due diligence on whether it could unde1take 

the acquisition: I) developed an engineering review, 2) developed a business plan, 3) solicited 

and obtained a bank financing commitment, 4) solicited and obtained commitments for initial 

seed money, and 5) formed the not-for-profit LPSC. 3 

State Representative, Mr. Francis, states in his rebuttal testimony, "I would find ii 

abhorrent to anticipate that the Missouri state government would force the citizens of 

the state of Missouri to take a service they do not want."4 Do you agree? 

2 Rick Francis, Rebuttal Testimony, page 4, lines 21 -22 
3 Richard De Wilde, Rebuttal Testimony, pages 5 - 7 
' Rick Francis, Rebuttal Testimony, page 5, lines IO - 12 
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A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Yes. The lot owners of the Association clearly do not want Confluence to purchase the Port 

Perry systems based on the steps that have been taken to attempt to purchase the systems 

themselves and show they are capable of operating and maintaining the systems at a much 

lower cost than Confluence. 5 Petitions have also been signed by the lot owners opposing the 

sale of the systems to Confluence. See attached Schedule KNR-2. 

Please describe the bank financing commitment received by the Association/LPSC. 

As described in Mr. De Wilde's rebnttal testimony, First State Community Bank provided a 

commitment letter on May 3, 2019 for a $300,000 loan secured by a $300,000 three-year 

Ceitificate of Deposit ("CD") to be purchase at the bank. The CD will be secured by members 

of the Association. Fixed interest rates of3.65% and 4.45% were provided by the bank at the 

time of the letter. 

Has Confluence's parent company, CSWR LLC ("CSWR"), or any affiliate ever 

obtained traditional bank financing in past cases? 

No. It is my understanding that CSWR, nor any affiliate, has ever been able to obtain 

traditional bank financing6 due to the process of setting up a new holding company each time 

systems are purchased, which has no assets and no history of reinvestment to facilitate the 

sale of equity. 7 The owners of CSWR have never been willing to put up personal collateral7 

to secure traditional bank financing, 8 which has repeatedly harmed customers in the past with 

extremely high interest rates of 14%, which began with Confluence's affiliate Hillcrest Utility 

Operating Company, Inc. 9 Confluence affiliate, Raccoon Creek Utility Operating Company, 

Inc., also proposed an interest rate of 14% 10 to be included in rates, however, the Siipulalion 

5 Glen Justis, Rebuttal Testimony, page 19, lines 12-13 
6 Schedule KNR-3, Case numbered WR-2016-0064, Hearing Transcript Volume 2, page 113, lines 23 -25, and 
page 114 
7 Schedule KNR-4, Missouri Court of Appeals Western District, Case No. WD81661, OPC Brief, pages 8 -9 
8 Schedule KNR-5, Case numbered WR-2017-0259, Hearing Transcript Volume 4, page 426, lines I - 6 
9 Case Numbered WR-2016-0064, Report and Order, page 28 
'° Case numbered SR-2016-0202, Josiah Cox, Direct Testimony, page 31, lines 19- 23, and page 32, lines I - 3 
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Q. 

A. 

Q. 

and Agreement approved by the Commission was ultimately silent on the cost of debt rate. 

Confluence affiliate, Elm Hills Utility Operating Company, Inc. ("Elm Hills") requested an 

interest rate of ** ** 11 in its application which was ultimately approved when the 

Nonunanimous Stipulation and Agreement between Staff and Elm Hills was approved by the 

Commission. 12 Confluence affiliate, Indian Hills Utility Operating Company, Inc., also 

requested a 14% cost of debt rate, which was ultimately rejected by the Commission. 13 

Do you believe the Association/LPSC is capable of operating and maintaining the 

systems? 

Yes. As described in Mr. De Wilde's rebuttal testimony, employees of Peny County Land 

Company, Inc., which manages the day-to-day operations of the Association, already help 

with water and sewer maintenance from time to time. 14 The Association/LPSC has also 

received commitment letters from several individuals and organizations willing to provide 

operating services to LPSC, 15 which includes a certified water and wastewater operator 

currently working in the same capacity with Port Peny. 16 

Mr. De Wilde described in his rebuttal testimony a number of reasons the application 

filed in case numbers WM-2018-0116 and SM-2018-0117, to acquire Port Perry 

previously, would be detrimental to the public interest. The reasons described consisted 

of an excessive purchase price, past financing arrangements, and extreme rate increases 

11 Case Numbered SA-2017-0150, Application, Appendix L-HC 
12 Case Numbered SA-2017-0150, Order Approving Stipulation and Agreement, Granting CCN and Tranifer of 
Assets; OPC did not object to the cost of debt in this rate since the parties were able to agree to different terms 
regarding the prepayment penalty. 
13 Case Numbered WR-2017-0259, Report and Order, page 50; the Commission approved a cost of debt rate of 
6.75% 
14 Richard De Wilde, Rebuttal Testimony, page 4, lines 5 - 9 
15 Richard De\Vilde, Rebuttal Testimony, page 9, lines 2- 14 
16 Richard De Wilde, Rebuttal Testimony, Schedule RD-7 page 6 
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A. 

in other acquired commnnitics.17 Do yon believe those same reasons apply in the current 

case? 

Yes. I am concerned Confluence's purchase price of** ** 18 is excessive compared 

to Staffs calculated rate base of $58,133, 19 as of March 31, 2019. Staff has made no 

recommendation to prevent Confluence from requesting an acquisition premium in a later rate 

case, as typically done in the past. Confluence witness, Mr. Josiah Cox, explains in his direct 

testimony that Confluence disagrees with Staffs calculated rate base, however, since it 

appears Staff is only providing this number as an estimate and it appears a different rate base 

value can be argued in a future case, Staffs recommendation is acceptable to Confluence at 

this time.20 

CSWR/Confluence has also not disclosed any new financing arrangements for future 

improvements described in its current application. While financing may not be requested in 

the current case, it would be beneficial for CSWR/Confluence to be transparent with this 

information, just as the Association/LPSC has done regarding its financing commitment of 

future improvements. 

Lastly, the Association/LPSC believes it can maintain operating and maintenance expenses at 

a much lower cost.5 Confluence has already recently filed a rate case with respect to its 

operations and maintenance expense for systems acquired approximately tln·ee to five months 

ago. This request could cause increases ranging from 52.29% to 1,078.58%. Schedule KNR-

6 shows potential rate increases. These rate increases reflect increases in Confluence's 

operations and maintenance which is the largest portion of the request at approximately 

17 Richard De Wilde, Rebuttal Testimony, page 5, lines I - 7 
18 Confluence Rivers Utility Operating Company, Inc. Application, Confidential Appendix A 
19 Natelle Dietrich, Direct Testimony, Schedule ND-d2, page 7 
20 Josiah Cox, Direct Testimony, page 15, lines 14-25, and page 16, lines 1-8 
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Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

57.2%,21 and increases for customer service, administrative and general, insurance expense, 

as well as initial investment into the systems and a fair return on rate base. 22 

Mr. De Wilde explained his concerns in rebuttal testimony regarding Confluence's claim 

of having economies of scale. 23 Do you share those same concerns with Mr. De Wilde? 

Yes. CSWR Missouri affiliates have approximately 1,652 water customers and I, 762 sewer 

customers in total.24 However, in a recent meeting held on July 31, 2019, between CSWR, 

Missouri Public Service Commission Staff ("Staff'), and OPC, regarding the filing of a rate 

case for Conflnence, CSWR indicated they had no intention in the near future to 

simultaneously file rate cases for affiliates to review allocation factors or potential rate 

consolidation amongst Missouri affiliates. Therefore, Confluence's claim of having 

economies of scale is very misleading, as Confluence's current customer count is 

approximately 548 water customers and 595 sewer customers. 25 

Mr. De Wilde also describes in his rebuttal testimony that the Association has concerns 

as a community, such as profits benefiting investors or owners outside of the community, 

and possibly not spent in the state of Missouri at all. 26 Do you believe this is a valid 

concern? 

Yes. In case numbered SM-2017-0150, Elm Hills Utility Operating Company, Inc., an 

affiliate of CSWR and Confluence, filed a Notice on November 29, 2018, attached as 

Schedule KNR-7, which states, 

"2. Elm Hills hereby provides notice that Sciens Capital Management 
LLC has fmmed an investment entity named U.S. Water Systems, LLC, which 
has purchased I 00% of the ownership interests in affiliates First Round 

21 Schedule KNR-6 
22 Case numbered WR-2019-0053, Notice of Request, filed 8/29/2019 
23 Richard De\Vilde,Rebuttal Testimony, page 12, lines 4 - 8 
24 PSC 2018 Annual Report, Cases numbered SA-2018-0313 and WM-2018-0116 
25 Case Numbered \VM-2018-0116, Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement) Appendix A 
26 Richard De\Vilde, Rebuttal Testimony, page 12, lines 11- 12 

7 



1 
2 
3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

Surrebuttal Testimony of 
Keri Roth 
Case No. W A-2019-0299 

Q. 

A. 

CSWR, LLC, Central States Water Resources, Inc., and Fresh Start Venture 
LLC." 

Sciens Capital Management, LLC has offices located in New York, London, and Guernsey, 

so it is highly likely that profits benefiting investors or owners outside of the community will 

not be spent in the state of Missouri at all. 

Othel' concerns descl'ibed in Ml'. DeWilde's testimony inclnde impacted pt'opel'ty 

values, imprnvements to community development heing placed on hold, and pl'operty 

ownel's thl'eatening to leave, all due to extl'eme high rates ifpul'chased by Contluence.27 

Do you also believe these al'e valid concerns? 

Yes. All of these would negatively impact the economic development of, what has been 

described by lot owners at the local public hearing, a growing conununity in Missouri. 28 The 

water and sewer systems are not distressed systems with violations, but do need 

improvements, 29 which would still occur if purchased by the Association/LPSC, but at a much 

lower cost. Association witness, Mr. Sayre, states in his rebuttal testimony, "Most of these 

improvements could be managed and/or perfonned by existing HOA staff and local 

contractors over time as part of a 5 to 10 year owner supervised plan."30 LPSC's current 

business plan proposes only $40,000 in near-term repairs, improvements, and system 

analyses. 31 The remaining estimated investment of approximately $630,000 would be 

pe1formed in future years.31 This would positively impact the local community and 

Missouri's economic development. The business plan of spreading out investment over a 

number of years is not a plan which has been proposed in the past by CSWR or any affiliate. 

27 Richard De\Vilde, Rebuttal Testimony, page 12, lines 15-18 and page 13, lines 1-2 
28 Local Public Hearing Transcript, page 19, lines 7 - 13, page 32, lines 5 - 9, page 45, lines I - 3, page 76, lines 17 
- 18, page 99, lines IO - 14 
29 Chad Sayre, Rebuttal Testimony, page 3, lines 11-12 and 14- 16, and page 4, line 8 
3° Chad Sayre, Rebuttal Testimony, page 3, lines 26 - 28 
31 Glen Justis, Rebuttal Testimony, page 8, lines 8 - I 0 
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Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Association witness, Mr. Sayre, states in his rebuttal testimony, "In my experience it is 

not uncommon for IO Us to attempt to over-invest by either "gold-plating" what would 

otherwise be legitimate projects and/or investing in projects that are not actually 

necessary."32 Has this been a recent concern with another affiliate of Conflnence? 

Yes. In case number W A-20 I 9-0 I 85, Mr. Anthony Soukenik provided rebuttal testimony, 

attached as Schedule KNR-8, regarding the tennination of an agreement to sell a water and 

sewer system to Confluence affiliate Osage Utility Operating Company, Inc. ("Osage"), 

which stated, "Additionally, the improvements discussed by Osage Utility Operating 

Company, Inc. include items that are not required by the Missouri Depattment of Natural 

Resources ("DNR"); again adding to the costs that would be recovered though future rates."33 

Mr. Soukenik also stated, "By seeking the rate base adjustment and acquisition premium, 

Osage Utility Operating Company, Inc. sought to increase rates beyond what is required to 

make the needed improvements to the systems."34 Whether or not Mr. Soukenik's concerns 

are correct, the fact that both Mr. Soukenik and Mr. Sayre have raised similar arguments in 

two separate cases filed by CSWR affiliates, Osage and Confluence, presents an issue that 

merits close attention by the Commission. 

Mr. Wilde states in his rebuttal testimony, "Their testimony relates pl'imarily or 

exclusively to their capability. Assuming they are capable, capability is not enough to 

determine whether this transaction is not detrimental to the public interest."35 Do you 

agree? 

Yes. The promotion of public interest is the fifth Tartan Energy Criteria reviewed by Staff in 

Certificate of Convenience and Necessity ("CCN") application cases. Staffs memorandum 

explains that when positive findings are made regarding the four other Tartan Energy Criteria, 

32 Glen Justis, Rebuttal Testimony, page 13, lines 17 - I 9 
33 Schedule KNR-8, Case numbered WA-2019-0185, Anthony Soukenik, Rebuttal Testimony, page 5, lines 2 - 5 
34 Schedule KNR-8, Case Numbered W A-2019-0185, Anthony Soukenik, Rebuttal Testimony, page 4, lines 16 - 23, 
and page 5, line 1 
35 Richard De Wilde, Rebuttal Testimony, page 13, lines 5 - 7 
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Q. 

A. 

then most instances will support a finding that the CCN application will not be detrimental to 

the public. 36 Mr. Wilde is correct in stating capability is not enough to determine public 

interest, especially when a cheaper option is available and, not only willing, but wants to 

purchase the water and sewer systems. 

State Representative, Mr. Francis, states in his rebuttal testimony the, "Commission 

must take the lot owners concerns and their efforts in establishing a not-for-profit 

corporation to provide for sewer and water operations seriously."37 Do you agree? 

Yes. Even though there is not a sale agreement in front of the Commission between Pmt 

Perry and the Association/LPSC, this does not mean the Commission should ignore another 

viable option. As part of Staff's review, Staff looks at whether other utilities are available to 

provide similar service. 38 However, Staff seems to ignore the fact that there is another 

available utility to provide similar service. Staff explains, "There is no proposal before the 

Commission for PPSC to sell and transfer its assets to the Association, and to Staff's 

knowledge there is no contract for sale that exists or is being developed between PPSC and 

the Association."39 There j§_ another utility available and willing to purchase and operate the 

assets of Pott Peny. The Commission will not see a case filed between Pmt Perry and the 

Association/LPSC, because the owners of Pott Perry have been advised by the CSWR 

attorney to not speak to the Association about the sale. 40 However, a sale agreement has been 

drafted by the Association/LPSC, attached to Mr. De Wilde's rebuttal testimony, and could be 

discussed and an application filed before the Commission, if Confluence's application is 

denied. 

Throughout this case, Confluence has attempted to cut off communication with lot owners 

regarding the sale, which raises a concern regarding Confluence's ability to communicate with 

36 Natelle Dietrich, Direct Testimony, Schedule ND-d2, page 6 
37 Rick Francis, Rebuttal Testimony, page 3, lines 15- 16 
38 Natelle Dietrich, Direct Testimony, Schedule ND-d2, page 5 
39 Natelle Dietrich, Direct Testimony, Schedule ND-d2, page 6 
40 Richard De Wilde, Rebuttal Testimony, page 11, lines 6- 19 
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lot owners if the application is approved. Confluence has also objected to the request for a 

local public hearing, which would have, if granted, silenced future potential customers of their 

opinions. This also raises concerns of Confluence's ability to communicate with customers 

and Confluence's lack of care regarding customer concerns. Lastly, Confluence did not 

object, but disagreed with the Association's request to change the time of the local public 

hearing to better accommodate customers to be able to attend. Operating a utility in this 

manner is a poor way to provide service to customers and is contraty to the public interest. 

It has also been indicated in this case that the testimony of the witnesses of Confluence are 

less than credible. On September 20, 2019, the Association filed Lake Peny Lot Owners 

Association's Jvlotion to Strike and For Other Sanctions ("Motion to Strike"). The 

Association is seeking to strike pmtions of the direct testimonies of Confluence witnesses, 

Mr. Josiah Cox and Mr. Todd Thomas. As explained in the Association's Motion to Strike, 

Mr. Cox stated in direct testimony: 

"All the systems lack the financial, teclmical, and/or managerial capacity 
needed to provide safe and reliable water or sewer service. Page 11, lines I -
2.n 

However, as explained in the Association's Motion to Strike, at a town hall meeting held by 

the Association on September 5, 2019, Mr. Yamnitz, current President of Pott Peny, made 

the following representation: 

"Pmt Peny Service Company is capable of and has maintained and operated 
the systems in a safe and adequate manner." 

This representation made by Mr. Yamnitz clearly contradicts what Mr. Cox has stated in 

testimony. 

As explained in the Association's Motion to Strike, Mr. Cox also stated in direct testimony: 

"Due to their lack of utility experience and inability to make the investments 
necessaty to upgrade its systems, Pmt Peny has included it is in the best 

l 1 
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interest of the Company and its customers to sell the systems to a qualified 
operator. Page 11, lines 14-17." 

However, as explained in the Association's Motion to Strike, at a town hall meeting held by 

the Association on September 5, 2019, Mr. Yamnitz made the following representation: 

"1'01t Perry Service Company did not seek Confluence Rivers out to sell the 
Port Perry Service Company water and sewer systems, but Confluence Rivers 
sought Port Perry Service Company out to purchase the systems." 

Mr. Cox's statement in direct testimony seems to speak on behalf of P01t Perry, indicating 
' 

P01t Perry does not believe the Association/LPSC to be a qualified operator. 

As explained in the Association's Motion to Strike, Mr. Cox also stated in direct testimony: 

"Confluence Rivers is fully qualified, in all respects, to own and operate the 
systems to be acquired and to otherwise provide safe and adequate service -
something that is not present at the current time. Page 16, lines 15 - 18." 

However, as explained in the Association's Motion to Strike, at a town hall meeting held by 

the Association on September 5, 2019, Mr. Yamnitz made the following representation: 

"P01t Perry has four additional offers to purchase the water and sewer systems 
at this time. If the Commission denies the Application filed by Confluence 
Rivers, it may or may not consider other offers. It is more than capable of 
continue to operate the water and sewer systems." 

Emphasis added. 

Once again, it has been indicated that Mr. Cox's statements in direct testimony are not 

credible, by indicating that safe and adequate service is not present at this time at Port Peny, 

however, the president of Port Peny indicates they are fully capable to continue operating the 

systems and has done so in a safe and adequate manner. 

Several concerns described through this testimony appear to have a connection: I) The 

contradictory statements between Mr. Cox and Mr. Yamnitz, the current owner of the system, 
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Q. 

A. 

2) CSWR's attempt to cut of communication with the lot owners through its objection to a 

local public hearing, 3) CSWR's attorney advising the current owners of Port Perry to not 

speak to the Association about the sale of the systems,40 and 4) Mr. James A. Beckemeier, 

attorney for CSWR, sending a letter to Mr. DeWilde, ordering him to stop intetfering with 

CSWR's contractual agreement with Port Perry. CSWR has made several attempts to stop 

communication with the Association members and the current owners of the systems. As 

previously stated, operating a utility in this manner is a poor way to provide service to 

customers and is contraty to the public interest. 

The Commission should deny Confluence's application, because it is detrimental to the public 

interest, since there is another cheaper and capable option, with more transparency, attempting 

to purchase the water and sewer systems. As Mr. De Wilde states in his rebuttal testimony, 

"The Commission will gain experience in these alternatives for making judgements in future 

cases and the citizens will be rewarded for their effotts by maintaining their water and sewer 

services within their control."41 

Does this conclude your surrebuttal testimony? 

Yes. 

41 Richard De\Vilde, Rebuttal Testimony, page 14, lines 5 - 8 
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Empire District Electric Company 

Emerald Pointe Utility Company 

Lake Region Water & Sewer Company 

Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc. 

Hickory Hills Water & Sewer Company, Inc. 

Empire District Electric Company 

Laclede Gas Company 

Missouri Gas Energy 

Missouri American Water Company 

Empire District Electric Company 

Hillcrest Utility Operating Company, Inc. 

Raccoon Creek Utility Operating Company, Inc. 

Moore Bend Water Utility, LLC 

Terre Du Lac Utilities Corporation 

Indian Hills Utility Operating Company, Inc. 

Missouri American Water Company 

Gascony Water Company 

Case No. 

ER-2012-0345 

SR-20 I 3-00 I 6 

WR-2013-0461 

GR-2014-0086 

WR-2014-0167/SR-2014-0166 

ER-2014-0351 

GO-2015-0 I 78 

GO-2015-0179 

WR-2015-0301 

ER-2016-0023 

WR-2016-0064 

SR-2016-0202 

WC-2016-0252 

WR-2017-0110 

WR-2017-0259 

WR-2017-0285 

WR-2017-0343 

Liberty Utilities (Midstates Natural Gas) Corp. D/B/A Liberty Utilities GR-2018-0013 

Schedule KNR-1 



Kansas City Power & Light Company 

KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations Company 

Spire Missouri, Inc. 

Osage Utility Operating Company, Inc. 

2 

ER-2018-0145 

ER-2018-0146 

GU-2019-001 I 

WA-2019-0185 

Schedule KNR-1 



!i('EC'EJ1/'I;'[J2 
SEP 1 0 2019 

TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION Pllli/icse,1:corrr.. 
ICC Co111111issi0Jt 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified 
by the address below, and within the Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby state their Inability to 
attend the local Public Hearing set by the Missouri Public Service Commission on Tuesday, 
September 10, 2019 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been able to attend 
an evening meeting, and in either event express their opposition to the Application in File No. 
WA-2019-0299. 

c- NAME LAKE PERRY ADDRESS SIGNATURE 

1~~~~.,,________+j_:/_j__lLr~~__J.,~~~~'.____J 

Der. rs £,;;s.,J~ I art.T 

,q_ S-/, N. ~e,w/).r, 

it@/OS3 :@Jl!"Tifi 

f ~ , 
~-/ 

Schedule KNR-2 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please tako notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property Identified 
by the address below, and within the Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby st,ite their Inability to 
attend the Local Public Hearing set by the Missouri Publir. Service Com1nisslon on Tui!sqay, 
Septemper 10, 20;19 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been able to attend 
an evening nieetlng, and In either event express their opposition to the Application In File No. 
WA-2019-0299. 

I NAME I 

\'\i,0e- b-~"'~ . 

- . 

LAKE PERRY ADDRESS I .SIGNATURE 
- . r:<. .. ~ -

&t>BZ L.~ *"tf~ \, ~ J\ )~ ., 
'vvir.i.,.,l(t. 1/10 , 

,\, -

--

Schedule KNR-2 
2/134 



\ 

TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE CONIIVIISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified 
by the address below, and within the Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby state their Inability to 
attend the Local Public Hearing set by the Missouri Public Service Commission on Tuesday, 
September 10, 2019 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been able to attend 
an evening meeting, and in either event express their opposition to the Application in File No. 
WA-2019-0299. 

NAME LAKE PERRY ADDRESS ~---------~---

V(\.-'(f('.(:,~ I 

I',~ ,,.,I 
,'.'I,: "'1. 

.SIGNATURE 

. 

Schedule KNR-2 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLiC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified 
by the address below, and within the Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby state their Inability to 
attend the Local Public Hearing set by the Mlss_ourl Public Service Commission on Tuesday, 
5optmnber 10, 2019 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been able to attend 
an evening meeting, and In either event express their opposition to the Application In File No. 
WA-2019-0299. 

NAME LAI([: PERRY ADDRESS .SIGNATURE 

Schedule KNR-2 
4/134 



TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property Identified 
by the ~ddress below, and within the lake Perry Subdlvisioll, hereby state their Inability to 
attend the Local Public Hearing set by the Missouri Public Service Commission on Tuesday, 
September 10, 2019 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been able to attend 
an evening meeting, and In either event express their opposition to the Appllcatlon In FIie No. 
WA-2019-0299, 

NAME LAl<E PERRY ADDRESS . I 

\/.f?t.-11 v~ < ,/11 I !--u 0637 µ f}t,i.,_-J ~f 

. 

.SIGNATURE 
, 

~-

' 

Schedule KNR-2 
5/134 



.TO 'l'.llE MiSSOUl.UPUBLIC SElWICE co'.MM.fssro:r-r . . . . ! 
l'lenso take 110tice t!Jat tlm undorsig11ed, being the ownorn of roooxd of real 11ropo1iy identified Uy addl'ess below, ~ml wit hi the 
Lake Peuy Subdivision, ho1eby 11etitlon the Missoud Public &<1wloe Commission ("Comm:is~lqn"), 1of_p1ess thelr pppositlt11 to 
tho AppllonHon in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 nud SA.--2019-0300, (ho Application.of ContlubJtqo Mors Utility o»eratlug 
Company, Xuo., fur A1J1ltorily to Acquire Certal11 Wnte1· and SoWol' Assets nnd fora Certificato ?fCdnveuionoo and Ncoess ty 

("P01tPe1ty Caso"), and request the donmtlss.ion deny said Application. ·--· __ ......,i_-+1_,_....,.-~----i-, 
NAME Hl(E PERRY. ADDRESS _: ': Sl~'No.TURll ,, ., 

f-----------·-

· . 

. 

. 

l 
I 

i 
I 

Schedule KNR-2 ==-==---------------· -------------- ------····· ---· ····-·-· -----.- 6,134 



Sep.10.2019 8:17AM R i tha rd Ue\'li I de CPA No.0512 P. I 

TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please toke notice that the undersigned, being the owners ofrecord ofreaf 11roperty Identified 
by the address below, a11d within the Lake Perry Subdlvlslo1,1 hereby stute their lnablllty to 
attend the Local Public Hearing set by the Missouri Public Service Commission on Tuesdoy, 
September 10, 2019 at noon. The undersigned state thatthey would have been able to attend 
an evening meatlng, and in either event express their opposition to the Application In File No. 
WA-2019"0/499, 

NAME fAKE PERRY ADOlll'SS .SIGNATURE 

' ' 

. I I 11}; };{ lA;LJlh,f;, { 11)87 Ur-/Krrv ~r, /, ~J.Jt;p (~/()~ 
lJ I I 0 

l/2> 

Schedule KNR"2 
7/134 



TO THE 1\/IISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please hike notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified 
by the address below, and within the Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby state their Inability to 
attend the Local Public Hearing set by the Missouri Public Service Commission on Tuesday, 
September 10, 2019 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been able to attend 
an evening meeting, and In either event express their opposition to the Appllcatlon In FIie No. 
WA-2019-0299, 

NAME LAKE PERRY ADDRESS 

-N I 'ttJ{\}(i;Tµ J >e, \,. U\'\-\&2 I 08 7 fl,,, 1~" De . 

~·--

.SIGNATURE .:=J 

'V-'-""""4L3 c O . . 

Schedule KNR-2 
8/134 



------------------------

TO lHE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property ldont1fled 
by the address below, and within the Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby state their lnahillty to 
attend the Local Public Hearing set by the Missouri Public Service Commission on Tuesday, 
September 1-0, 2019 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been able to attend 
an evening meeting, and In either event express their opposition to the Application lh FIie No. 
WA"2019-0299. 

,___ __ _____cN-.e-A~M'--E ___ ---'--__ lA__c.l<.;.cE_P,.cER.c.R;.c.Y~A_DD_R_E..ccSS'-----~I - __ ,, .SIGNATURE° 

Schedule KNR-2 i 
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I 

TO THE MISSOURI PIJBUC SERVICE COIVIMISSION 

Please take notice that the 1int:Jerslgned, being the owners of record of real property Identified 
by the address ~elow, ant! Within the Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby st~tEJ their Inability to 
attend the Local Pub lie Hearing set by the Missouri Public Service Commission on Tuesday, 
September 10, 2b19 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been able to attend 
an ElVeningmeethig, ahd In either event express their opposition to the Appllcatlori lri File No. 
WA-2019-0299. 

'--c-----'N'-"A-"-M:.:.:t=--------1.---"LA'----'K:.:.:E:...:P--=E.:..::RRc:..:Y_:_A.:.::D--=D.:..:.RE:::S-=-S-_j__ __ .:::·S.:..:.IG:..:_N:.:...A:.:...TU::cR.:.::E'------__, 

r /,, L.'tJ. /J_ ·HJ VJ 7 I 9 t J;;-, ( /fUtfll/11 /l J-
~ 

/ 
I -

C 

/ 

j J JI ltt n':, , 1 
u 

' 

Schedule KNR-2 
10/134 



TO l'HE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notico that the undersigned, being tho ownors of record of re~I property Identified 
b the address below, and within tho lake Perry Subdivision, hereby state their Jnablllty to 
a end the local Pubflc Hearing set liy the Missouri Public Service comtnfsslon on 'fuesday, 
s, ptember 10, 2.019 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been ~ble to attend 
a, evening meeting, and In either event express their opposition to tha Application ln FIie No. 
V ~-2019-0299. 

I NAME I I.AKE PEIIIW ADDRESS I .SIGNATURE 

' 

A b 'P RT I+ f_ ll, ii l?l,.,'T l.>,l,L/•E ~. D,. ."t- 4-ll A 

fl 11 \,\ i? A fl.., I A tJ,h 
RR,\~ "t'RA- l~ ( ?/1,;1,1/2,,cll,,~, ,i .< I DftJ</'8 i:1~1~ t'RA/l-.. / --;,<, 

..._ -· 

')/ ,· 

Schedule KNl -
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l 

TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners ofrecord of real property Identified 
by the address below, and within the Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby state their lnabllltyto 
attend the local Public Hearing set by the Missouri Public Service Commission on Tuesday, 
September 10, 2019 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been able to attend 
an evening meeting, and In either event express their opposition to the Application In File No. 
WA-2019-0299. 

NAME LAKE PERRY ADDRESS 

LO\,rl.\ W.1,.<.:i(\u-- . .QIQ thr--1- pq,rtj ~i"e. 

. 

.SIGNA'fURE 

~(, ... -

Schedule KNR-2 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBUC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property Identified 
by the address below, and within the Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby state their lnabllltyto 
attend the l.ocal Public Hearing set by the Missouri Public Service Commission on Tuesday, 
September 10, 2019 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been able to attend 
an evening meeting, and In either event express their opposition to the Application In File No. 
WA-2019-0299. 

c· NAME LAKE PERRY ADDRESS 7 ,SIGNATURE 

~-· ··-------+-----------+-----------,j 

-·--- - •-----~ 

-··-------•-----~---·--------+---
( 

Schedule KNR-2 
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TO THE l\lIISSOOJU:PUBLXC SERVICE COM@SSX•N 

Ploase tnl(el!ullca tbnt tlto 1111dcxsJgued1 bolng the ow11ors oJ.'r<Joord ofi-enl J>t'opotty ldontU'!eil by nddroos below, nml wJt])lu tho 
Lnlce Peuy Subclivlsiou, horaby pctltloit tho Misstmri P1iblio lfol'vloe Commisslo.u ("CommfoHlon"), exp1oss tltek O.lJllQ~l!lon to 
tltc Appllon1ion in Caso Nos, WA-2019-0299 nud SAr?.019,0300, tho AJJJJJion(lon of Conf(oonoe Rlvom Utlllty 01rnrntlug 
Co1nptllly1 Ino., for A11tltol'ity to Aoqulre Certain Wn!cr nu<l /lowor Assofa m1(1 for a Corfiffonto of Convcnionoo nuil Necessity 
("P01H'orry Caso"), nncli'<11(t1tJ.sW1e dommisslon dou;y @Id Am>lionllon, 

·---~--------1--~--·--------1~------~-------i 

!--------------.. 

Schedule KNR-2 
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TO THI<: MISSOUlli PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners ofrecord of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the, Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, tb.e Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience am! Necessity 
("PortPeny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

- . 

NAME Ll\KE PERRY ADDRESS 

~~C, C. H-/l12,e1.r p~~+ 2 
Lol- '211 

-

\ 

SIGNATURE 

~&tzf~ 
- -

Schedule KNR-2 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, bolng the owners of record of real property Identified 
by the address below, and within the Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby state their Inability to 
attend the local Public Hearing set by the Missouri Public Service Commission on Tuesday, 
September 10, 2019 at noon. The undersigned state that they would have been able to attend 
an evening meeting, and In either event express their opposition to the Appllcatlon In File No. 
WA-2019-0299, 

NAME LAKI' PEI\RY ADDRESS 

·-· 

/.),,,1-)0 11') fl J,4J1-i11} J-) '1s ;? ;<JJi//J () 
/ J1JfJ LJs,}lf ,Mv 

I 1,:;1'>/0--
77 . 

SIGNATURE 
/, ii duY) /4 ;)t/h ___ 

// 
(/ 

, 

Schedule KNR-2 
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( ,'1 \ )I-{} (/ 
~ 1/~ - --- {l ~ 

TO THE MISSOUlU PUBLIC SERVJCE COM.1v.IISSlON t;l &-jl . Al . v'7 ) 
i 1·1 ,,s1i" 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record ofreal property identified by address bft~r11iicGvithin the 
-) Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), e'xpresstheiropposition to 

the Application in Case Nos. W A-20 I 9-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water a1td Sewer Assets an<l for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pott Petry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. · 

NAME ADDRESS 

/ l,/ I c,ld. Cc>ol'l 1/"1/ 
j_c,n e,. , ' 

SEP. l O 2019 

P fj ,. • 1<!:~cR-edule KNR-2 
11 t1C,Serv1ce Co111mfssj0J3/IJ4 



) 

/tJ -:::,. f/1 ;/? 
· · TO TUE MISSOUIU PUBLIC SERVICE COlVIMISSlON ~)y 

/ 

Please take notice tiiat the imclersigned, being the owners of record of real properly identified by address below, a~tin the 
Y,;ake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Cc1iificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. · 

ADDRESS SIGNATURE 

$t-,,;f-6l 1-. 

SOS 5 ftir't P.erty 

feofcfl ,1}/Jl/'IU /f/~)l 
. . 

JI ff Wl1/)oss (}11,d~l-----'!;;:2£&~~~~~ 
i 

' 
1---'-''-'--"''--'·c ~S-""-<..=k-=\,\,=rl\.__.,__.~'-'-Y~-i 30'>5 fo.,J re,rj \)y-

Schedule KNR-2 
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'l'O 'flill MISSOURIPUJJLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Pleaso tako notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record ofreal property identified by address below, and witl1i11 tl1e 
( ,1\rn Pcny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express the!i- opposition to 

llpplication in Case Nos. W 11-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, tho Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
I . 

(;6mpm1y, Jue., for Autl1orily to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Peny Case"), and requesttl1e Commission deny said Application. 

ADl>lillSS 

~- ;:!lie 

.0 
..,; ' . • ,-',:t ,.:· ,.,.,.•:·,-

&o&= MtU<,'( 1.J'W( 

,f U12rvc (fU;;6 

Schedule KNR-2 
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TO l'IlE MISSOURI PUllLlC SERVICE COMMI$' 

"['.lease takouotico that tl1e undernigned, being the owners ofrooord ofreal properly id~address below, and within the 

J,ko Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missomi Public Smvloe Commission ("Com'), express theh· opjiosition to 
e Application in Case Nos. WA-2019•0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of C<ilRivers Utility Operating 

Company, Inc., fot• Aulhority to Acqult-o Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certl:lConvenience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and reqnest1he Commission deny said Application. 

NAME Anmmss 

t:M I L/1=; 5/'+1 ND/2..Tl+Vl9JJUij 

MA-fl.Tl ti (J 6P..fl...V v I LL& th 0 

l<Rl5 51 'f-1 NO/a1-tVl8W LcbP 

Mf}f<.,T/ fV PE{)JZy V// 1..,/_£; /V\O / 

~ \.1, 
·)'.>.;o 

--' forJ- Jq·rry /Jr 
e...,_____-"\ l • ,, ~ • .. 

,. 

/),7,9 ~ y .;z,;z_ 0 [{ 

0 (JA'C2- !-Ua1 
A; 1-v 41--f!:'lf 5 /< I 

y?;,, h,,, ,,,. j 9-.--;;....az:r 

l<o c,v v-:.., I<::: w c; I<~ CY c;J __ ),.- t-v ?--)I 

\ 

·srGNATURE 

.f,J,;~;1,.;:1~ • Iv ~ 
{' { 

. 

;f1?,JZx, 
V 

/j,C: ~-- -- . ~,. 
,✓-

AY ~Y/21/4/{4/_, -, ' 

, 

~ If,( 
I ' 

. A }' 
/!,/· { 
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TO 'I'.HE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

) Plenso take notice tlrntthe undersigned, being the owners ofroobrd ofraal prope11y idenlified by addres.s below, nnd witllin !110 

LakePeny Subdivlsion, Jrnrcby Jmlition Ute Missouri Public Sorvico Comntlssion ("CoJllJJlisslon"), express their opposition to 
theApplicntiou iu CaseNo.s, WA-2019.0199 and SA-2019-0300, tlto Applicution ofConfluoncoRivern Utility Operating 
Company, Ino., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for• Ce1·tifioate of Convenience and Necessity 

) 

) 

· ("Port Pcny Case"), and requostlhe Conml_ission deny said Applicatjo11. 

NAME SIGNATURE 
,..,'. ~~ . ' 
;2-, J,f, f!,fj- )/aft"// ?(, rr 

Jo~vE. ~0EJJJiJ-lf} :l I i1 Ce/tlP/155 C; ReLff,,.J~ ~~~~f4___j,j 
6U~ 1/f LL/:, rY)(9 (p?J115 

Schedule KNR-2 
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/ 

TO 'THE MISSOURIPUllLJ:C SEllVXCE COMllf 

Please tako no!ioo that the uudersiglled, being the owners of n,cord ofreal properly id..,Jow, and within the 
r · ·\J•e Perry Subdivision, J1ereby petition tho MissonriPublio Service Commis~ion ("~ the!J- opposition to 

IApJilication in Case Nos. W A-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of (liility Operating 
Company, Iuc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Oflince and Necessity 
("Port Pony Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME ADDRESS 

Z I If~~ ~·~~~~ 
3'"1 

~~~~~~-!.-'5'021.o l/dr-1- erl'j~• !-==fl.-,...~=Jlc­

~ e_r r v~ \\ -e....Mbla.Yi3 
oCJS't pi'Nq P.err;;]) I' 

p.ur 1 '!-'. /(:Ci fllP k '3' 

i~1·o~_k 
¾," r-'-ti v i' l l -c M 0 

Schedule KNR-2 
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TO THE MISSOUlU PUBLIC SERVICE COM]'f 

. Please take notice !hat lite undersigned, being the owners of record of real property i<tr, nu<l within the 
·1 Lake Pcny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public ServkcCommission {"(t,iropposition to 

the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-20 l 9-0300, lite Application ofllaOpcrating 
Company, Inc., for Authority lo Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Cltind Necessity 
("Pmi Perry Case"), and request !he Conunission deny said Applicalion. 

NAME ADDRESS ~ 

. ,-;;Je ' t, :'!_3-e,lfcr {_~" 0 p-r l. ., ,{i, ,J . (} 

~~~~ t <:',, __ I/( -. 
,: .. ,~ 

' ) ii,,, ;<---( u G .),'?J· 
~,,., rl - h.. /" 0-""' f, .- I~ ''1 -· ~_/~ \ 

1f'1, U1, 7 C-d-""'7 ft' :J.o2'il c;Yt?.-/r -1' 
• -v , ___ .. __ 7 - - -

fe.r,yµ)--u ( /1 I} 4, 
Th n \'\ °' c," I e.s!o ,0.0.).~ Oo... ~- LJOt,'1 (, ~ 

'?trrvv: \ \t, Ko 
·, 

~ vtrirPr fi,r!vt ::,03.? "t>iJ!l':;pl<-- c..v,.,._ ( ~ iv/ A. 
~----~·-· f ?VV\(, c, llt , /VIAJl.o'?,77 , , 

' l 

i' 

·-· 

L____ ---- •--

-

/ 

r---
---· ~~ .. 

~~----··· 
I 

' ' 

--~ 
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I' 
TO THE MISSOUfil PUBLIC SERVICE COMI'(I 

Please take notice that the u11dernigned, being the owners of record of real property i(llnd withiJ) the 
L~ke Pony Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("'Oropposition to . 

)Application in Case Nos. \V A-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of()'perating 
-.,ompany, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a (11d Necessity 
("Po1t Pony Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME 

R:ti~4J /1/,1 tr;.,,,, v Iv 
(I /' 

j <?.Cl./1 /l € ;l{C/_ !--+ /,1q l1 ~, 

) 

- - -

i 

ADDRESS • 
. i:/i,, /00 7 fd/J,. T /e!,/..J/JII. 

Perr~ u i \I e, vYlOc,, "b 77 5 

I oP 7 h1r ferry e1c, 
j?e. rryv,' / le I ilw £;. 3 775 

If 

r 'k:.f;f 
() . ~ J 
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TO THE MJ'SSOURIPUBLIC SERVICE COMM) 

Pleaso tnke notico that tho nndorsigne<l, being tho owners of record of real property idt+iud within tile 
· )lice Peny Snb<livision, J1ereby petition llto MissoUJ'i Public Service Commission ("C<tiopposilion to· 
_ .lo Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of (l,porating 
Company, loo., for Aufhority to Acquire Coitain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Ce.tad Neoe.'lSily 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the Commission cleny said AJ>plication. 

NAME ADDRESS 

(}1r(!jl i 11/~;?fJA :/I) t./0 <!&1-1// Ji-.s C;,<l!te / ... ,, \ 

5: r:,,Jl«H ec11 .· f e!(t{ll)J/,,?e. /ft; /311~ -r I f, ~ # - , . . 
j)_rl,, ,, ..frt./,J -c,,,; ZA.-

61/C,, 1 1/w•t T 
./) 

~7<./!. V /Jiltl:~ /)10 ?,..3'1'7<; ~ -

) 

•. 

--

l 

' 
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TO '.I'HEMISS0URXPIJDLrc /IERVlC,ID COJ¥UY111 

l'k>aso tako notice that1lj,, undersigned, hoing lhti owners of record of:real property ide()td within the 
,alcePm?Y ~nb~ivision,b,. ernbyp~titio11 thoMlssourl Pu\,lio Service Commis.~on ("~JX!ajtionto 
Je AppliC11tion ,u Case~os. WA-201!>•0299 OJJdSA-20l9~300, th0Applloatio11 ofC_Q,,ntlng · 

Company, Inc., for Autlto,rity to A,:qulti; Certain Wnfl'<' nnd Sewer .Assets and for a Ce.iOli,reoessity 
("Po1t Pcrl'y Case"), l!lld X!!quest1h,; CorumfssioJ1 d1U1Y snicJ Application; · 

NAME ADDRll~ ,.. 
,, 

a-:·, 

Li DQ,4- l.CJ(f.A-,1) t O qo </IY'r{N)7c,;;,;r t' ...,-y· C, ,JI 
t?.-f'f'.:jt?;(/e!lf~ s \\ 

k,::>,77 

f}1 c.L LOG, ljty_ b O "f O A 11 ~en<) P©/ ;J, td ~ 
f~a_,e.yv, L.i.£ /Y}v d,3?75-

/Jrl-;Jr1 r.: . I I :20-4 e,,. u:, ~ Ci'-r, C ~p 'L I 1(....TJ.f ti!.. 

81, 1r1c(a Fvenf2el \~ycyv't I le.t t-A-(2,; 'fil !(t/' . ~775 
• 

-

\ 
' 

-

-

-

.. 

) ' 

i o61?d 
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TO THE M!S/lOUIUPUJ.lUC S.El1VICE COlVltWIJ 

Plonso take notie<> that the uudornigncd, boing tho owncrn of record of real properly Mentfmd within 1110 
Lnkc Pcny Subdivision, hereby petition ilto Missourl Public Se1vice Commission ("Conjropposition to 
tho Apj,Jiontion in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, tho Appliontion of Co.40p-0rnttng 
Company, J:uo., fol' Authority to Aoquh-e Ce1tain Water and Sewe1· Assets @d for tt CertilldNecosslty 
("Pott Peuy Caso"), and request the Commission deny snid AwHcntlon. 

-· NAME ADDRESS 

l<A1'rv. WNAfler R, \ S') for+ lt_,rrj QJ:,:w- . 

~u-r-: \.Jor~(\.., P(.rr_()v:lk
1 

tf\O C,1115 
~ 

. 

'-:L i.-

~eliA 
I 

,v 
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TO TllEMISSODRIPUJlLIC SERVICE COMMISI 

FILED 
September 10, 2019 

Data Center 
Missouri Public 

Service Commission 

_l'loase take notice that tho 1mdorsigned, being the owners ofrecoxd ofreal property ideniJelow, and within tho 
Lako Pony Subdivision, hereby petition U10 Missoud Public Service Commission ("Conte tlteir opposition lo 
tlie Application in CnseNos. WA"20J9-0W9 and SA"2019-0300, the Applioatiot1 ofCoilillty Operating 
Company, Ino,, for Aulhority to Acquire Ce1tain Water 8lld Sewer Assets aud for a Cer~oo and Necessity 
("Po1tPcrry Case"), a11d request tho Commission deny said AJ,plicntion. 

NAMJl ADDRESS w: 
iod.cl- Sir-a.. t~ 'bo 41 ~c,.,y 4o..pll C.t. 1")7,1 ~ 

N w le-~ 111\'W'L. 'Ptwjvl (eJ \.{o (.;J,11 S _ } \,JtUI,"-1½\_, 

Al"lrx'C£R ""PYI .... h: fi 

6 I~ ~t;;f\v\\l\£.ll'.) 1:::1-r (\ ",\\ .1 .n•r,v) • J 
'kY-'f")\l\\\e, Qv-'O lQ-:0775 

(_; I fl D \.f '"&l~ 'i /-, I 8'7~ t>~tfRer-1 Dt- U.,,t;f J 
\ 

--p ' e((y u1 lL,_ , /11., G, 7 7 s~ 
1>10.,we., f:>o..vwens 5130 /'--.)or¼ v\40 or bi~- I. ,A \ I 

K,¼X'T {) A-<> 1,1.)Q..h. s 
Pt..Y-rl-\0'.ll e.

1 
~\o 1g21 --is J/. ·ti \ ·-., 

1 a--blri "'- C)w,J>P ;u.5 J 13 I f<>rl-t'-c'r/r Dr, /4: :;1 
. 

ft:Yf1((1'{/{( I {M-Q (p 5 775'._ 

' 

/ 

- --
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TO TUR ML<;SOURI PUBLIC SEllV1~]E CQMMIS3 

' \easo lake no lice that the undersigned, being tl1e owners of record of real property iclentlad within lhe 
i.!ake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition lhe Missouri Public Serl'ice Commission ("Comlq,positlon lo 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 nnd SA-2019-0300, the Application of Co1to,rnting 
Company, Inc., for Aulhol"ity to Acqulre Certain Wnter and Sewer Assets and fot· a CertitlNecessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and reque,~t lhe Commission deny said Applicntion. 

NAME ADllRllSS 

1 {)l/.£3 /.IJ,Ke" /J,,,47 .0,e. 
f.AM//) C Jf!,.JT&:::/K J,~ ,,--;:, ;-,,f';?r /f/t'cE 1,"f i) . . 

Vv /0111 y If' J11r1 ro.:.1 f: 
I t,"J77!)~ 

. 
) 

---

.. 

•--

-- .. 

! 
.. . ---

Q .(,,; ,.~ 

t1~ 

--

-· 

_ ...... 
. 

:. _()_ . _\ 
V • 

i-&.K__ 

-~---

. 

I 
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TO '11ill MISSOURlPlJBLIC SERVICE COMMIS/1 

l'loiiso lake notico !hat tl,e nnderslgned, being the owners of record ofl'eal prope!ly i<loutle,,ltl1i11 the 
uko Pony Subdivision, horoby petition tho Mlssoud Public Servloo Commission ("Com~it!on to 
tho Apj>llcation in Caso Nos, WA-2019-0299 and SA-·2019-0300, tho Applloalion ofCon(iding 
Company, lllO,, for Authority to Ao11niro Certain Wnler and Sower Assets and fo1• a Corlifl/xo.,slty 
("Pott Peay Cttso"), ru1d request the Couunisslon deny said Application. 

~ 

NAME AlJ»).lllHS •· 
~ehn 1.s b. \r\.{'~~ A, 1 JO.'.SC\ 11\Pir,'JJP.Loc, P m 'I, 

~~,, ALl~•".J <v-er~~v,\\t , MO ~3T; VoA " 
- /' 

-

----- ~-~-~---·---

,✓ 

I 
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TO Tlill MISSOURI l'U:BUC SER.VlC:E COll!lMISSJ:I 

· -Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners ofrecord of real propetty identifOrilhin t110. 
µ,ke Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Comtr+.,ilion·to 
the Application itt Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confltru,g 
Company, Too., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certifi~sity 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application, 

NAME ADDllllSS ill-

P,.,,,.J !-Jti.\,{ /....t? + IL/ {1,, \. I' 
' 11<. ~f.e wo,,d:'/,"flf /5 

}\ \f'r-... \.} fl,~ \/. P.- v1r1.1 v1· JI f', m;; f,,i7 l5 r7rm 
I '/ I 

-~~--· 

\ 
l 

I 
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IO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISlf 

-~,)Please lake notice tliat the undernigned, being the owners of record ofreal property idontit,b<,low, and within tl10 

. Lake Peny Subdivislon, hereby petition the Missouri Public Se1vice Commission ("Com4,ess their opposition lo 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Contllflility Operating 
Company, Iuo., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sower Assets and for a Certiftlruence and Necessity 
("Po1t Por;y Case"), and requestthe Commiasion deny said AppUcntioJ1. 

NAME 

havirl S-re111 htc.-ker: . ' , 

1)/l r i..S ,c;tr>1nb_,,_1.,~ r 

) 
. 

I 

,-----· 

ADDRESS -
't qJ R.&sebw.l lt---· 

Pe,,yv,l!t ~g175 
&'1 ;f [1!c,seb1w/ LI'---

Pe.rrvvi 11 e. )"00 6? 3 77.£'° . 

/ 

rrmE .,. 

f),! K /d7 
r (' 

j)J;;;: ;,A~/\_ 

. ··-
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TO 'ffiE MISSOURIPUBLlC SERVICE C0MMJ: 

Please take notice that the undersigned, lieing the owners of reconl ofreal property idfess below, aud within the 
J.ake Peny Subdivision, 1,ernby petition !he Missouri Public Seivico Commission ("Ctqiress thoh- opposition to 

]APJllioation in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of <ks Utility Operating 
company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Ctflloenience and Necessity 
("Port Peny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Applfontion. 

NAME ADDRESS 11'.ATURE 

Tu.-vy R/1fc·r 2... ::, :z :, I C- <'!>PF,• Li f( /J. JtCT'.:i;::::::, ~ 6 ;;, T, /1 /lrY ,-,,,"/() I,, 3t,.., ;!, ,. 

) 

l 
.• 

' ,,- . , -:· 
' ' 

I 
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TO TJIE MlSSOURIPUJ;lLlC SMVICE COMMJf 

) Please tako uotlco tlrnt tho uuclorsigned, being tho ownors ofrcoo1·d ofNRl prop-0rty !do~Jow, ond within tho 
Lake Peny Subdlvlslon, hC11>by petition tho MJseowl Public S6t'VioO CommlSBJon ("CoitiJ tholr oppooition to 
tho Application in ClllloNos. WA-2019-0299 mid SA•7.019-0300, tho Application ofC«<iUty Oporofing 
ComµRny, Ino,, fot Au_lhority lo Aoqulro C'AJrtllin Wnter snd Sower Assolll ood for• Cruili,nc• andNcc\lBSffy 
("Port l'or.y Case"), Md roquosttho Comm!saion deny said Applioatlon. 

NAME Al)D>UlS,S 

f'f) l ~L. - / vJ . Su.I>'\"' ~r., 
i;,031..{ l\).,,.fh m n 

fa I ~h': +. 
' Pw·r..,v~ ~ MD 637?<"" 

T\ \(\(\ -p S,1,. ,,~p~ b~~4- Nd\t"-._ Qo\Rc·· G( ;; 
'(les"N{ \) ,\.\'.<i!.. \ ~ (/ 

l. .., •-:, ? .s.-

-----== --·,-

) 
-····-· 

-~H,o 

-

,_ 

~! 
\· 
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:ro '.I1lli l\lUlSOIDU l'UDLXC lil!IBYlCJ; Wlllllnf 

)Pleoso takb notice thntthe undersigned, being tbeownern ofreco!'d ofroul property ide+Jdress below, •n<l wifhio tho 
Lake Perr '· Sub<JMslon. horeby petition the Mlssourl Publlo SfilVloo CommlBslon ("Coa,), oxpross lholr op_poslflon lo 
the App1i 1ttion in Case Nos. WA-2019..0299 nndSA-?.019.-0300, the Applicolion of06livero Utllity Opernling 
Company Xno., for Autl1ority lo Acquire Certain Wotor 1111d Sewer AMC¾ t\lld for• Cmteonvrutlotica andNeooosity 
("Port Pery Cnse"), and request1hc Commission dll!IY Bllid Application. 

NAME 

1-. ...... , .. --+------~--I 

,_ __________ ..-j 

) ' ···,:·:~.-.- - . . . ·"". .. ---
·~ -- - --. -_.=.:..:..· -<:::..: ~' . ·:. : ~,~:~/~--:- ... i--:~-~-~i,~;_;;J~~~-~_.:~ -'" 0,J.·:_; ·. · .. -::-;-= --.-~.:- - . 

. . . ~ ... .. -..:':-,~ . 

f---------j...., ______ __j 

. ______ ,..,_ -----·--··----...J 

·------+--------..J 

! 

1:0 391/d 9NIJ.7nsN0'.)!)8 9JZ9T 

./ v' 



' 

TO Tiffi MISSOURIPUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Plense take notice that the undernigned, lrning the owners of record ofl'eal property identified by address below, and will1in tl1e 
')ke Peny Subdivision, hereby petition U1e Missoud Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 

. .te Application it1 Case Nos. WA,2019-0299 mid SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers trlllity Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquirn Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
r'Port Peny Caso"), and request the Commlssion deny said AJiplication. 

NAME ADDRESS 

f),? /, 1 i'"' I ,Ju- f4v E)ootq b ~~a.i-d 
D£, 

lL~ L { \ K 'P ..c. }\{- ~CD G 6 'o-lux-boOA d 
0 ~e_,, 

' ) 

l 

r-... ,!!TGNATUllli 

t---) ~ J/4__ ( 

~ 100- ;{), .J.kio fl .[) ... 

-

\.._U 
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Richard OeWilde CPA P. I 
' 

TO 'l'HE MrSSOUJU PUllLlC SERVICE COMMII 

l'leaso talcenDtiC<l U1attho undersigned, ueing t11e owners ofrooord ofrenl property idefl below, and withln the 
. i:,akol'oJI)I S\\bdivisiou, /(e\'el>y)Jetltion thoMlssourl Pablfo Service Commlsslon ("C<• ,,,,,s their opposition to 

}a Applioation ill Cnso No~. WJ\. .. 2019 .. ()?.99 l)\ld SA-iOl9-0300, llte .Applic~tlon oxc•IJ!llity Opori>tl1ig 
t:ompnny, Inn., for Autllotityto Acquiro Corin.in Wator ru1d Sower Assets llilil foi• n Ceitililo,100 and Neoosaity 
("Po1t Peny Case"), and rnque!ltlhe Co=iss!on deny said Application. 

I' 
f-----,t'~~l,.--~C'E 1 V'E 2J2 

'Sll. SEP 1 0 20/9 
) !l(ecorrfs 

Service C~llllllissiou 

1-------~~---+-----~,,.......-~~--1----------1 

) 
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TO T,llli :MlSSOWH'UBLXC ~ERVJ:C)); COMMJSSl0N 

Please falf_i notloo that the unclorsigiiod, being tJ10 ownero .of xeooxd ofreal p!'oparty !deotlfled by address beloi.v, aud~:vitliin the 
Ln\co Peny Subdivision, Jiercby petition the Mlssow:l Public Seivico Commissio,1 ("Commission"), expJess their op sitlon to 

1Appllo; tion Jn Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, !he App)icatio11 ofCoufluenoo Rivero Utility Opru ting 
.coh1paoy, uo., for Authority to Acqu.l.1:e Certain Waler HUd Sewer A1set,i ru1d fo.t· a Certlfio,le of ConvoJJ!cnoo m!d 1-jeoosslty 
("Poit :Pett: Case\'), and request the Co111Jnission deny said Applioatio11. i : , 

f+~ 1£' G&e/f/ lf),fl (l//&5'.5/~et,,,L--vM,}f ,(/4,vvn £ f{w-~Ji - ea de Q✓d~l}°L/1,,U. a 7 
-----------~-r------~~-~/~P_o/~·---~-•----~;•--~ 

I 

-~------~--i-'---1 

I : ---·- -------4---------~---i,,--~------~-+---,.-I : 
i 

-------..i.----------~---4••---------,----.-i 
i 
: ' 1-------------i~---I' 

) 
~-- --------j 

I ------------J.-------------1•------------~,i----i 
i 
I ---*------·---+----------,---1,,---------------~ 

u-..- ' 

--~-
' 

) 
!.--

' i 
I .· 
I . 

! 

I 
I 
I 
! 

' ' 
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1tl: lU adnln (f-AX) P, UUlfUU:.e! 

'1.'O 'r1lli MrSSOlJRI PUilLlC SERVICE COl\1MISSIQN: 

~!onse luke notice !hat.the undernlgned, being tl,e owners of rooord ofreal property lcleutificd by addi'MS below, and within the 
;ako Potty Subdivision, J1crobypetition tho Missouri Poblio Service Commlaaion ("Commission''), oxprcsa tliolr opposition to 

the Application in C1umNo,. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Appllontion ofConfluenoo Rivers Utility Opomling 
Company, Jno., for Authority to Aoqulto Cortoin Wsnir and Sower Assol>J and for II Certifioale ofConvMllllloe and Neoos,ity 
("Po1t Porzy Ca••"), and request t1te Commission deJiy sllid Applioatlon, 

NAME A»DllllSS 

1\0 /ltl f{i(¥g( ~l6T~~ · ~n 1, \ () /t61 l ' ~ 

4J-t~ .Tuvl:-11.Q,"''111 ,..J-R 
\] 

) 

BfGNA'l'lm'E 

~ /)/J ,, I rr:: A/~ 5 ',,r,-1,I' _ 

/' I ',:_/ 
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V.JI V.J/ ,£U 1.;:I IU i 10 dUJllll v·,v.1 I-', UU.i/ UU.t! 

TO TJill MISSOUlU muc s:EJ.l.VICE COMMJSSlON 

·11~aso tnko notico tJinttho undorsig,i.ed, being the owners of r~OOl'(l ofrenl property identified by address below, and within the 
1iko Porzy SubdivJsion, hereby pofifion the MissourlPubUo Seiylce CommissJon ("Commission"), express lhclr opposition to 

lho Application in Cnso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Appliontion of ConfluenooRivern Utility Opot'O.ting 
Company, Ino., for A11U1orlty to Acquiro Certain WntOl' and Sewer Assets and for a C¢rtifioate of Convonlenoe and Neoosslty 
("Port Perzy Cnso"), and request tbo Connttls&lon deny said Appllcntion. 

NAME AD))J>T<RS SlGNA'.l'ORE 
A 

,/ W'l'<\ttn 8t--o rt z., .;;'l/.bllll)"5l<2..u.Jood · ~/A""\ ... ,, ': 7 •.~•V,=7 

7ro,.'i l.5 ~U:;~v; I lQ..1 
• ,e:_,/ 

m~ th:~ 

. i 

' 
' ) 

I 
' 
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TO THE MISSOlJ1H J!UJJUC SERVIC.li: COlY.flW.TSSlON 

}loaso to.lee notice that the 11ndorsigned, bolog tho owne1~ of rcx,ord ofroal property identified by addre.'lil below, nnd within tho 
LakePQIIY Subdivision, hcrobypetilion the Missouri Publio Service CommJsslon ("Commission"), oxprcss !hob- opposition to 
111" Applioalion i11 Cose Nus. W A--2019-0299 nud SA-2019-0300, (he Applloation of Confluence Rivern IJfllJly Operating 
Company, foe., for Autl1orlf,y to Aoqulte Ccrtnin Water a(ld Sewer Asso!s and fot· n CeJ·lffiuhto of Convenience &nd Necessity 
("Port l'c;zy Case"), ,md requesttlte Commission deny said Applloatlon. 

NAMF. AlJrHillSS SIGNA'J'l/Rlt 

W \~ ~ OJV)\'ll 1 "2. t/}i(Xi) la UNJe &I · \1 t O O 1,1: ()J"(L/IJ 1 ~ . -- J--.-, • .J -
Do..riY\ '-J 0. VYl n i tz vern,p,,; !Le, f\A,O V1J111> I ~ 

-~- v.._, 
~, 
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. 
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1-'A61:. ~l / ~l i ,,,,,,,,,, '"''' 
, Pfonso Wre notice tliatthe undo.rslgned, being the owners oftoeord o.freal propexly ldeul.itied by address below, and within Ibo 
T,nke Pen:y Subtlivfo]on,hereby pelition tl\e Missour1 Po.blfo Se1vice Comrniml.ion ("Commission"), express tl1eir opposition to 
/Jie Application in Case Nos. WA-2019..0299 and BA-2019-0300, flJe Application of Conf111enoe Rivers Udltty Operating 
Company, Iuc., for Alllhorlly to Acquire Certnln Waler nud Sewex Assets and for a C<:>rtifioate of Couvettionce and NectlSSlty 
("Port Peny Caso"), and request tl\e Commlsslon deJJ,Y silid Application. 

NAJ\IU': ADDRESS SlG.N.-1.TlJlU!, 

I 

1 "~, -, 1 , 1 8Jv<.(' m O '70~~ LPvtz ¥b:rk L../4). . ,J? ,'ol = ,v 
Pe_rr'iJ; (L.... , Yh O G}17:i 

) 
I _y • 

IY)C;'f\-l{ ~ ~-- 1;<n,.,() 
I 

) 

I 

-· 

' 
' ~ , ,J ' 

-· ) Ill-, ir \a. <)Ir I 1fYI\ .v 
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) 

1'0 THE MISSOURI PUBLlC SERVICE COl.Yl.MJSSION 

J>Jeaso tako notice that the undersigned, being the owners ofre<Jord ofreal prpperty identified by address below, and witl1in tl1e 
Lake Pony Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, tho Application of Confluenoo Rivers Utility Opo1:atil).g 
Company, !no., for Authority to Acquire Certain Wnter and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Neoessity 
("Port Pony Case"), and request the Commission deny said A11plioution. 

NAME ADDRESS 
ff\tll.,1r.,f(_ scfia,..,,,.,en_. -z -Z o I DAI(_ w 1.y 

l-4.I{~ P1i,Q.ri.P/ 

l.i\.. l... () r ""-h p Q,Lo -
/7,l,/UJVll-/..,,<_, Aid CJ 71~ C 
, 

n,.:,._, l~Kv-<, 
'2>\?S"\? Sv_s c✓ Mor/• Cv,r\-

~- • -•· , . 

SIGNATtmll 

1£;#A/ 
.r<>f .1,U) .. L Ir r,,J I 
~c ,~- )~~ 
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IQ TUE MISSOURIPUilLIC s:m:tVXC:E COMMISSION 

) Please take notice that 1110 undersigned, being the owners ofrccord ofrenl property identified by address below, and wit!Jin the 
Lako Peny Subrtivision, J1ereby petition the Mlssonri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition lo 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 nnd SA-2019-0300, the Applioation of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Iuo., for Aulbority to Acquit<> Certain Water aud Sewer Assets and for n Certificate of Convenience and Neoossity 
("Port Peny Case") and request the Commission deny said Application 

' 
NAME ADlll.UlSS 

S f.fr+Wf\l. Lr+LL '{ &J 6 lf (. ('{~ ~"'tt-j- fu.1-fl' 0 

/I' l'M'{ lrtL,Li ft~ \( :r:.L l e::i fV\a /4 - • 

" 
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,,.0,.,01, 10,1, - '" oRou, 6365275666 PAGE. 1/ 1 

'rO TB'E Mrsso:oru J,'UBLXC SERVICE COMMISSWN; 

)uso take notioo thnt tho undorsignod, being tbe ow11oxs ofrC-Oor<l of Nal property ldontilied by nddre•s below, and within tho 
~Jlco Pmy Subdivision, hvroby petition the Missourl Publlo Se1ylco Commission ("Commlsslo11"), express lholr oJipoaitlon to 
tho AppllonHon in Cn•e Nos. WA-'.W19-0299 and SA-?,019-0300, tho AJ,plicalion ofConfluunco Rivorn Utill(y Oporuthig 
Com)lany, Inc., for Aulhority to Acqulro Co1tni11 WntOJ' and Sowor Assc~ and for 11 CcrHfloate of Convenio.nco and Necess1f¥ 
("Pol't Pony Caso"), and request tl1e Commission deny spid A11pl1ontlon, 

NAME Aol>1ill8S SXGNA'.l'llliE 

dl;{'/&A! ;k/ 2cOoes-' c::!?At< WA-If· ~,~~~/2. \ · 71 ·t Le, MD b3775"' reffytJt I . 
V 

I 

DIISAtJ ,.<,; _.5~/("' clD'3lfi OA-1< WAy ()/4,,, .. ,f\. /,j /I" A. j' 
•-• -· ."'!'.".. ,r 

Party vii le, MD ti '3775' 
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TO 'l'HE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please tako notico tl1attlie uudorsigne<l, lieing the owners of rec01xl of real property identified by address below, and within 1110 

r -s{co Peny Subdivision, hereby petition lhe Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
JApplication in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 

Company, Inc., fot Authority to AcqnitX> Certain Water aud Sower Assets and for a Certificate of Convcni011co and Necessity 
("Port Pel'l'y Case"), and request the, Commission deny said Application. 

NAME ADDMSS 

~-\-v~ c_\_ \\ _ \'Jo\,, 101'-¾_ l,,_\u,_ '?t,~\--C-v<l.,\e.___ 
" '"B ' 0f<"i " 1 \\ ~l },\__ O G, 3 :t-:f-~ 

~ V-1:, E" )-\ • bb \<L~ '1-014 1,._,,_1.__ ~,_,_\- (,,..,\"'~ 
' ' ,\Je..'((cl -.): \\.._ (){O ft,5::j-,-=j-E, 

) 

-

\ 
.! 

SIGNATUIU, 

l {J;,_,I) i (~ /( 
- . , ~JA 

~s.J\-1¥ 

-------- -- - - - ·-
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r ro nm MfSSOU!lJ l'Ulll,i_C SKl!l'l{.'li; COM,\H~SION 

,kr1s,;'. l:1k1..~ 1llilkc th:-,1 flie umkfaignccl, Li;:ing !Im owners of r.:curd nfl'e:il propurty likriliHt:\I hy ;1tld1\'..-.!-. lwlow, anJ within {h<.: 
.:1ke Perry 811lnlivisi1lJJ, l1crchy pclilinn lln- i'\'lissouri l'uhli,: S\ir\'fo1.i Cnn1111issfon (·1Commi:-~ion''), cxprc.c.s !l1cir nppasition Ill 
lw Aj)Jllirnlion ill C:m:e N1H. \V,\-20l9-021)4) 111111 NA-JO l <J-D1{10, !hL' Application tif Co11fluc1tcc Riv~1~ Utility Opernting 
::u1upany, Inc., for i\nlhorit)' to Acquiri.) C1.~rt:iin \Vnkr :wd Sewer Asscl.'i mid for :1 C\irlilicalt' of Com·l~llit!i'lt'.e muf Nct{?ssity 
"Poil Pt'rry (as,:·'), aud 1-.::qtu.•;;t th~· C(mm1ii:;:-iml .:!cny:-aid A111ilic;11)m1 . 

. _ 
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-~~~~=~J 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real properly identified by address below, and within lhc 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missomi Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 

) Application in Case Nos. W A-2019-0299 and SA-2019-03 00, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
vO!npauy, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sower Assets and for a Ce1tificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pot1 Peny Case"), and request lhe Commission deny said Application. 

NAME 

·J/o C/>rl II t/41/4 r 

[f;,1el If. JI~ 
,Tub 

ADDRESS SIGNATURE 

-~ o 2, () C>-, (<. c,.J ::_':) 

,. .. ,,. .. ( __ 
';,,):; Pc R 

? \ :),.9 ·-p(J(+ Perr1 ·r:r _i,_..,.~~i==~z==---~~-1 
-;).._Do 3 @,:,._, RfZ~y i::,~. 

:/oiY.5~/l1~J ~ 

? f31l1t.y(// lt.., _ 

'7t."j/e(,Jc,,,d TRQ,t~ /bl 
013?7.;; 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the 1111dersigned, being the owners of record of real prope1ty identified by address below, and within the 
Tr.ako Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
je Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluoncc Rivers Utility Operating 

Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ce1tain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME 

J 

ADDRESS 

# 2)-/ 11 
CQJy)('.l'<'Ut_'.l 0 

-\>f _ \>(/ r~cv•, \let o-1': ) 
~sT,/1.€" 

aol 7 tJl1. u.,e_i (,ZU 

~rRttvilh mo 1o3 7o 

L/ 0 (, {, 

{ya/"- y' ~; LI} 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real propmty identified by address below, and within the 
f .~ke Perry Subdivision, hereby petition !lie Missonri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 

)Application in Case Nos. W A-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
e,ompany, Jue., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the C01runission deny said Application. 

NAME 

_.,Z, ::?'Air Jfe'(;c:tf 

v-/eLLY sre6G'f 

ADDRESS 

<2.b&O Mclnf'\"-- ~p 

~ \"(\a.(\ <I-".- W0 

M/#3/t, ,v;31 o-lf~ w/J-V 
/\ __fl,~L 

~f ~J)¢ Cttff Lj 07 ':)._ l)-~ ~ U/) 

J l-tt-i' t-e. I\ 
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TO THE MISSODRI PlJBLlC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
,~e Application in Case Nos. W A-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 

Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ce11ain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Ce11ificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Po1t Peny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

ADDRESS 

II 

(PD (ofY'-e.:t ~· 

~+-=-'----=-c__-=--'.:~:::..)! (l> f J Nor-t A p d; ,.;r Cow- 'r µ:_<c:~=-L~~rL/.L,~~-------\MII 

f--.C_.:::c_.1.L___c:-=-:s;~;_:-,~~--l 
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& o t-// ;fl IZ,;t 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that tho undersigned, being the owners of record of real prnperty identified by address below, and within the 
J,ake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missomi Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 

)e Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, tl1e Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Ce11ifioate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Pel'fy Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

ADDRESS 

_fu:.1<.i( 

-

)too PcR.. wee 
(> e»"A v; lie , (\t\.O & ~~1J 

~;;.'i ~ .:!,,-'(, (7~u _ T /J ( dJ ad-~ , 
,. /J e-/t /( M r/ ( 1/) r,/)i/ f) 

) 
-·· / 

I \SIGNATUR)s 

, - l 
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TO THE MISSOURI PlJBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners ofrecord ofreal property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 

')Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utilily Operating 
uJmpany, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pmt Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURE 

'u 
\, \,\\,h(L() \ U.t!.W,L.(>~ \C>-"\'-\ fc,ns rE<l,'-'I D .. ws ~ c.) ~W-J.~- 1, I 

1130-b,i)J'r \{._ O,s, W1LO {:_ 
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~Dhett+- s wJ~'(j_.. .503.4 ?orJ- ~IL°'[ pt, 
-?e,0v, ti"' {V\J;, /rJ ?:,) )S-

-,Jc: v1 l 1\,(lt/11\ 
i/ ( 'fs {=.~, I I ~01'\ (f _t; 

,tr-r y vr u1 /1'-- (J!31J1;:) 
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rr;·""'- }) fl V • .fd J-1 :2- I I 5' Po(\..+ ~r<f'y 
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. f< ~A,, d 11flvlllfV ' 
'k. ~ ,\ V 
AUilVru 911 /4~/JMPL. · 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within the 
T,ake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
)o Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA,2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 

Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Cettain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate ofConvonience and Necessity 
("Pmt PerJy Case"), and request tho Commission deny said Application. 

NAME ADDRESS 

k6:4/tVt:.7,4/ C- f< v.:iu 3 d /fl&M/:tfi.£VW)fl) 
~ ,I /,:, / '-'7' /kw;::t 

S /<l.11- ;r2,&.J k' ,P"' 0- , - ,. ,.,, ,61 C. }:) ;:2 V I., l.-L-u:.. ~ 
I 

... -·· 

) 

l 

1/, . . 
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FILED 
September 10, 2019 

Data Center 
TO THE MISSOURIPUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION Missouri Public 

Service Commission 

Please take notice that the 1mdcrsigned, being tlte owners ofrecord ofreal properly identified by address below, and within the 
J;,ake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition lhe Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
)e Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 

Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pott Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME ADDRESS 

/??/ t\l<'-:/ t<f /-,11.)t.V)' 

r_cvl,/· /lfo 
/0 11 f'c,f (,//1 ~ tJ·rJ..5 

~-;y.c,,. /J. t/,.'cuu /.Jr. 

Pe,,r% 1,,/// e.,,, /o/Ld 65 / 7 r-

SlGNATUllE 

( '317 
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TO THE MISSOURIPlJBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that tlw undersigned, being the owners ofrecord ofreal propeity identified by address below, and wilhlu the 
Lake Porty Subdivision, hereby petition the Missomi Public Service Comtnission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
)1e Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-20]9 .. 0300, the AJ1plication of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 

Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Po1t Peny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

I\A 

I 

ADDRESS 

1 ~ t( v-J ~__( <Sl D ",A--r1'<­

'T'-e <' r-(J\ l~~ W\>P·i "', 77~ 

J /;Jc:? !911; /JaJ0/ or 
~- t /)Jjp?~ 

~{'. 
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TO TUE MISSOURI l'UBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that lhe undersigned, being the owners ofrccord ofreal property identified by address below, and within the 
T ,ake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 

)Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
l,ornpany, Inc,, for Authority to Acquire Ceitain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Peny Case"), and request the Connnission deny said Application. 

ADDRESS 

' cords 
p1w{tcService Comtnlss/011 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUllLlC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the tmdersigned, being 1he owners of record of.real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Publio Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
}e Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the AJiplication of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

) . 
. •• 

NAME ADDRESS 
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TO nm MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please taJce notico that tho nudorslgncd, being tl10 owners of rcoord ofreal property idontified by address below, and witliin the 
,CakePeny Subrlivision, J1erebypetition tho Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
!lie Application ill Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Autllorily to Acquire Cmtain Water and Sewer Asse~ and for a Certificate of Convenience and Nccossity 
("Pott Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME 

.. Y}) i~kae ( , !, Ru./ /en~iej . 
~-rk/{$'.'11c t }/fa(t/<en,c,.,/ 

ADDRESS 

~ l (7,..kcs,~ b....- · 
-(Jev:ry Ji/( e. //MO r.,311)· 
/1.0.f 3 usf- t I 

SIGNATURE 

MMe~~ 
fd,?f{t__,__ k jfj &r r•"J ,. 

I 

,_ _______________ __, 

I-'-----------.-·-··--
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TO THE MlSSOURIPUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

1Please lake notice that U,e uudorsigne<l, being the owners ofrecord of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby 1rntition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), oxp1'0Ss 1hoir opposition to 
the Application it, Caso Nos. WA-2019,0299 and SA-2019-0300, U10 Applioation of Confluenco Rivers Utility Oporating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain \Valor and Sewer Assets ,md for a Certificate of Convenionce and Neoessity 
("Port Perry Casa"), and request tho Commission de1ty said Application. 

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATUllK 

~S<>A k,et~',... f fb'\- L L.o-f ,~s ~~ lo pc.~ %' l '1 ·c_;;, 

()<!.cr- 1 v-, 1/c., //LO t,;.'.1775 

nnr,.1 / tc ft1 d ev ,, I I 
11,) /{;) 

I lJ u 

c. 

I 
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512/2019 

Signature 

From: Hood, Tyler (Ty1er.Hood1@whiting-turner.com) 

To: rtdewilde@sbcglobal.net 

Date: Thursday, May 2, 2019, 6:21 AM CDT 

AT&T Yahoo Mail~ Signature 

,, 
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'fO T.Em M,1SSDJIBI :rlffi)!r,f,! SEllVICJiJ COMMJl:ISlON 

P[eAso lake nolloo Uint tlJo undersigned, holng (ho ow1101's of 1·coord of 1'¢AI property icloul!/led by addt~s boloiv, and within the 
Lako Pr.ny Snbrllvlsion, J1m'oby pr.ti lion tho Missouri l'nbJio Service Commission ("Co111rnisslon"), express !heir opposftjon to 
tho A11plloa1loJJ ln Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA•?.019-0300, tho Appllontion of Cout1ucnco Rivers Utlllly Opernti11g 
Company, J.uo,, foi· Aulliorlly to ,!l.cqulro Corlaln Water anrl Sewer Assets and for II Certificate of Convonience mid Neor,ssity 
("Port Pony Ciiso"), nnd rcquost the Conm1lssion r1eny sald Applio11!ion. 

I V V 1~11· 

··---------·-··---------l 
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TO THE MISSOURIPUJJL!C SERVICE COMMJSSION 

Please lake uolice !hat !he nuder.signed, hoiug !ho owners of record of real property idenlified by ndclress below, and within lhe 
Lako Pcny Subdivision. hereby petition tho Missouri Pnhlio Se1vlce CommissJon rcommission11

), express tlieir opposition to 
l11e Awlieatiou in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 oud SA-2019-0300, lite Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Op orating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain \Vntc1• and Sewol' Assels and fol' a Cel'tificate of Convenience nnd Nccossify 
("Po,t Percy Case"), and request the Commission deny said A1r1iliention, 

.v 
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Luko l'orry Subdlvlslon, licrcl>y J)Otitioll tho Mlsso\u'i l'ublio Sorvlco Conrniisslon ("C,>rntni~~fon"). oxnros.s their oonnsilinn to 
flw·. A ru,lfr,.nflnn _in r,1,m hr,,<,! w ,~ -/i'i'I Ow(j~9u .111u-t .t:. /.\_ l,l'I i ;J_fl .(1"11) ,x.,. 1\1,·niinnti"'l ,:,<; I 'nh(l,. .. n,.,,, l,.l 1un ...... I fl,,,,..,' h1-,.,, .. t,,. .... 

Compnoy, Iuo., for Authority to Acquiro Co1toio Wl\tOl' and Sower Assets· and fol' u Cortifionto ofConvoulonc~ nnrl Ncoo;~ily 
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JO THE rvnsSOURil'UJ3UC SERVICE COMMTSSION 

1 Pleaso take notico that the undoi-signed, being tho owners of record of real properly identified by addre.ss below, and within the 
1Lnlrn Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missow-i Pnblio Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
tho Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-?.019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Co1tai11 Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate ofConvcnionce and Necessity 
("Port Perry Caso"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

I 
~ 

...... ~------l'iAMlL ______ .. - ADDlillSS SIGNATURE 

Wm. F. Wachter 141,/,#/j/,-2070 Marina loop Drive 
I ' -- ·-------·---- - ---·- - lake Perry 

Perryville, MO 63775 c"" fr' w ~ lj 
Sue R. Wachter 

L'.:.~~\J--L ~ . d..< 
.. ... -~. - --
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I 

TO TflE lY.llSSOU.RI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please lake notice that tho undersigned, being tho owners ofreoord ofreal ptopol'ty iclontlfletl by address bolow, nnd within tho 
Lako Pony Subdivision, l1eroby petition 1ho Missouri Publio Se1vloo Commission ("Commission''), oxpress their O/>posJlion to 
ll10Applioation in Caso Nos. WA'2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Conf[uenco Rivers Utility Operating 
Com1,a11y, Jllo., for Authority to Acqulto Certain Wnter aud Sewer Assefa rutd for a Cortifioato of Convonic11w ,wt Necossity 
("Port Perry Case"), and re<1uesttlie Collllnissio11 deny said A11plioation. 

NAME M>DMSS 
. . M .,,., 1-l ~ () ~r Aw-cv.,- f t•N r \ JJ,.,.,.., 

()l.il\\>j ~ ,{ f I ~, i ?"l ) ) 

l)~/J~t M "",. "''1 ir:.~t /l.,_aV<,.,.. f,,; --r 

0,.-.~i•l<t k.o . '7..., 15' 

~ .. , 

. SIGNA'1'URE 
\_ 

( 1 . 
V -

-,,, ,_: __ ~ VV\,. 
-w~ , 

tf 
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TO '.l'.IIB MISSOURI PUllLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

~l011s0 lake nolice t!rnt Iha undornignad, being tho owners of record of reul property idonlifiud by address below, nnd witliin tho 
Juice Pony Subdivision, hc11)by petition tho Missouri Public Smvloe Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 

!he AJlplicu!ion in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 nnd SA-2019-0300, (tie Applioution ofConlluouccR(vors Ulllily Opomting 
Company, Ino,, for Authority to Acquire Cortoln Wnter nud Sower Assets nnd for n Corli!icetc of Convenience nnd Necusslly 
("Port Perry Cnsc"), and request U1e Commission ([ony snid A11plicntlon, 

NAME ADDRESS 

/111-n,.,; JI. 1i[ /Jf,,0-e-;i l. ~ l'/02 t11/!rpo,,,i '2>11... 

°7?'.tA.//11/Jr; /r/v f)'3?15 

) 

l 
' 

SIGNATURE 
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TO THE MISSOUlUPUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice Utatt!te nndorsigned, being U1e owners of reoord of real property idontiJled by address below, and within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Publlo Service Commlsslon ("CommiBllion"), oxpJ(ISS tlwk opJ>osition lo 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0Z99 nnd SA-2019--0300, tho Applioatiou of Confluence Rivers Utility Opruating 
Company, Ino., for AuU1ority to Acqulro Certain Wnter aud Sewer AssellJ and for a Cortificare of Convo1tichoo and Neoessity 
("Port Perry Caso"), Md .request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME ADDRESS 

.,. ........ /1 v',.l') ~-fn (, {,,,, Lf <> k C/ ~4hX.V 
- , 

/-ertyv: tie' Aft,. f•V c'-f.,., I A I. _, M ,a 
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,,,-- SI"NATTIDR / / I 
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VU, IJP rll.A tgJ lJV.t/ VV.l 

TO T1l'.E Ml'.SSOID.U PUBLXC S'RRVICE COMMISSION 

1ense lnke no lice tl1atJhe u11dersl.!ll1o<l, boing the owuern ol' reco!'d of xeal proporly idontilfod by address bolow, aud within tho 
.Aiko l'or,y Subdivislon, hereby petttlou the Mlsaourl l'ublio Sorvlco Commlssfon ("Commission"), express lheJ1· opposftlon to 
tho Appliontion in C»Ho N"oH. WA-2019-0299 and /lA-?.019-0'.iOO, lho ApplicRtion of t!onfluenoe Rivers Utility Oporaling 
Compnny, Inc., fat Authority to Aoqulro Ceitaln Water and Sewer Assets and for" Corlilioa(o of(fouveriionoo and Nooossily 
("Port Periy Case"), and request the Commission d&J\Y Mid A1,pJJoatio11. 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being tho owners of record ofreal property identified by addross below, au<l 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition tho Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express 
the Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, tho Application of Confluenoo Rivers l!lility 
Cornpany, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Cortificale ofConvemence 
("Po1t Perry Caso"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME 

D-1,, < ' ss-ell 

ADDRESS 

ID J.3 P,;, .l /},,[;,, CJ­

t~~, vi//-c. !16 

SJGNAT!Jlill 



) 

I 

TO nm M1SSOURI PUJ.lLIC SERVICE COMMfSSION 

Please lake 110!100 tlmtthe uuderslgne<l, being the ownel's of re<o!'d ofreal property identified by address below, and within tlte 
Lake l'eny Subdivision, hereby j>elitio11 the Missouri Pnbllo Service Commission ("Couuuissiou"), oxpross thoir opposition lo 
Iha Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Applloalion of Couflucnce Rivol'S Utility Operating 
Company, Iuo., for Aulliotily to Ac<Juiro Cortaiu Water and Sewer Assets and fot· a Certifioate ofConvenionce and Necessity 
("Port Peny Case"), and requesttl,e Commission deny said Application. 

NAME ADD:RllSS 

ktu,:_, 9 '1(1)' Sl<--;f,Ae ~ 
/VI I/ i-M. 

sJ. lu-1 "' /1<> {;?,11.3 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLXC SEllVIC.F! COMJVlISSION 

Plonsc lake notiec lhatthe undersigned, being the owners ofrecord ofreal property identified hy address below, and within tho 
Lake Peny S11hdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Se1vice Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition lo 
lhe Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 aud SA-2019-0300, lhe Applicalion of Co11/111encc RiYern Utility OJJorating 
Company, Iuc., for At1thori1y to Acquire Ce1tai11 Wnter nud Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convonionco nod Nceossily 
("Pmt Peny Case"), mid request lhe Commission deny said Application, 

NAME 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners 
of record of real property identified by address below, and 
within the Lake Perry'Subdivision, hereby petition the 
Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), 
express their opposition to the Application in Case Nos, 
WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of 

Confluence Rivers Utility Operating Company, Inc.,, for 
Authority to Acquir~ Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for 
a Certificate of Convenience and Necessi!Y_("Port Perry 
Case"),· and request the Commission deny said 
Application, 

NAME', John & Beverly Smith~ ~£ ~ ~- . 
I 

LAKE PERRY ADDRESS; 1060 Erie Trail 

Lake Perry 

SIGNATURESl g~~ M-~­
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TO Tim MfflSOUIU PIDlJ,IC SERVICE COMM)'SSION 

Pleaso lako notice tliattl1e undowlgned, being tho owners ofrccord of ronl property Identified by address below, and wlU1in tho 
Lako Pony Subd[vlslon, ltoreby petition tho Missouri Publlo Servloe Commission ("Commission"), expross their opposition to 
Ute ApJ>liolitiou in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA..-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Ulillty Operating 
Complllly, luc., fo1• Authority to Aoqnl{e Certain Water and Sower Assets and fora Ce1'11ficnto of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"); and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME r Al{E PlltmY ADDRESS SIGNATUlUl 

I 
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TO THE MISSOURlPUllLIC SERVICE COMMfSSION /j._. 
Pleaso lake notice that the undersigned, being the owners ofrecord of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake PeJTy Subdivision, hereby petition tho Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to / 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019--0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ceitaiu Water and Sewe1· Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("PortPeny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME 

(all., d/L,/Jl1/'1 
I . 

Mite.- /-tol ¾-,o--r, n 

TAKE PERRY ADDRESS SIGNATURE 

!'/'7 cJ/c( <7ou11trlj WSJe-
'PU,~V'l \( e. \rVi. 0 
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~ A 
TO TIIB MISSO!IDJPOJJLlC SJ~RVlCE CO!VlMlSSJON 

Plet1so !nke nol!ce that the undersigned, being tl\e owners of rcootd of real property luonlifi"'1 by address bolow, and wlll1!n the 
Lnke Peny Subdivision, hernliy petition 1he Missouri l'tiblio Service Commission ("Commission"), expre$s 1J1eir opposition to 
the Appllontion in Cose Nos, WA-2019-0299 ond SA-2019-0300, the Applloution of Contluen"" :Rivers Utility Opexatlug 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Wa(\lr aud Sewer Assets Bild for a Certificate of Convenience nnd :NeoossilY 
("Po1t Peny Cruio"), nnd rcq1wst tlm Colllllllsslon deny b"rlld AppHcntion. · 

NAME T.~KB P~RRY. ADDRESS 

-----------· 
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TO TUE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the tmdersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified by addre.qs below, and within tho 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
Ilic Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA .. 2019-0300, tho Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Cetlain Wate1· and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Po1t Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME LAKE PERRY ADDRESS I £P~11f , SIGNATURE 

.. 
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\; ,,_ ~.L V 1-.,J.L) 
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'fO '!'.HID MISSOUJ1IPUJJLXC SERVICE COMMJB,':!XON 

Pl~aso fake notice thntthe tmdoxslgitcd, being tho owuera ofreoonl ofronl 1,roperty iclentlfled by addre,ss below, nnd within tile 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hero by petition tlto Missouri Publlo Sorvlce CommJss]on ("Comtnlss!on"), express th oil' opposition to 
tho Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0;!99 and SA-2019-0300, 010 Appl/cation of Coufluenco Rivers Utlllty OporaHng 
Company, Ino,, for Authority to Aoqulrn Certain Wnto1· amt Sower Assets and for tt Cortlflcnto of Convouiouco andNecosslty 
("Port Perry Caso"), a11d reqnesttho Commission ,lony said AJ>plicntlon. 

NAME ADDlillSS SIGNATURE 
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TO TlIE MISSOUlU l'UJJLXC SERVICE COlYlMISSION 

Pleaso lake notice that the undersigned, being lho owners of reconl ofreal property identified by address below, and wilbin the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby pelition the MissolU'i Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express thok opposifion lo 
the ApplicatioH iu Case Nos. WA-2019,0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Con:fluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Co1taiu Water aud Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convonionce and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME ADDRESS 

(f /-l I<'( (l u I rJ fG c: t Of,? l. A/CC f"D/r/r ,7-C., . 

I ,,1.,t_ y,/ I l{_C r--,->/ (, J 77 ) 
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TO 'l'IIE MISS OUR! PUBLIC SERVICE COMMIS§JON 

Please take notice that Uto undersigned, being tho owners of record of real properly identifie!I by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition tho Misso)t!'i Publio Servico Commission ("Commission"), express tltefr opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, tho Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire ~11ail1 Wator and Sewer Assets aud fol' a Certifioate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Peny Cose"), and request the CoJllnlission deny said Application. 

N(l.ME Al)JjJillSS 

l<YA-iJ T. l!:r:-setl (o o Y "? ftlw:n-1 fa, fl/, Cr 

J11 rhej rJ. le :r.S-.X. 'ft?d,t,,vJle 1/1/v (g776" 
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TO Tm: MISSOURI PUJJLXC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Pleaso t!llrn uotioo that1he undersigned, being the owners of rncord ofreal property fdentiffod by address below, mid within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, ltereby Jmtitio11 the Missouri Publio Service Comn1ission ("Coinmisslon"), expross their opposition to 
the Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Applioatl611 of Confltienoo Rivers Utllily Operating 
Company, Iuo., for Al1thorlty to Acquire Cedain Wnle1· and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Ne-0essity 
("Port Pony Caso"), and request the Commission deny said AppJiontio1t, 

NAME 

I( . 
t"UJ ,L, M1/I.J2,z 

&63-7 A,, - fo I i,7' ( 'i 

.. 

ADDl.lliSS 

S'i""l? Sl<--j[,.,.,e_fvl.2 

sJ.Lu.-\ <:, /lc.J &?12.3 

. SIGNATUR!l 
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TO '.l'HE llfISSOUI!J PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Pleas.a take notice that the undernignl'<l, being the owners ofreconl of real propelty identified by address below, and within the 
Lnice Peny Subdivisiou, hereby petition tho Missouri Publio Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
Uie Apjlllcation in Case Nos. WA"20l9-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application ofContl11ence Rivers Utility Operating · 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire 0lrtain Water aud Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convcnlcnco and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAMliJ LAKE PERRY. ADDRESS 

//c?f ~rf ('e<'/"'f ):), 'J?rvL g,&«1:zfjp,v, 
S/u:.,i,,>"/ /?i"cJarJ So,, 

Pe--rry v; //e/v\0 {,, > 7 7-> 
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TO TI:ill MISSODRX PUBLXC SERVICE COMMJSSlON 

Please fake notice that the undersigned, being the ovmern of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within tho 
Lake Pony Subdivision, hereby petition the Mlssouri Public Service Commission ("Commissloll"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. \VA .. 2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, tho Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
('Tort l'erry Caso"), and request the Commission deny said Applicatio11, 

NA.ME LAKE 1'11:RRY ADDRESS 

_J/,yj c:" ,R J/f/2,V ~o~D ll/Kif PT, 'Dt4t//c! . 
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TO THE MISSOURI l'UBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Plonse take notice thnt the tuidersigncd, being the owners ofrecor<l of real properly identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Caso Nos. W A-2019-0299 and SA .. 2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authol'ity to Acquire Cc1iain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience aud Necessity 
("Port Perry Cnse"), mu! rec1ucst the Commission deny said Application. 

NAMR L!\KE PF.RRY ADDRESS 

--R(~ l ~. jflJ )/v irs7 )_OT 4~ 
(l r.1y-D ),11,. I I l 1A v-5--)- \,\//'.\ Tt:R, u-;; e,v-
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being tlte owners of record of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their OJlJlosition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of ConflnenceRivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Anthorily to Acquire Certain Watet and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pott Peny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

-
NAME T..IKE PERRY i\nDRESS 

1(/ ;11 0/tt1 ./4:i D Vl_ 5 /Jfe 130/)~ptc t~ 
!0rnbet?/d JAc/evon, 

V 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice tliat the undersigned, being the owners of record of roal properly identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 atid SA-2019-0300, the Application of ConflueneeRivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience aud Necessity 
("Pmt Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME L!\KE PERRY ADDRESS 

11 ·· c &ulJ,,...JD-. 
. 3 o\ 8 ~ JOLR., Q" 6"~ 

. 
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TO 11ill MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within the 
.Lake Peny Subdivision, heroby petition the Missouri Public Se1vice Commission ("Commission"), express their op1,osition to 
the Applicaiion in Case Nos. WA"2019-0299 and SA--2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ce,tain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Pcny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME 1 •1KE PERRY i\DDRESS 

Aol&l,w, (3 /) C, le. V,,,'I, Vl )!Ol'-{ Sitlrbi»rM 'oJI', c~ -~I'll I\ ~ll~'1v~\I t I MO u "377S n;:; MO,~ ,,,fl 1~RI 
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'l'O THE MISSOURlPUDJ,JC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the 1mdersigned, being the owners ofreconl of real prnperty identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missomi Public Se1vioe Commission ("Commission''), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA--2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ceitain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Po1t Perry Case"), and request tlie Commission deny said Appl_ication. 

NAME TAKE PERRY ADDRESS. 

~()be,y-t 1. Mooviiir 'v,WPJ jhp,Jte,y e,d,. 1)1 
~hll)/Oif !<. Moouie.v 
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TO THE MISSOURI P1n3LlC SERVICE COM!WSSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners ofrcconl ofreal property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
lite Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, !he Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Aulhorily to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Ce11ificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and l'C{JUCst the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME LAKE PERRY l\DDRESS 

/Jr~,,..,, /31 w-:::, 5; 117 D,'ppe., £,,, . £!· 
SIGNATURE ,. ___ 
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TO THE MISSOURI PlJBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice thatthe undersigned, being the owners ofrecord of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby ]Jetition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Connnission"), ex]Jress tlieir O]Jposition to 
the A]Jplication in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Ap]Jlication of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Coffain Water and Sewer Assets amlfor a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the Connnission deny said Application. 

NAME L!\KE PERRY ADDRESS 

.. q ( 6 ,;' /1!:Sff'y"' V( !lo,,,/ 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), ex1iress their opposition to 
the Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Ce1tificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Peny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME LAKE PERRY ADDRE.SS 
,,.;-;Jahn. LO. (Y" "~..r.VCv"' °3D3/ Su7ttr yY'p,ple CT 

JS v 5 -".. /. V\tl c,) 11.ever 
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TO Tllfi: M1SSOllliIPUBLIC SERVICE fOMMJSSlON 

Please take notice that tl1(n1Udersigned, boing the owners of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Pony Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Publio Setvice Commission ("Commission"), express theit' opposition to 
tho Awlication in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Awlication of ConfluenceRivorn Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., fol' Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pott Perry Caso"), mid request the Commission deny said Application. 

KE PERRY ADDRESS 

'. 
' 
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TO THE MISSOUlUJ>TJjn,rc SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the ownern of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within tho 
Lairn Pony Subdivision, hereby petition the Missomi Publio Service Commission ("Commission"), express their oppositio11 to 
tho Application in Case Nos. WA-2019"0299 aud SA"2019"0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for A11lhority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewel' Assets and for a Certificato of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), am! re'luest the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME LAKE PERRY. ADDRESS 

;;6nri 8e,cK ;JJJ8b Otl< v~"/ 
}1:try /!);iJ. 

I 
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P.001/001 °-.: 08/13/2019 10:25 ft,/;) 
9i 5-(7 621t 
::: '.{'0 nm l\1ISS01JRI PDllLIC SERVlCE COMMISSION 
0

leasa take notioo tltnt tho undersigned, being the owners of record ofl'eal proporty Identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby pet!llon the Missouri Public Seivice Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Applioat!on in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Appl!oation of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Coxnpat1y, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Cert~in Water and Sewer Assets and for n Certificate of Convonience nnd Necessity 
("Port Perry Caso"), and request tho Coll\llJlssion deny said Application. 

I 

1 null PERRY MDRE.SS 

,a o L/ q clo rfl Po..$5 t.111. 

Pse. l'l"'t vi LL.,__ rn i·:3775 

.;J-6 lf l{) c_ofi' f'iS'.:> C, ~­

Pe. rry v ,.'7,,1.A\ P1p~'72!i 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigued, being ti1e owners of record of real properly identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express thefr opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ce1tain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pott Peny Case"), and request the Commission deny said.Application. 

. . 

NAME T ~KE PERRY ADDRESS 

/11/ie 11 /.\ t< '- -T, t//tz./1 (( 1 ;;;1s-i, . 
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< 

-
SIGNATURE 

l/J{?l-L'/l_/ ./ 1U~ \ ,,t ,v 

': ,/,(,,// ✓-'?n.. ~1. /li:,;1ze,J ~. 
V 

····---

... 

.. 

-·-~ 

Schedule KNR-2 
95/134 

\ 



TO THE MWSOURI PUBLlC SERVJCE COMMJSSlON 

Ploase (ake notice tbat nm undersigned, being the owners ofrccord ofrenl property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Publio Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition lo 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confl11e11ce Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pmt Peny Caso"), and rcr1ucst the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME LAKE PERRY ADDRESS 
. 

_____d_,i ...... _, I,(!,-.~., 
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'1'0 nm MISSOUJU l'UllUC SR'RV10ll COMMTSSJON '/(fcorJs 
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TO THE M1SSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notioo that the undersigl\ed, being tha owners of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition Iha Missomi Public Service Commission ("Conunission"), express their opposition to 
1110 Application in Caso Nos. W A--2019--0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Conflueuoo Rivers Utility Opara ting · 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ceitain Water aud Sawer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenienoo and Ne-0e.ssi!y 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the Comtiiission deny said AJiplioation. 

NAME ADDRESS 

'1? ~ ft n -t 1-J - ~ t rl • ((_ • • 
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:::IIA~-07-2019(TUE) 13:20 Garvin & Maloney (FRX)31d 991 d002 P. 001/001 

::: '.l'O T:ffE M,J'SSOIJRI PTIBLJC SRRVICE COMMISSION 

PIO!lse ta!«, notice that tho uncfornlgned, being the owners ofreaord of ronl property identified by nddrosa l)olow, nnd will1in tho 
LakePeny SnlicJivfololl, hereby petition the Mi""ouri Publlc Sorviol) Commission ("Commission"), oxpross their opposition lo 
the .Appl!Olltlon In Ca~o No~. WA-20J9 .. 0299 nnd SA-2019-0300, tho At>plfonlion of Confluenco Rivera Utlllty Opora(ing 
Compauy, Tue., for Authority to Acquire Certniu Water aud Sewer Assets und for n Ce11il'i0llte of Convonfonco and Nccossily 
("Po1tPerzy Caso"), and roquestthe Commission deny said Application. 

NAME 

'i2, I ,)1 ,1/UJ C!,,; 1$.,imH 

~'i ls~ -· . 

.. 

ADDRESS /"'""') // SIGN,u:J~ ,,-,i 
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TO 'l'HE MlSSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice thatthe undoisignod, being lhe owners of record of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition lhe Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express theh- opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility O11erati11g 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sower Assets and for n Certificate ofConvenionco and Necessity 
("Port Peny Case"), and rnquesttl,e Commission deny said Application. 

NAME Al>DlillSS 

Seo'i'I\-\P...:2EL£1T" cQ\(d) 1-1~ l"\H..l6iw11,.y ~'I 
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TO 'I'.HE MISSOURl)'UDLXC SERVICE COMM1S~_l91'{ 

Please lake notice thatthe nuclersigne<l, being lite owners ofrecord ofreal pmperly Identified by addreqs below, 81l(l within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missoud Publio Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application ill Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Applioalion of Confluence Rivers Utilily Operating 
Company, foe., for Authority to Acquire Ce1tain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessily 
("Poit Perry Case"), and request the Conunission deny said Application. 

NAME KE PERRY ADDRESS 

lc/1 lb 

SIGNATURE 
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TO THE MISSOUill PlJ.BLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please ta1ce notice that the 1u1dorsigned, boing the ow1iers of record ofreal properly 1cleJ1tifiod by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, heroby petition the Missomi Publio Setvioe Commission ("Commission"), (JJ{press their opposition to 
the Application in Caso Nos, WA-ZOl 9-0299 and SA,-2019--0300, tho Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for A11thorily to Acquire Certain Water aud Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Nee.essily 
("Port Perry Caso"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

Lt\KE PERRY ADDRESS 

(p082 
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TO TIIEMISSOUlUPUBLlC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Pleaso take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Publio Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019 .. 03 00, the Application of Confluence Rivers Ulility Operating 
Company, Iuc., for Authority to Acquire Ccrtah1 Water and Sower Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Ncc~ssi 
("Port Pony Caso"), and request tho Commission deny said Application. o'J 
1--=...,;;N~AM=E~----+--~K~E~P.:;,;Ee,;•R~RY.~ . .:,A~DD~RES~•~S~-_,,,~-=..,_.-===~-~ 

~~-'o/--1,,' 

7 c>o&t/ lvf /(cc-lY 
c~c~ 

Schedule KNR-2 
I 03/134 



TO 'I'.HE MIBSOTJlH PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

, Ploaso fake notice that tho undersigned, being the owners of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within ti o 
Lalrn Pony Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Se1vioe Commission ("Commission"), ex1iross their oppositio o 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, tlw Application of Contlnenco Rivers Utility Operatin 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water aud Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience, 1d N essity 
("Po,t Perry Case"), and request the Conmiission deny said Application. 

Seo 1( rt[; f h ~r 
i\~ 

KE PERRY ADDRESS 

wq2-- Ae<Mt<l P-r 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Pfoase take notice that the uudcrsigued, being the owners of record of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Se1vioe Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Ce1tificate of Convenience and Necessity 
(''Pmt Peny Case"), and request the Commission den.y said Application. 

NAME T,IKE PERRY ADDRESS 

Dti;fJ/Sl 17l '/LD"/2... 2'o0; ;4 7/4tl{!r,U7WCJC>0, 
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TO THE MISSOURIPUBLXC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice thattlie uudersigned, being tho owners of record ofreal prope1ty identified by address below, and witbfo the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Awlication in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA..2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operatfog 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Cer · mrtITT,f)venience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and request tho Commission deny said Application. 

/ . . 

./ NAWIE LAKE PERRY ADDRESS 
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TO THE MISSomn PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

pJ.,ase take notico thatihe 11udersigned, being the owners of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within tb.e 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Publio Service Conunission ("Commission"), express theil' opposition to 
tho ApJJJication in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and S.A--2019-0300, the Application of Conf1ue1tce Rivorn Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ce1taiu Water and Sewer Assets and for a Cel"fificate of Convenience and Neco1mify 
("Port Perry Case"), and l'Ci(1wst the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME T Al(E PERRY ADDRESS 

[RAN 'Kv-c)LdL .2~,q 'P&fl-+ t'e~ w 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the tuidersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, tho Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ceitain Water and Sewer Assets aud for a Ce1tificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pmt Peny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME T ~KE PERRY ADDRESS 
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TO THE MISSOUIU l'lJBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that !he 1mdersigned, being the owners of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition tho Missouri Public Se1vico Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquirn Ce1tain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Po1t Perry Case"), and request the Commission dony said Application . 

.. 
NAME T1Un. PERRY i\DDRESS /" II A SIGNATlJRE 
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TO THE i\'.IISSOUHI l'UBLIC SERVlCJ,; COM.!VJlSSION 

Plouso fake 11ollcc llrnl lhc 1111dcrsig11cd, lrnilf/J lho ownorn of record o/' rcul properly idcnlifled by u<ldross below, 1111d wilhin ilm 
· r ,nlw Pcny Subdivision, horohy pol ii ion lhc IVlissouri l'ublic Scrvke Commission ("Commission"), express !heir opposition to 

Um Applicnlio11 in Case Nos.WJ\-2019-0299 11ml SA-2019-0300, the 1\pplic!itiou of Co11fl11e11cc l(ivern Utility Opcraling 
Com)lnny, Jue., for Authority lo Acquire Ccrtoin Wntcr and Sewer As,cts und for n Ccrlificatc o.f'Co11ye11icJ1cC nnd Necessity 
{"l'ort Perry C1wo"), and request ihc Commission deny said Application. 
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TO THE MISSOUlli l'lJ.RLlC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notico th~t tl\<> 1mdersigncd, being tile owners of record of real property identified by address below, aml within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby 1ietitio11 the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express the4· opposition to 
the Application in Caso }fas. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Ap1ilication of Contluenco Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for At1th6rltyto Acquire Certain Water aud Sewer Assets and for a Certificate ofCouveuience and Necessity 
("Pmt l'eJ'l'y Caso"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME 

.5 u..£ A r-J ~ (At-lzi ,u 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Pfoase take notice tliat tlte undersigned, being the owners ofrecord ofreal property identified by address below, and within 1he 
LakePei1y Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission''), express tl1eir opposition to 
the Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ce1tain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pmt Peny Case"), and request the Conuuission deny said Application. 

NAME ~ PERRY ADDRESS 
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TO Tlill MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the uudersigned, being the owners ofrecord ofreal property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Servico Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, iheAppJication of Confluence Rivers Utility 01mrating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquit·o Ceitain Water aud Sewer Assets aud for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Peny Case"), and reqnestilie Commission dony said Application. 

, 

NAME LAKE PERRY i'IDDRESS 
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TO THE M1SSOURIPUilLlC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Pb1se take notice thntthe tmdersigned, being the owners ofl'ecord ofreal property id(,ntified by address below, and within the 
Lake Pcny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express thefr opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 awl SA-2019-0300, the Application of Co1~1ience Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Cettain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Cnse"), irnd request the Couunissioil deny said Application. 

NAME 

, lli ~ + ' ~ll lliar,\w 1 C 
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TO Tffii:MlSSOURIPUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please tako notice thatthe undersigned, being the ownexs of record ofreal property identified by add.res.s below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Se1vlce Comtuission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application iu Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 ancl SA-2019-0300, fhe Application of Confluonco Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Tno., for Authority to Acquire Ce1tain Watex and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Peiry Case"), and request the Collllllission deny said Application. 

NAME -
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please fake notice that the 1mdersigned, being the owners of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within tho 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. W A-2019--0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Watel' and Sewer Assets and fol' a Ce1tificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Peny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME 11\KE PERRY ADDRESS C's. 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION; 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019,-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ce1iain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Peny Case"), and request the Conunission deny said Application. 

-
NAME 1 AKE PERRY ADDRESS 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBIJC SERVlCE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the uudernigned, being the 01'/Uers of record ofreal property ideutifled by address below, and withlu the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby Jietition theMissomi Public Service Comruis.~ion ("Co1mnission"), express their opjiosition to 
tlte Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ce1tain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience aud Necessity 
(''Port Peny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 

NAME T il.ITT? PERRY ADDRESS SIGNAT:o:RE 
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BJ,,w<c. •. rn ""'l\fiSSOyJU ,mmc s,mv.rc, COMMISSION 

½¥Jltl9p~_ii,,~~o:Ji°:~9~1h~tt,11o§ciorsign<;<J, boing ~hoov.:nors ~freoor~ ofrnal P!'o~erty idenlift~d _by address bolo\'/! and wi~_in the 
)&:f~~~filPP.;\'.•~Y~~Wl~lg11,;J)'J!'El~YP,otlt1on tli.e M1s.swn Public Servtoe Comnuss10n ("Commission"), express then· oppos1lwn to 
[,W,~fu'/ii{\ip'.llpaµtJ6:JN,¢iis~:\'71is:CWA-29J?-.0299 and sA-2019-0300, the Application of Contluonco Rivers Utility Operating 
li~R~J{if.l!IM~:ctm%Iilll?lit£J!,~.A§W~ G•rl~in Water nt!d Sew~r A;,scls and for a Corlificale of Convenience and Necessity 
/i!ifi~ ' · ' "'/);,@ij:1w11\@!/tfG9/nllllss1on deny said Application. 
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TO THE MISSOOlll PUBLIC SERVICE COMMJSS!QJII 

Please tnke notice that !ho m1dersigned, being the oWJICJ'S of roooxd ofreal property ldoJ1tificd by nddro.ss below, and wJt!Jln the 
Lnke Pony &'ubdivision, horeby petition tho Mlssomi J.>iibllo Service Commfasion ("Commission"), OXJll'eSS their op1>osltlon to 
the Applloation in Case Nos, WA"2019-0299 and SAr2019,0300, the Applioatlon of Confluence Rlvom U!lllly Operntlug 
Compnny, Ino,, for A11thol'ity to Acquire Ce1talu Water nnd Sewor Assets and for a Cel'tlfioato of Convonlenr.o m1cl Nooessity 
('Port Perry Caso"), nnd requosttlle Commission deny nald Applioallon, 
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TO THE MfSSOUlllPU.BLIC SERVICE COlV.llV.UBSION 

Pfoase tnke notice that the uudeJSigne<l, being the owners of record of Il)a[ property ldentifk,d by address below, and wltliin !lie 
Lnlco Peny Subdivision, hereby vetltion the Missonri J?iiblfo Se1·vloe Commission ("Commls»lon"), express their op1>osltlon to 
the Applfoation in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA,-2019·0300, the Applio&tion of Gonfluenco Rivem Utility Opr,ratlug 
Compnny, lno., for Authority to Aoquiw Certaln W ate!' aud Sewer Assofa and for n.Cel'lifioate of Convenlrotce and NoooS11it)' 
("Po1tPen:.v Caso"), and request the Commission deey said AppUoation. 
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TO TlIE MISSOURTJ>TffiLIC SERVICE COJ\!MJSSION 

l1loaso tnko uolico that tho nudorsiguod, llCing lhoowncn, of r~or<l of real property identified by ndJrns.'l hclow, mul withi11 lh6 
J..nko Pony Snhdivisiou, hereliy pelilion lho Missouri Public Scwico Commissiou ("Commis.sion11

) 1 express lflciropposilion to 
tho Am>licrrtion in CnsoNos. \VA-2019-0299 ond SA-2019-0300, tho Appllcalion ofContlucnco Riven, U!ililyOJ>Ornling 
Company! Inc., for Aulhorily to Ae<111frc C~tlflin Water nnd Sewer Assets nnd for n Cctlilfoalo ofConvcnhmoo nnd Necessity 
("Poit Pcny Cnso11

), nnd request the Conunission douy sai<l Applicalion. 
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TO Tllli MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners ofrecord ofreal property identified by address below, and within the 
Lako Perry Subdivision, hereby JJetition the Missouri Public Se1vice Commission ("Conm1ission"), express thoir opposition to 
the Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 mid SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Watel' and Sewer Assets and for a Celiificat<> of Convenience and Ne-0essily 
("Port Peny Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 
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TO 'l'.llli Mi:Ssotmr PD.BLIC SE~VlOE_COMMISSION 

Ple,i.se take noticothHI tlic11nde1~ignv<l, being lhe owners ofroco1<l ofi'cnl property i<loulified by address beJ•w, and wllbin tbe 
Lu)<e Pony Subdivision, hereby petition 1ho.Mis.souri P11bi!o Servloo Commission ("Commission"), oXJ>l"S' fhefr opJ>osilion lo 
U10 Appllcallon in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA--2019,0300, the Applioal!ou of Confluence Rivers Utillty 011ernting 
Company, Jito., for Aulltorlty to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Cerlificato of Convenionce 011d Neecssity 
("Pmt Peny Case"), a1t<l iequcst the. Commission cte,w said Application. 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUllLlC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. W A-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pmt Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 
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TO THE MISSOUill PUBLIC SEllV{(:!E COMMISSIOl'{ 

1'loaso !al<e no!ica that tlta undersigned, bolng tho owners ofrocord ofroal property Identified by address below, and witliln the 
Lake Pony Subdivision, hereby petition 1ho Missouri Public Sotvloo Co111nilssJou ("Conrntlssion"), expn,ss !bait opposition to 
the Applloatiou in Caso Nos, WA-2019-0299 mid SA-2019-0300, tho Appliontion ofConfluonce Rivers Utility OporAtlng 
Com1rnny, Xue., for AuUwrily to Acquite Certain Water aud Sower Assets and for a Ce!'lifioata of Co11venla11oa anclNecessity 
("Pmt Perry Caso"), and requo.sl the Commission deny said Application. 

Nil.MR T.AKJl PllRRY ADDRESS 

' ;:· ''J:M.,.. /)} ·. /_ 
I I / 

SIGNATURE 

I , 
' 

. 

/1. 
,/ 

' , 
-~</ /101 l\c;t;;;i .. , 

Schedule KNR-2 
127/134 



TO TilE MISSOlJRI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please lake notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real properly identified by address below, and within the 
Lako Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missomi Public Se1yice Commission ("Commission"), oxpross their opposition to 
the Application in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA--2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ceitain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Ce1·tificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Pony Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application . 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition tlte Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA--2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Cmtain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Ce1tificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Pony Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 
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TO TSE l\'IISSOlJRil'lIDLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Pleaw fake notice that the uudersigned, being tho owners of record ofl'eal property ldentifiecl by address below, and within th'< 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby 1ietition the Mlssouri Publlo Se1vice Commission C'Commission"), exprlll!stl1oir cippooi.tion to 

· the Applioatiou ln Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 aud SA-2019-0300, tho Application ofConflueuceRivers Utility Operating 
Company, Iuc., forAntltority to Ac<1i1ke Certaht Wntor nnd SoworAssots a11dfo1· RC-0l'!ificato·of Convculonco nudNeMssity ' 
("Pott Peny Caso"), and t'equlll!t the Commission deny suid Application. 
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~g 2619, 09:34a 
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p.1 

TO TUE MISSOUJU PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that tho undersigned, being tho owners of record of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Perry Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA--2019-0299 and SA--2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Pmt Peny Case"), and request the Commission deriy said Application. 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners of record of real property identified by address below, and within the 
Lake Peny Subdivision, hereby petition the Missouri Public Service Commission ("Commission"), express their op1msition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Celiain Water and Sewer Assets and for a Ce1tificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 
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TO THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please take notice that the undersigned, being the owners ofrncord ofreal property identified by address below, and withh1 the 
Lake Pony Subdivision, hereby petition the.lV1issom·i Publio Service Commission ("Commission"), express their opposition to 
the Application in Case Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, the Application of Confluence Rivers Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Authority to Acquire Ce1tain Water and Sewer Assets and fat a Cc1tificate of Convenience aud Necessity 
("Port Perry Case"), and request the Commission deny said Application. 
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( 

TO 'l'HE MISSOUlUl'lJBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Please tafornotice tlmttl10 nndoxsigned, being the own ors of record ofreal property identified by address below, and within tho 
Lnke Pcny Subdivision, hereby petitiontl,e Missouri Publio Service Commission ("Commission"), exprnss !hell' opJlOsitlon to 
the Appliontlo11 in Caso Nos. WA-2019-0299 and SA-2019-0300, 1118 Applioatio11 of Confluence Rivers Utility Opernling 
Complllly, Inc., fur A11thority to Aoquit'C Co1tafn Water aud Sowe1· Assets au<l for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
("PmtPeny Caso"), and request t/10 Commission deny said Application, 
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In the matter of the Water Rate Increase Request of Hillcrest utility operating co IN 

1 water system north of Columbia. It's a regu1ated system, 

2 it-cools H20. We intervened in that. It was in a boil 

3 order. And then we have Elm Hills Utility Holding and 

4 Operating Company and that's to take over a -- we have a 

5 contract and receivership system which is Missouri 

6 Utilities, and then an unregulated system which is state 

7 

8 

9 

Park Village. And so we're moving towards an asset 

acquisition and financing case with those two entities. 

Q. Okay. The -- why did you not list those two 

10 -- and I'm not -- why did you not name those two systems 

11 when you were including all of the other systems owned by 

12 

13 

First Round? 

A. Because we don't own those systems yet. 

14 They have contracts on them and we're going to file an 

15 asset transfer application with the commission. 

16 Q. okay. so you don't have a corporate 

17 allocation calculation where you would be able to identify 

18 each system with a percentage and all the percentages 

19 adding up to 100 percent? 

20 A. That is correct. We're not looking to have 

21 100-percent allocation yet because we have more 

22 acquisitions coming down the pipeline. 

23 Q. The construction loan and security agreement 

24 between Hillcrest Utility Operating company and Fresh Start 

25 venture, that was admitted into evidence? 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

In the matter of the Water Rate Increase Request of Hillcrest Utility operating co IN 

JUDGE BUSHMANN: Yes. 

CHAIRMAN HALL: What's the -­

JUDGE BUSHMANN: Staff Exhibit 

MS. PAYNE: 14. 

5 BY CHAIRMAN HALL: 

6 Q. So this is the agreement that allowed 

7 Hillcrest Utility to get $1 million towards the 1.2 million 

8 capital investment after the purchase of the system; is 

9 that correct? 

10 A. That is correct. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Q. And do you know where in this document it 

sets forth the rate of return or the interest rate? 

A. I don't know exactly the page, sir. I could 

find it. You know what, sir? It's actually on the first 

page -- or the -- if you look at the bottom, definitions, 

it has applicable rate. 

Q. okay. I believe your testimony was that you 

went to a variety of potential sources for this capital, 

and this was the best deal available? 

A. Yes, sir. I have met with 52 individual 

investors or institutional investors and numerous 

commercial banks on top of that. 

Q. And so this 14 percent was the best deal 

available after that -- after those efforts? 

A. Yes, sir. That is correct. 
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THE PUBLIC COUNSEL, ) 
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Introduction 

The appeal now before this Court arises from a general rate case. The purpose of 

this type of proceeding is to determine what rates a public utility may charge its customers. 

Rate cases usually touch on many different issues and this one was no exception. 1 However, 

this appeal involves only a single issue: the "cost of debt" that the Public Service 

Commission ("Commission") determined to be appropriate. Cost of debt refers to "what it 

costs a corporation to borrow money and pay interest." State ex rel. Mo. Gas Energy v. 

PSC, 186 S.W.3d 376, 383 (Mo. App. W.D. 2005). Determining the cost of debt is an 

integral part of calculating the "rate of return," which "is, essentially, the amount that a 

utility must pay to secure financing from debt and equity investors." State ex rel. Nixon v. 

PSC (State ex rel. Pub. Counsel), 274 S.W.3d 569, 573 (Mo. App. W.D. 2009); see also 

State ex rel. Mo. Gas Energy, 186 S.W.3d at 383 ("[R]ate of return is dete1mined by a 

calculation that factors in (i) the ratio of debt and equity to total capital, and (ii) the cost 

and (iii) weighted cost for each of these capital components."). In this case, the 

Commission chose to use an imputed cost of debt of 6.75%, rather than the 14% interest 

rate found in the utility's financing agreement, because it found that the terms of the 

financing agreement did not reflect the tme market rate, were not the result of arms-length 

negotiations, and instead resulted from significant self-dealing between the utility and its 

1 While subject to some interpretation, it is possible to count as many as nine major 
contested issues that were addressed in the course of the underlying proceeding. 
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lender. See generally Commission Report and Order Pgs. 50-62, L.F. Pgs. 433-445, PDF 

Pgs. 230-242.2 This court should affirm the Commission's decision. 

Statement of Facts 

Because the statement of facts submitted by appellant contains several errors and 

fails to include numerous relevant and salient facts, the OPC submits this supplemental 

statement of facts. Rule 84.04(f). 

To comprehend this case fully, one must first understand the various people and 

corporate entities involved as well as the interconnections between them. The appellant in 

this case is Indian Hills Utility Operating Company, Inc. ("Indian Hills"), which is a public 

water utility that sells approximately 25,740,000 gallons of water each year to 715 

customers in Crawford County, Missouri. Commission Repmt and Order Pg. 9, L.F. Pg. 

392, PDF Pg. 189. Indian Hills is a wholly owned subsidiary of Indian Hills's Utility 

Holding Company, Inc. ("the Indian Hills Holding Company"), which in turn is wholly 

owned by a third company named First Round CSWR, LLC ("First Round"). Commission 

Repmt and Order Pg. 51, L.F. Pg. 434, PDF Pg. 231. In addition to owning the Indian Hills 

Holding Company, First Round also owns several other holding companies each of which 

in turn possesses its own water utility such as Hillcrest Utility Operating Company, Inc.; 

Raccoon Creek Utility Operating Company, Inc.; and Elm hills Utility Operating 

Company, Inc. Indian Hills' Brief Pg. 3, L.F. Pg. 309, PDF Pg. 106. The ownership of First 

2 For the purposes of this brief, L.F. refers to "legal file" and designates what pages the 
document being referenced may be found in the total collected legal file while PDF refers 
to what pages the documents may be found within the applicable sub-section of the legal 
file uploaded to case.net in PDF fonnat. 
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Round itself is split between two groups, with 13% belonging to Josiah Cox ("Cox") and 

the remaining 87% belonging to Robe1t Glarner Jr. and David Glarner ( collectively "the 

Glarners") through an intermediary in the form of yet another company called GWSD, 

LLC.3 Commission Report and Order Pg. 51 n. 241, L.F. Pg. 434, PDF Pg. 231; Tr. Pg. 

419 line 17 - Pg. 420 line 3, PDF Pgs. 492-493.4 In addition to owning 87% ofFirst Round, 

the Glarners also own a company called Fresh Start Venture, LLC ("Fresh Start"), which 

is the patty responsible for providing the debt financing that is at the heart of this appeal. 

3 Cox and the Glarners also constitute the officers and board of directors for First Round 
and its subsidiaries as well. Commission Report and Order Pg. 51, L.F. Pg. 434, PDF Pg. 
231; Exhibit 225, Ex. Pg. 890, PDF Pg. 3; Exhibit 230, Ex. Pg. 902, PDF Pg. 15; Exhibit 
237, Ex. 916, PDF Pg. 29. For example, David Glarner serves as a manager of First Round 
CSWR, LLC, which is a manager-managed limited liability company, and David Glarner 
is also the "TREASURER" of the Indian Hills Utility Holding Company, Inc. Exhibit 232, 
Ex. Pg. 905, PDF Pg. 18; Exhibit 230, Ex. Pg. 902, PDF Pg. 15. 
4 For the purposes of this brief, Tr. refers to "transcript" and designates on what page of 
the transcript for the relative hearing the supporting testimony may be found while PDF 
refers to what pages the supporting testimony may be found within the entire transcript 
uploaded to case.net in PDF fonnat. 
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Commission Repmt and Order Pgs. 51-52, L.F. Pgs. 434-35, PDF Pgs. 231-32. The 

corporate structure can thus be illustrated as follows: 

Other Utility Holding 
Companies 

Other Water Utilities 

Indian Hills Utility 
Holding Company, Inc. 

Indian Hills Utility 
Operating Company, Inc. 

{ 
• 

• 

• 

, . L. 
• 

• \ 
Debt • 

Financing I 
• 

' / ·,- • 
• 

/ 

Having examined the corporate structure, it is now possible to move on to reviewing 

the business methods employed by Cox and the Glamers. This case is actually the fourth 

acquisition of a small water or sewer utility made by a First Round subsidiary and it follows 

the same modus operandi as the three that have proceeded it. 5 The first step occurs after 

5 The three previous acquisitions were made by the Hillcrest Utility Operating Company, 
Inc.; Raccoon Creek Utility Operating Company, Inc.; and Elm hills Utility Operating 
Company, Inc. all under the parent company First Round. See PSC cases In the Matter of 
the Joint Application of Brandea Investments, LLC and Hillcrest Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Hillcrest to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets of Brandea and, 
In Connection Therewith, Issue Indebtedness and Encumber Assets, WO-2014-0340; In 
the Matter of the Joint Application of West 16th Street Sewer Company Company, Village 
Water and Sewer Company,, W.P.C. Sewer Inc. and Raccoon Creek Utility Operating 
Company, Inc., for Raccoon Creek to Acquire Certain Sewer Assets and, In Connection 
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Cox and the Glarners identify a target small water utility they want to acquire. At that point, 

they create an entirely new holding company as a subsidiary of First Round that exists 

solely to facilitate the purchase of that system. Tr. Pg. 424 lines 12-17, PDF Pg. 497. 

Because this holding company is brand new, it has no assets and no history of reinvestment 

to facilitate the sale of equity. Tr. Pg. 424 lines 6-11, PDF Pg. 497; Commission Report 

and Order Pg. 47, L.F. Pg. 430, PDF Pg. 227. In addition, neither Cox nor the Glarners 

invest very much money in the new company themselves, despite being responsible for its 

creation. Commission Report and Order Pgs. 46-47, L.F. Pgs. 424-30, PDF Pgs. 226-27. 

Instead, the new company is forced by its owners to botTOW almost all the money it requires 

using the assets of the target system as collateral. In this case, for instance, Indian Hills 

itself admitted that its debt to equity ratio was 78.8% debt to 21.2% equity. 6 Commission 

Report and Order Pg. 49, L.F. Pg. 432, PDF Pg. 229. As a result, the newly formed 

company is considered "highly leveraged with debt," which in turn significantly affects its 

Therewith, Issue Indebtedness and Encumber Those Assets, SM-2015-0014; and In the 
Matter of the Application of Elm Hills Utility Operating Company, Inc., and Missouri 
Utilities Company for Elm Hills to Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets of Missouri 
Utilities Company, for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity, and,. in Connection 
Therewith, to Issue Indebtedness and Encumber Assets, SM-2017-0151. 
6 A witness for the OPC reviewed the audited financial documents ofindian Hills, which 
suggested that the debt to equity ratio was actually even worse and that the company was 
"almost completely financed with debt." Tr. Pg. 556 line 11 - Pg. 557 line 8, PDF Pgs. 
651-652. 
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ability to obtain low cost debt financing on the open market.7 Commission Report and 

Order Pg. 46-47, L.F. Pgs. 424-30, PDF Pgs. 226-27. 

Having chosen to set up their new holding company without assets or financial 

history and requiring inordinately large quantities of debt, the next step in Cox and the 

Glarners' s method is to search for financing. However, neither Cox nor the Glarners are 

ever willing to offer a personal guarantee in order to secure any potential financing. 

Commission Report and Order Pg. 52, L.F. Pg. 435, PDF Pg. 232; Tr. Pg. 425 line 21 -

Pg. 426 line 6, PDF Pgs. 498-99. Instead, Cox and the Glarners proposition a small handful 

of banks and other lenders before declaring it impossible to secure financing through 

traditional means. Commission Repo1t and Order Pg. 60, L.F. Pg. 443, PDF Pg. 240. This 

begins the third step of Cox and the Glarners's system wherein they enter into a twenty­

year financing agreement with the Glarners's other company Fresh Stmt at 14% interest. 

Commission Rep01t and Order Pgs. 51-53 L.F. Pgs. 434-36, PDF Pgs. 231-33. Because 

most of First Round and all of Fresh Stmt are owned entirely by the Glarners, this means 

that the company is essentially lending money to itself, albeit at an interest rate that is well 

above market value.8 Commission Report and Order Pg. 54, L.F. Pg. 437, PDF Pg. 234. 

The loan also contains several other toxic provisions including a pre-payment penalty that 

accelerates all twenty years' wo1th of interest in the event that the utility company attempts 

7 For comparison, the Commission found that the proper ratio of debt to equity for a public 
water utility operating in the State of Missouri was approximately 50/50. Commission 
Rep01t and Order Pg. 48, L.F. Pg. 431, PDF Pg. 228. 
8 This occurs despite the Glarners having previously declined to provide additional equity 
financing or make and personal guarantees during the search for traditional debt financing. 
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to refinance. Commission Report and Order Pg. 53, L.F. Pg. 436, PDF Pg. 233. This kind 

of penalty benefits solely the Glamers who have an aggregate of approximately fifteen 

million dollars ($15,000,000.00) in prepayment penalties based on the combined utilities 

that are currently owned or planned to be acquired by First Round using this method. 

Commission Report and Order Pgs. 53-54, L.F. Pgs. 436-37, PDF Pgs. 233-34. Once the 

financing agreement is in place, Cox and the Glarners initiate the fomth and final step of 

their plan by filing a rate case that seeks to increase the amount they can charge their 

customers for water service, thus requiring their captive customers to pay the inflated 

interest on the money they have loaned themselves. 

As previously indicated, the case of Indian Hills follows the Cox and Glarners's 

process outlined above. It began when Indian Hills and the Indian Hills holding company 

were incorporated on the same day in late June of 2015. Exhibit 226, Ex. Pg. 891-93, PDF 

Pg. 4-6; Exhibit 229, Ex. Pgs. 899-901, PDF Pgs. 12-14.9 Indian Hills then filed an 

application with the Commission seeking authorization to purchase the water system from 

its former owner, I.H. Utilities, Inc., in August of the same year. See docket sheet for In 

the Matter of the Application of Indian Hills Utility Operating Company, Inc., to Acquire 

Certain Water Assets of JH. Utilities, Inc. and in Connection Therewith, Issue 

Indebtedness and Encumber Assets, WO-2016-0045, App. A76. As part of this application, 

Indian Hills requested permission to raise up to $1,500,000.00 in financing using the assets 

9 For the purposes of this brief, Ex. refers to "exhibit" and designates on what page of the 
collected exhibits offered at trial the exhibit in question may be found while PDF refers to 
what pages the exhibit in question may be found within the applicable sub-section of the 
collected exhibits uploaded to case.net in PDF format. 
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of the system as collateral. IO See Order Approving Transfer of Assets and Issuance of 

Certificate of Convince and Necessity, Pg. 3, App. A 79. While the Commission ultimately 

granted Indian Hills request and allowed them to collateralize the system's assets, it also 

incorporated the suggestion made by the staff of the Commission ("Staff'') that "the 

Commission make no finding of the value of this transaction for ratemaking purposes, and 

makes no finding that would preclude the Commission from considering the ratemaking 

treatment to be afforded these financing transactions or any other mater petiaining to the 

approval of the transfer of assets[.]" Order Approving Transfer of Assets and Issuance of 

Certificate of Convince and Necessity, Pg. 5, App. A81. The Commission also explicitly 

noted that: 

Indian Hills and any successors or assigns bear the burden of proof, in 
subsequent rate cases where the financing relevant to this case is at issue. At 
that time, the Commission may order a hypothetical capital stmcture and cost 
of capital consistent with similarly situated small water companies in 
Missouri, or as the Commission may otherwise find appropriate. 

Order Approving Transfer of Assets and Issuance of Certificate of Convince and Necessity, 

Pg. 5, App. A81. Finally, the Commission unambiguously ordered that "[t]he proceeds 

from the proposed financing shall be used only for the acquisition of I.H. Utilities, Inc. 's 

water utility assets, and the proposed tangible improvements to the water system that can 

be booked to plant in service for purpose of ratemaking." (emphasis added). Order 

Approving Transfer of Assets and Issuance of Certificate of Convince and Necessity, Pg. 

9,App. ASS. 

IO Indian Hills maintained that this money was necessary to make cetiain repairs to the 
system, a point that is not relevant to this appeal. 
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Having acquired Commission approval, Indian Hills purchased the I.H. Utilities, 

Inc. water system on March 31, 2016, after obtaining a $1,450,000.00 loan from the 

Glarners's company Fresh Start. Commission Report and Order Pgs. 12, 51, L.F. Pgs. 395, 

434, PDF Pgs. 192,231. Indian Hills then promptly began ignoring the Commission's order 

to use the proceeds of its loan solely for the benefit of the newly acquired system and 

instead comingled these funds with other companies that were also owned by the Glarners. 

Commission Report and Order Pg. 13, L.F. Pg. 396, PDF Pg. 193. Nearly a year later, on 

April 4, 2017, Indian Hills commenced the rate case presently before this Court by filing 

for a rate increase using the procedural mechanism available exclusively to small water 

companies found in 4 CSR240-3.050. 11 Docket Sheet, L.F. Pg. 8, PDF Pg. 9; Commission 

Report and Order Pg. 5, L.F. Pg. 388, PDF Pg. 185. Specifically, Indian Hills requested to 

hike its annual revenue by $750,280.00, an increase of approximately 779%. Indian Hills 

Initial Customer Notice, L.F. Pg. 17, PDF Pg. 18. It estimated that this would result in an 

increase of about $86.23 per month to its customers. Indian Hills Initial Customer Notice, 

L.F. Pg. 18, PDF Pg. 19. 

Indian Hills's request was reviewed by Staff, and Staff initially filed a preliminary 

audit that was substantially similar to the audit of Public Counsel. Tr. Pg. 168 lines 1-16 

PDF Pg. 194 (the difference between the audits was approximately $10,000). In Staffs 

preliminary audit, their expert witness, who is the manager of Staffs Financial Analysis 

Department, had sponsored a 5% cost of debt for Indian Hills. Tr. Pgs. 170 line 17 - Pg. 

11 Although Indian Hills initiated their rate case under 4 CSR 240-3.050, the Commission 
recently rescinded this rule, and promulgated a similar procedure at 4 CSR 240-10.075. 
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173 line 1, PDF Pg. 196-199. (Describing him as a highly qualified witness). Staff later 

entered a partial disposition setting forth provisions for a settlement between Staff and 

Indian Hills. Commission Report and Order Pg. 5, L.F. Pg. 388, PDF Pg. 185. Although 

Staff had not reviewed any new documents specific to the cost of debt, this partial 

disposition nevertheless changed Staffs recommendation for Indian Hills's cost of debt to 

be 14%; that being the interest rate the Glarners were charging themselves for the loan 

from their company Fresh Start. Tr. Pg. 175 line 8 - Pg. 177 Line 15, PDF Pgs. 201-203; 

Auditing Department Recommendation Memorandum, L.F. Pg. 46, PDF Pg, 47. Despite 

this, Staff witness admitted on the stand that 14 percent is not a reasonable cost of debt. Tr. 

Pg 180 line 25 - Pg. 181, lines 3, PDF Pg. 206-207. The OPC filed its response to the 

Indian Hills/Staff partial disposition objecting to this calculation, among other issues, and 

the case proceeded toward an evidentiary hearing. 12 Commission Report and Order Pgs. 5-

6, L.F. Pg. 388-89, PDF Pg. 185-86. 

At the evidentiary hearing, both sides submitted evidence concerning the c011'ect 

value for the cost of debt. Indian Hills submitted testimony by Dylan W. D'Ascendis 

("D' Ascendis") who testified as to the capital structure, cost of equity, and cost of long­

term debt and supported a 14% cost of debt. Exhibit 10, Ex. Pgs. 386-88, PDF Pgs. 108-

110. D'Ascendis based his testimony on a comparison between Indian Hills and several 

large utilities across the country, including one of the largest in Missouri, which he 

12 The Staff and Indian Hills also filed another non-unanimous stipulation and agreement 
before the evidentiary hearing. Commission Rep01t and Order Pg. 6, L.F. Pg. 389, PDF Pg. 
186. 
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determined to have "similar, but not necessarily identical, risk to Indian Hills." Exhibit 10, 

Ex. Pg. 390, PDF Pg. 112; Commission Report and Order Pg. 57, L.F. Pg. 440, PDF Pg. 

237. D'Ascendis's testimony was echoed by that of Michael E. Thaman, Sr. ("Thaman") 

who claimed that it would be reasonable for Indian Hills to expect interest rates ranging 

from 15% to 21 %. Exhibit 13, Ex. Pg. 502, PDF Pg. 32. However, Thaman's testimony 

was not founded on any comparison to real world examples and he provided no basis 

beyond his own personal experience in reaching this determination. 13 By contrast, the OPC 

presented the testimony of Greg R. Meyer ("Meyer"), a consultant with over ten years of 

prior experience working for Staff, who provided a list of twenty-five other small water 

utilities in Missouri and showed that the average costs of debt, excluding the one other 

utility already owned by First Round, was 5 .16%. Exhibit 211, Schedule GRM-S UR-2, Ex. 

Pg. 852, PDF Pg. 107; Commission Report and Order Pgs. 57-58, L.F. Pgs. 440-41, PDF 

Pgs. 237-38. The OPC also submitted testimony from Michael P. Gorman ("Gonnan"), 

another consultant, who looked at the most recent debt offering available for comparison 

that was made by a below investment grade public utility. Exhibit 213, Ex. Pg. 946, PDF 

Pg. 20. Gorman testified that this debt offering was the best possible proxy for determining 

what the true cost of debt would be for a highly distressed utility like Indian Hills if bought 

on the open market. Exhibit 213, Ex. Pg. 946, PDF Pg. 20. Based on this comparison, 

13 Although Thaman purported to represent companies in the procurement of securities in 
local and national markets, he conceded that he had no such securities registration to 
procure said registered securities. TR Pg. 410 lines 14-21, PDF 483. Thaman further 
conceded that he had done no investigation as to whether Fresh Start was a state or federally 
chartered bank, and he had no competencies in the role of shadow banking in the lending 
industry. Tr. Pg. 412 line 14-Pg. 413 line 9, PDF Pgs. 485-486. 
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Gorman recommended an imputed cost of debt equal to 6.75%. Exhibit 213, Ex. Pgs. 946-

47, PDF Pgs. 20-21. 

The Commission ultimately found the OPC's witnesses to be more credible and 

chose not to allow Indian Hills to claim the 14% interest rate from the Fresh Start loan as 

its cost of debt. Commission Report and Order Pg. 56, L.F. Pg. 439, PDF Pg. 236. 

Specifically the Commission found that the Fresh Start loan "does not resemble an arm's­

length transaction because the Glarners are behind each end of the transaction[,]" and that 

"[t]he marketplace does not produce 14 percent interest and a 20-year pre­

payment penalty - or even a ten-year pre-payment penalty - so far as the record 

shows." Commission Report and Order Pgs. 56-57, L.F. Pgs. 439-40, PDF Pgs. 236-37. 

Instead, the Commission relied on Gorman's testimony noting: 

Services like S&P or Moody's grade the quality of investments. The cost of 
debt for an investment rate utility company is about 4.0%. A small distressed 
utility like Indian Hills does not have a rating from S&P and Moody's but 
distressed utilities generally do, and the rating is "below investment grade" 
for distressed utilities. Therefore, the debt issuances of a below investment 
grade utility reflect the cost of debt of a distressed utility. 

In the last few years, only one below investment grade utility issued bonds. 
That utility issued bonds at 6.41 percent to 7 .25 percent with a median of 
6.75 percent. Applying an indexed bond yield to the actual proxy rates of 
6.41 percent to 7.25 percent also results in 6.75 percent. That shows that a 
lower rate is available with an independent lender, and that the market rate 
for a utility comparable to Indian Hills, in arm's length dealing, is 6.75 
percent. 

Commission Report and Order Pgs. 54-55, L.F. Pgs. 437-38, PDF Pgs. 234-35. As a result, 

the Commission imputed the OPC's recommended cost of debt of 6.75% to Indian Hills. 

Commission Report and Order Pgs. 50, 62 L.F. Pgs. 433, 445, PDF Pgs. 230, 242. On 

February 21, 2018, Staff filed the Reconciliation in the case showing that Indian Hills's 
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rates would reflect annual recovery of$674,483. Staff Reconciliation, L.F. Pgs. 479 & 483, 

PDF Pgs. 276 & 280. Indian Hills filed its Application for Reconsideration or Rehearing 

on February 16, 2018. Docket Sheet, L.F. Pg. 1, PDF Pg. 2. The Commission issued its 

Order Denying Reconsideration on March 14, 2018. Docket Sheet, L.F. Pg. 1, PDF Pg. 2. 

Indian Hills timely filed for appeal. 

Standard of Review 

The applicable standard of review for a decision by the Public Service Commission 

is set out by the Missouri Supreme Court in State ex rel. AG Processing, Inc. v. PSC, 120 

S.W.3d 732 (Mo. Banc. 2003), as follows: 

Pursuant to section 386.510, the appellate standard of review of a PSC order 
is two-pronged: "first, the reviewing court must determine whether the PS C's 
order is lawful; and second, the court must determine whether the order is 
reasonable." The burden of proof is upon the appellant to show that the order 
or decision of the PSC is unlawful or unreasonable. The lawfulness of a PSC 
order is determined by whether statutory authority for its issuance exists, and 
all legal issues are reviewed de novo. An order's reasonableness depends on 
whether it is supported by substantial and competent evidence on the whole 
record, and the appellate court considers the evidence together with all 
reasonable supporting inferences in the light most favorable to the 
Commission's order. The Commission's factual findings are presumptively 
correct, and if substantial evidence supp01is either of two conflicting factual 
conclusions, the Comi is bound by the findings of the administrative 
tribunal." The procedure provided for judicial review in section 386.510 is 
exclusive and jurisdictional. 

Id. at 734-35. This standard is applicable to all three oflndian Hills's points on appeal. 

Argument 

Indian Hills raises three points on appeal. The OPC will respond to each in the order 

they were presented in Indian Hills' s brief. 

1. Response to Indian Hills's first point on appeal. 
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In its first point on appeal, Indian Hills cites the US Supreme Court cases Bluefield 

Water Works & Improvement Co. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 262 U.S. 679 (1923), and Fed. 

Power Comm'n. v. Hope Nat. Gas Co., 320 U.S. 591 (1944), as setting forth the applicable 

standard for determining when an authorized return is fair and reasonable based on three 

criteria which it characterizes as: "(l) [r]eturns must be consistent with other business 

having similar or comparable risk; (2) [r]eturns must be adequate to support credit quality 

and access to capital; and (3) [t]he end result, regardless of the analytical methods used, 

must result in just and reasonable rates." Appellant's Brief Pgs. 20-21. Indian Hills argues 

that the Commission's order fails all three criteria. Appellant's Brief Pgs. 21-23. Indian 

Hills is wrong on all counts. 

a, Similar and Comparable Risks 

The actual language of the Supreme Court upon which Indian Hills relies for the 

proposition that returns must be consistent with other business having similar or 

comparable risk states: 

[a] public utility is entitled to such rates as will permit it to earn a return on 
the value of the property which it employs for the convenience of the public 
equal to that generally being made at the same time and in the same general 
pati of the country on investments in other business unde1iakings which are 
attended by corresponding risks and uncertainties; but it has no constitutional 
right to profits such as are realized or anticipated in highly profitable 
enterprises or speculative ventures. 

Bluefield Water Works & Improvement Co., 262 U.S. at 692. Indian Hills attempts to argue 

that the Commission's order does not meet this criterion because it relied upon Gorman's 

testimony comparing Indian Hills to a utility having a "below investment grade" credit 

rating. Appellant's Brief Pg. 21. Specifically, Indian Hills insists that because it has not yet 
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received a credit rating from a major credit rating service, it is not identical to a utility with 

a "below investment grade" credit rating. Appellant's Brief Pgs. 21-22. What Indian Hills 

overlooks, however, is that the Commission need not compare it to a utility having 

identical risks. Rather - as Indian Hills itself characterizes the issue - the Commission 

must look to utilities having "similar" or "comparable" risks. This neglected point is 

critical because the Commission specifically found that a utility with a "below investment 

grade" credit rating presented a similar and comparable risk to an unrated, distressed water 

utility like Indian Hills. Commission Report and Order Pgs. 54-55, L.F. Pgs. 437-38, PDF 

Pgs. 234-35. ("A small distressed utility like Indian Hills does not have a rating from S&P 

and Moody's but distressed utilities generally do, and the rating is "below investment 

grade" for distressed utilities. Therefore, the debt issuances of a below investment grade 

utility reflect[s] the cost of debt of a distressed utility."). Indian Hills has presented no 

argument (legal or factual) rebutting the Commission's finding and instead relies solely on 

the misguided and incotTect assumption that two things that are not exactly the same cannot 

be similar. For this reason alone, the court should dismiss Indian Hills's argument 

regarding this first criterion. 

In addition to ignoring the Commission's findings, Indian Hills's argument as to 

this first criterion also ignores the testimony of its own expett witness. Indian Hills 

repeatedly claims that it cannot be compared to the public utility that Gorman used to 

determine a 6.75% cost of debt because that utility is substantially larger. Appellant's Brief 

Pg. 22 n 11, Pg. 30 n 19. Yet its own witness D' Ascendis relied on similarly large utilities 

(including one of the largest water utilities in Missouri) in determining his own calculations 
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as to the proper cost of capital. Exhibit 10, Schedule DWD-01, Ex. Pg. 435, PDF Pg. 157. 

Further, D' Ascendis stated that these companies had "similar, but not necessarily identical, 

risk to Indian Hills" despite being significantly larger and that "[ u ]sing companies of 

relatively comparable risk as proxies ... is consistent with the principles of fair rate of 

return established in the Hope and Bluefield cases." 14 Exhibit 10, Ex. Pg. 390, PDF Pg. 

112. The Commission acknowledged this blatant hypocrisy in its Report and Order stating: 

Indian Hills criticizes [the below investment grade proxy] analysis for 
dissimilarities between Indian Hills and OPC's proxy, mainly based on scale. 
That argument might have some resonance if I11dia11 Hills' proxies did 110I 
include large utilities among which are the largest utilities in Missouri. 

Commission Report and Order Pg. 57, L.F. Pg. 440, PDF Pg. 237 (emphasis added). The 

Commission further cited to the testimony ofD'Ascendis and Cox when it found that: 

Determining values for the variables in the [ weighted average cost of capital] 
formula include using a proxy. A proxy is an entity that is similar in 
significant characteristics. Public utilities may be significantly similar for 
[ weighted average cost of capital] while appearing significantly different 
othe1wise; for example, public utilities that vary greatly in size may 
co11stit11te valid proxies beca11se theirji11a11cial strength is the same. 

Commission Report and Order Pg. 46, L.F. Pg. 429, PDF Pg. 226 ( emphasis added). Indian 

Hills should not be permitted to now claim, in contradiction to the testimony of its own 

witness, that using a larger utility as a proxy is unacceptable for determining a just and 

reasonable rate of return. 

14 While these comments were made specifically with regard to the determination of cost 
of equity, there is no reason why they would not be equally applicable to determining cost 
of debt. 
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Finally, the OPC notes that Indian Hills's argument regarding this first criterion 

completely ignores the evidence presented in Meyer's testimony regarding the cost of debt 

for twenty-five comparable water utilities in the state. As previously stated, Meyer's 

provided a list of twenty-five other small water utilities in Missouri showing that the 

average costs of debt, excluding the one other utility owned by First Round, was 5.16% 

Exhibit 211, Schedule GRM-SUR-2, Ex. Pg. 852, PDF Pg. 107; Commission Report and 

OrderPgs. 57-58, L.F. Pgs. 440-41, PDF Pgs. 237-38. This evidence, the accuracy of which 

Indian Hills did not challenge, clearly and unambiguously shows what the proper cost of 

debt is for comparable companies operating "at the same time and in the same general part 

of the country[.]" Bluefield Water Works & Improvement Co., 262 U.S. at 692; 

Commission Repott and Order Pg. 58, L.F. Pg. 441, PDF Pg. 238. Further, while Indian 

Hills tried desperately at the evidentiary hearing to prove that it was distinct from each and 

every single one of these twenty-five other water utilities, the Commission found its 

testimony was not credible.15 Commission Report and Order Pg. 58, L.F. Pg. 441, PDF Pg. 

15 The Commission also rejected many of the arguments that Indian Hills made to 
distinguish itself form these twenty-five other water companies finding: 

Indian Hills argues that the lower interest rates of other small utilities 
are due to undesirable characteristics that Indian Hills does not have. For 
example, Indian Hills argues that some of the small utilities still have 
environmental issues that make their business risky. That logic does not aid 
Indian Hills because Indian Hills has, commendably, remedied its 
environmental violations. Indian Hills' improved condition should, under 
Indian Hills' logic, make lower interest available to Indian Hills. 

Indian Hills also argues that some of the small utilities have additional 
collateral securing the loans-personal assets of the owners. That argument 
also works against Indian Hills because whether to offer such additional 
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238 (finding Indian Hills's testimony was "second-hand" and "inevitably carries the 

vagaries of second-hand evidence."). Moreover, the Commission found that "[e]ven 

conceding I 00 percent candor and accuracy to Indian Hills' witness on this point does not 

increase the weight of Indian Hills' evidence on this point to match the plain content of 

[Meyer's list of twenty-five other water utilities]." Commission Report and Order Pg. 58, 

L.F. Pg. 441, PDF Pg. 238. 

Given the proceeding, the Commission's decision in this case is clearly consistent 

with the Hope and Bluefield first criterion. The record establishes that the Commission 

used two separate and distinct sources of evidence that both showed what the cost of debt 

is for utilities with similar or comparable risk to Indian Hills. Further, the reliability of 

these sources is supported by the testimony of Indian Hills's own expert who employed 

similar utilities in making his own determinations. Finally, to the extent that Indian Hills 

presented any evidence to rebut these findings at the evidentiary hearing, the Commission 

found its testimony lacked credibility and this Coutt should defer to the Commission 

regarding matters of credibility. State ex rel. Associated Nat. Gas Co. v. Pub. Serv. 

Comm 'n, 37 S.W.3d 287, 294 (Mo. App. W.D. 2000) ("Evaluation of expert testimony is 

left to the Commission which 'may adopt or reject any or all of any witnesses' 

testimony[,]'" ... and "[the court of appeals] will not second-guess that determination.") 

(quoting State ex rel. Associated Natural Gas Co. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 706 S.W.2d 870, 

security is the investors' choice, and the customers need not pay the extra 
interest occasioned by that choice. 

Commission Report and Order Pg. 59, L.F. Pg. 442, PDF Pg. 239. 
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880 (Mo. App. W.D. 1985)). Indian Hills's concerns regarding this first criterion should 

therefore be dismissed. 

b. Adequacy to Meet Capital Needs 

With regard to the second Hope and Bluefield criterion, Indian Hills claims that the 

Commission's decision to use an imputed cost of debt means that it will not be able to 

cover its loan obligations and thus "charts a course to insolvency and default." Appellant's 

Brief Pg. 22. However, this overwrought and unduly pessimistic outlook is inconsistent 

with reality and ignores applicable law. To begin with, Indian Hills 's argument has, in large 

part, already been made to - and rejected by - this Court. See State ex rel. U.S. 

Water/Lexington v. Mo. Pub. Serv. Comm 'n., 795 S.W.2d 593 (Mo. App. W.D. 1990). In 

fact, the Lexington case is surprisingly similar to the case now before this Court. 

Specifically, Lexington involved a water utility requesting a rate increase to cover the cost 

of a $1.4 million loan with a 14.25% interest rate from a lender with close ties to the utility. 

Id. at 594-95. Because Staff was concerned that this transaction was not the result arms­

length negotiations, it looked to other utilities in the state to determine what the proper, 

market-based cost of debt would be. Id. at 596. The Commission ultimately determined 

"that [Staff's] examination revealed that the average interest rate at which these companies 

had borrowed money was two points above the prime interest rate[,]" which was 

approximately 10% at the time. Id. at 595-96. As a result, "[t]he Commission found ... 

Staff's analysis to be sound and ... adopt[ed] an imputed rate of interest of 13% for [the 

utility's] cost of debt." Id. at 596. On appeal, the utility argued "that the commission erred 

by ignoring the 'uncontroverted and relevant' negotiated interest rate of 14.25%." Id. at 
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597. However, this Court rejected that argument noting: "the Commission is not bound to 

accept whatever cost of debt is 'negotiated' and presented to it." Id. at 597. 

The decision of this Court in Lexington remains sensible today, and this Comt 

should adhere to its precedent. It simply cannot be, as Indian Hills argues, that the 

Commission is required to automatically assign a cost of debt based on terms "negotiated" 

by the utility. This is especially true when those terms amount to a capitulation in favor of 

the lender-which happens to be owned by the same two individuals who control the utility 

itself. Commission Report and Order Pg. 53, L.F. Pg. 436, PDF Pg. 233 (noting for, 

example, that the financing agreement's prepayment penalty benefits only the Glarners). 

To hold otherwise would produce an absurd and dangerous result wherein the Commission 

would essentially be rendered incapable of questioning the reasonableness of any financing 

agreement entered into by a utility. After all, Indian Hills's argument (that an imputed cost 

of debt renders it unable to cover its loan obligations) is equally true if not more convincing 

when the interest rate of the Fresh Statt loan is raised to 30% and even higher to 50%, 

100%, or even 200%. Yet allowing a utility to employ a 200% cost of debt would obviously 

result in rates that are neither just nor reasonable. The ability of the Commission to impute 

a lower cost of debt is thus an impo1tant and indispensable aspect of its duty to assign just 

and reasonable rates. RSMo. § 393.130.1 ("All charges made or demanded by any ... water 

corporation or sewer corporation for ... water, sewer or any service rendered or to be 

rendered shall be just and reasonable m,d not more than allowed by law or by order or 

decision of the commission."). 
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In addition, the Commission's imputed cost of debt will not, as Indian Hills 

bemoans, necessarily result in a default on its loan and an inability to provide a return to 

its equity investors. This is partly because Indian Hills's argument is based on numbers 

that are not in the record, but rather, ones that it claims to have "calculated" using "the 

format, inputs and methodology supporting Table I on page 3 of Company witness Dylan 

W. D'Ascendis' Rebuttal Testimony." 16 Appellant's Brief Pg. 22 n. I 1. However, when 

the numbers in Staffs Reconciliation (which does actually appear in the record) are used, 

a wholly different outcome appears. 17 According to the Reconciliation, the total cost that 

Indian Hills is set to recover in rates is $674,483. Staff Reconciliation, L.F. Pg. 483, PDF 

Pg. 280. Subtracting Indian Hills's total operating expenses of$464,707 from this amount 

leaves $214,512 left to pay interest, equity holders, and taxes. Staff Reconciliation, L.F. 

Pg. 483, PDF Pg. 280. This is $38,252 more than the table in Indian Hills's Brief suggests, 

which means that Indian Hills will not only be able to cover its debt obligations but have 

an additional $11,512 in income available to pay its equity shareholders. 18 Appellant's 

Brief Pg. 22. 

16 Indian Hills is actually referring to the table found on page three of D'Ascendis' sur­
rebuttal testimony, which is exhibit 12. Exhibit 12, Ex. Pg. 489, PDF Pg. 19. 
17 Staffs Reconciliation "is a final revenue requirement calculation" that was prepared 
jointly by Staff and Indian Hills following Commission's issuance of its Repo1t and Order. 
Staff Reconciliation, L.F. Pg. 479, PDF Pg. 276. 
18 It should be noted that the Reconciliation predicts tax payments of $48,773. Staff 
Reconciliation, L.F. Pg. 483, PDF Pg. 280. However, this number is calculated using the 
Co1mnission's imputed 50/50 debt to equity ratio. Because Indian Hills actual debt to 
equity ratio is far more debt focused than what the Commission imputed, Indian Hills's tax 
burden will actually be far lower than what is shown in the Reconciliation. 
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Finally, even if Indian Hills's numbers had been con-ect, that still would not mean 

it was doomed to default on its loan. On the contrary, Indian hills has many options 

available that would permit it to avoid such a result. To start with, Indian Hills could simply 

renegotiate the terms of the loan with Fresh Start. While this ordinarily could be a 

somewhat difficult task, in this case it would be remarkably easy given that both companies 

are literally controlled by the same exact two people, i.e. the Glarners. 19 Alternatively, 

Indian Hills could refinance with a third-party lender and thus arrive at a sensible interest 

rate using actual, arms-length negotiations in the same manner as the other twenty-four 

water companies identified in Meyer's testimony. Finally, Indian Hills could reduce its 

need for debt financing by seeking additional equity investment as suggested by the 

Commission when it imputed a 50/50 capital structure to the company. Commission Rep01t 

and Order Pgs. 48-49, L.F. Pgs. 431-32, PDF Pgs. 228-29. With all these possible solutions, 

it is easy to see Indian Hills's assertion (that the imputed cost of debt will chart "a course 

19 In fact, Indian Hills's has already shown its willingness to modify the loan agreement 
when necessary. Shortly after the acquisition case concluded and the loan proceeds were 
distributed, Indian Hills entered into an undisclosed agreement with its lender, Fresh Statt, 
to modify the provision of their loan agreement including delaying the start date for making 
payments on the loan until after the conclusion of the rate case. TR. Pg. 447, line 1-9, PDF 
Pg. 515. Another modification to the loan was that the lender would not receive a 2% loan 
origination fee until after the rate case concluded, though Cox testified that he thought this 
was not patt of the written loan modification agreement and was an unwritten agreement 
between Indian Hills and Fresh Start. TR. Pg. 451 line 16 - Pg. 452 line 4, PDF Pg. 519-
520. Cox admitted that in the acquisition case, WO-2016-0045, the Commission had 
ordered him to file modifications to the loan agreement with the Commission, and he had 
failed to file any such modification. TR. Pg. 452 lines 18-22, PDF Pg. 520; and TR. Pg. 
454 lines 3-5, PDF pg. 522. 
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to insolvency and default") for what it is: pure nonsense. 20 Indian Hills's arguments 

regarding the second Hope and Bluefield criterion must therefore be dismissed. 

c, Just and Reasonable Rates 

The last criterion under Bluefield and Hope requires the Commission to fix rates 

which are "just and reasonable" after balancing the interests of both investors and 

consumers. Hope Nat. Gas Co., 320 U.S. at 603 (emphasis added); State ex rel. Mo. Gas 

Energy, 186 S.W.3d 376, 383 (Mo. App. W.D. 2005) ("The United States Supreme Court 

tells us simply that 'the fixing of "just and reasonable" rates, involves a balancing of the 

investor and the consumer interests."'). Indian Hills' s argument regarding this last criterion 

consist of a single sentence stating "[b ]ecause the end result of the Report and Order does 

not provide for revenues adequate to service the Company's debt obligations and does not 

provide for any return whatsoever on equity capital, it does not meet the 'end result 

standard."' Appellant's Brief Pgs. 22-23. Besides being simply incmTect regarding the lack 

of revenue ( see the previous discussion regarding Indian Hills' s actual revenues and 

options to refinance or renegotiate the loan), this sentence does not explain how the 

Commission turning a blind eye toward a financing agreement that resulted from Indian 

Hills 's self-dealing will yield "just and reasonable rates" for its consumers. On the contrary, 

20 The OPC also points out that a default on the Fresh Start loan is not the catastrophe that 
Indian Hills tries to make it out to be. The loan is secured by the assets of the system which 
otherwise belong to the ultimate equity holders of First Round meaning that they are 
effectively owned primarily by the Glamers. If Indian Hills defaults, then Fresh Start, 
which is also owned by the Glamers, would have a right to seize the assets. Therefore, if 
Indian Hills defaults, then the assets making up the system will just be transferred from 
one company controlled by the Glamers to another company owned by the Glarners. 
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the Commission correctly found that the imputed cost of debt was necessary to ensure just 

and reasonable rates: 

OPC has shown that the loan's provisions include costs far above what 
Indian Hills must pay. The loan does not resemble an arm's-length 
transaction because the Glamers are behind each end of the transaction. The 
Commission understands the legal status of business organizations as legal 
persons. The Commission cannot ignore financial reality. 

A loan constitutes a circuit that conducts money. The money starts 
with the lender, passes through the borrower's business for profit, and returns 
with interest to the lender. Lenders and borrowers may lend to and borrow 
from whomever they choose, on whatever te1ms they choose, as the law 
allows. However, the loan before the Commission is different from other 
lending transactions, even for a wholly-owned subsidiary, which must 
borrow money from whomever and under whatever provisions its owner 
says. 

The difference with the Indian Hills loan is that Indian Hills' business 
for profit is a State-granted monopoly. The Commission has exclusively 
certified Indian Hills to provide water to captive customers. Those customers 
cannot, as ordinary retail customers do, go to elsewhere to serve their 
residences with water. Those facts bring the loan within one of the 
Commission's primary functions-to substitute reasonable regulation for the 
missing marketplace. 

Commission Report and Order Pgs. 56-57, L.F. Pgs. 439-40, PDF Pgs. 236-37. As can be 

plainly seen, the Commission was diligently engaged in achieving the third Bluefield and 

Hope criterion by balancing the interests of both investors and consumers. This is reflected 

in its conclusion where it stated "the record convinces the Commission that the interest rate 

and pre-payment penalty exceeded what the marketplace offers, the excess constitutes a 

benefit to the Glamers only, and not the ratepayers, and it would be unreasonable to pass 

forward these costs to ratepayers. Commission Report and Order Pg. 60, L.F. Pg. 443, PDF 

Pg. 240. Therefore, Indian Hills's concerns on the third and final Hope and Bluefield 

criterion should be disregarded. 
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d. Conclusion 

The Commission met the requirements of all three of the Hope and Bluefield 

criterion and Indian Hills's suggestions to the contrary are incorrect. The Commission's 

report and order should therefore be upheld and Indian Hills first point on appeal denied. 

2. Response to Indian Hills's second point on appeal. 

Indian Hills's second point contends that the Commission presumptively 

dete1mined that the Fresh Start financing agreement was reasonable during the acquisition 

case that preceded the case currently on appeal. Appellant's Brief Pg. 24. However, this 

argument is flatly contradicted by the Commission's findings in the prior acquisition case. 

First, the Commission's order did not approve the te1ms of the fresh stmt financing, but 

rather, simply granted Indian Hills the right to collateralize the assets of the system being 

acquired in order to issue up to 1.5 million dollars in debt. Order Approving 1i·ansfer of 

Assets and Issuance of Certificate of Convince and Necessity, Pg. 3, App. A79. The 

Commission futther stated that it was making "110 ji11di11g that would preclude the 

Commission from considering the ratemaking treatment to be afforded these ji11anci11g 

transactions or any other mater pertaining to the approval of the transfer of assets[.]" Order 

Approving Transfer of Assets and Issuance of Certificate of Convince and Necessity, Pg. 

5, App. A81 ( emphasis added). On the contrary, the Commission explicitly stated: 

Indian Hills and any successors or assigns bear the burden of proof, in 
subsequent rate cases where the financing relevant to this case is at issue. At 
that time, the Commission may order a hypothetical capital structure and 
cost of capital consistent with similarly situated small water companies in 
Missouri, or as the Commission may otherwise find appropriate. 
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Order Approving Transfer of Assets and Issuance a/Certificate a/Convince and Necessity, 

Pg. 5, App. A8 l ( emphasis added). Nevertheless, Indian Hills goes to great lengths to 

ignore these findings stating that "[t]he Commission should be deemed to have concluded 

[ during the acquisition] that the terms of the Loan were just and reasonable ... " despite 

this being expressly denied by the Commission's order. Appellant's Brief Pg. 26. 

Indian Hills attempts to support its absurd position by citing to the AG processing 

case. Appellant's Brief Pg. 24. This, however, is a faulty comparison. AG processing was 

a case where a direct appeal was taken from a Commission's order determining that a 

question that had arisen during a merger should be decided at a later rate case. State ex rel. 

AG Processing, Inc. v. PSC, 120 S.W.3d 732, 733, 736 (Mo. bane 2003). The 

Commission's order was remanded after this Court ruled the fact that the "issue could be 

addressed in a subsequent ratemaking case did not relieve the PSC of the duty of deciding 

it as a relevant and critical issue when ruling on the proposed merger" Id. In the present 

case, by contrast, Indian Hills failed to bring any appeal from the order issued in the 

acquisition case when the Commission explicitly stated that it reserved the right to impute 

a hypothetical cost of capital (i.e. cost of debt) in a future rate proceeding. Indian Hills's 

decision to now cry foul because the Commission did exactly what it reserved the right to 

do despite not once complaining during the previous case is consequently completely 

different from the situation before the court in AG Processing. In fact, it is more reasonable 

to say that Indian Hills has waived the argument it now raises in its second point because 

it failed to object to ( or appeal) the portion of the Commission's order issued in the 

29 

Schedule KNR-4 
29/38 



underlying acquisition case that clearly and definitively stated that the Commission made 

no finding regarding the ratemaking treatment of the Fresh Start loan. 

The Commission's order regarding the acquisition case repeatedly stated that it was 

not providing a determination regarding the reasonableness of Indian Hills's financing 

agreement. Further, Indian Hills never objected to these statements either during the course 

of the proceeding or through an appeal. For Indian Hills to now claim some fotm of 

presumption in total contradiction to the Commission's order is nothing short ofridiculous. 

Its second point should therefore be denied. 

3. Response to Indian Hills's third point on appeal. 

On its face, Indian Hills' s third point on appeal contends that the Commission 

misallocated evidentiary burdens of persuasion and production in reaching its decision. 

However, buried in this point is an attempt to argue what effectively amounts to a 

"sufficiency of the evidence" challenge. The OPC will respond to both arguments raised 

in this point - despite its multifarious and frankly convoluted nature - as neither of them 

have any basis in fact or law and present assertions that are flatly refuted by the 

Commission's Report and Order as well as the evidentiary record. 

Indian Hills' s first argument is centered around the dual burdens of production and 

persuasion. As this couti has previously explained, "[t]he burden of producing evidence is 

'simply the burden of making or meeting a prima facie case."' PUC v. Office of Pub. 

Counsel (In re Emerald Pointe Util. Co.), 438 S.W.3d 482, 490 (Mo. App. W.D. 2014) 

(quoting McCloskey v. Koplar, 46 S.W.2d 557, 563 (Mo. bane 1932)). Once this prima 

facie case has been made, "the burden shifts to the other party 'to produce, if he desires, 
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competent controverting evidence which, if believed, will offset the plaintiff's prima facie 

case."' Id. (quoting McCloskey, 46 S.W.2d at 563). "If this is done the [opposing party] 

has met the burden of evidence cast upon him, ... whereupon the burden swings back to 

the plaintiff to bring forward evidence in rebuttal, and so on." Id. (quotingMcCloskey, 46 

S.W.2d at 563). 

By comparison, the burden of persuasion (sometimes called the burden of proof) is 

defined as "[a] party's duty to convince the fact-finder to view the facts in a way that favors 

that party." White v. Dir. of Revenue, 321 S.W.3d 298, 305 (Mo. Banc 2010) (quoting 

BLACK'S LAW DICTIONARY 223 (9th ed. 2009)). Unlike the burden of production, the 

burden of persuasion does not shift between parties in a case. In re Emerald Pointe Util. 

Co., 438 S.W.3d at 490. "Therefore, if the evidence is 'equally balanced and the [fact­

finder] is left in doubt, the litigant having the burden of [persuasion] loses .... "Id. ( quoting 

McCloskey, 46 S.W.2d at 563). 

Indian Hills freely admits that it carries the burden of persuasion in this case, as 

dictated by statute. RSMo. § 393.150 ("[a]t any hearing involving a rate sought to be 

increased, the burden of proof to show that the increased rate or proposed increased rate is 

just and reasonable shall be upon the ... water corporation .... "). It also acknowledges 

that, as the party responsible for bringing the case, it had the initial burden of producing 

evidence as to the proper cost of debt. Appellant's Brief Pg. 29. Indian Hills claims, though, 

that it met this burden through the testimony of Cox and Thaman. Appellant's Brief Pg. 

29. At this point, it argues, the burden shifted to the OPC to produce evidence in rebuttal, 

which it asserts the OPC failed to do. Appellant's Brief Pg. 29. In other words, Indian Hills 
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is arguing that the OPC failed to produce "competent controverting evidence which, if 

belie11ed, [ would] offset the [its] prima facie case." Appellant's Brief Pg. 29; In re Emerald 

Pointe Util. Co., 438 S.W.3d at 490 (quoting McC!oskey, 46 S.W.2d at 563) (emphasis 

added). Yet having made this argument, Indian Hills spends the rest of its brief attempting 

to contradict the competent controverting evidence that the OPC produced at the 

evidentiary hearing to offset Indian Hills's prima facie case. Specifically, Indian Hills 

attempts to challenge the Commission's reliance on the testimony of the OPC's witnesses 

Gorman and Meyer, both of whom presented evidence that showed a lower cost of debt for 

Indian Hills was available on the market. In doing so, Indian Hills has missed the glaring 

issue that, in acknowledging the existence of the OPC's evidence, it has defeated its own 

argument that the OPC failed to meet its burden of producing said evidence. 

As Indian Hills's own brief points out, a party meets the burden of production when 

it "make[s] out a prima facie case, though the cogency oftlte evidence may fall short of 

convincing the trier of fact to find for him." Appellant's Brief Pgs. 28-29 (emphasis 

added). While it may try desperately to unde1mine the cogency of the OPC's evidence, 

Indian Hills cannot deny that evidence was produced at the evidentiary hearing. Indian 

Hills claim that the OPC failed to meet its burden of production is thus clearly and 

unavoidably wrong. 

Having determined that Indian Hills's argument that the OPC failed to meet its 

burden of producing evidence is clearly wrong (based on its tacit acknowledgment that the 

OPC's evidence was plainly presented), it is possible to consider the real argument that 

Indian Hills is making in its third point. In attacking the OPC's evidence, Indian Hills is 
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obviously attempting to raise a challenge regarding the sufficiency of that evidence. 21 The 

OPC notes that response to such an argument is technically unnecessary given Indian 

Hills's failure to include it in its point relied on. C.S. v. Mo. Dep't of Soc. Servs., Children's 

Div., 491 S.W.3d 636,656 (Mo. App. W.D. 2016) ("Claims of error raised in the argument 

portion of a brief that are not raised in the point relied on are not preserved for our review." 

quoting Holliday Investments, Inc. v. Hawthorn Bank, 476 S.W.3d 291,297 n.5 (Mo. App. 

W.D. 2015)). However, the OPC will nevertheless address the merits of Indian Hills's 

contentions out of an abundance of caution. 

Indian Hills begins its assault with Gorman's testimony likening Indian Hills to 

similar highly distressed utilities. Echoing the concerns raised in its first point on appeal, 

Indian hills again claims that this comparison is faulty because Gorman used a utility with 

a "below investment grade" credit rating while Indian Hills has not yet received a credit 

rating from a major rating agency. However, this argument again ignores Gorman's 

testimony that a "below investment grade" credit rating is reflective of finically distressed 

utilities like Indian Hills. Exhibit 213, Ex. Pg. 946, PDF Pg. 20. The Commission 

ultimately accepted this testimony, and Indian Hills still offers no evidence to rebut its 

decision. Commission Report and Order Pg. 55, L.F. Pg. 438, PDF Pg. 235. Indian Hills 

also challenges G01man's proxy based on its size. However, as the Commission itself 

21 The OPC presumes the reason that Indian Hills has not stated so explicitly is because it 
has already admitted that it carried the burden of persuasion, which this Court has 
acknowledged does not shift between parties. In re Emerald Pointe Util. Co., 438 S.W.3d 
at 490 ("While the burden of producing evidence may shift from one party to the other and 
back again, the burden of persuasion does not." (Brinker v. Director of Revenue, 363 
S.W.3d 377,380 (Mo. App. E.D. 2012)). 
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pointed out: "Indian Hills has not shown that greater scale in operations results in fewer 

challenges to a distressed utility's operation or a greater ability to attract debt at lower 

rates." Commission Report and Order Pg. 57, L.F. Pg. 440, PDF Pg. 237. Further, this 

argument also continues to ignore the fact that Indian Hills's own expert witness, 

D' Ascendis, relied on several equally large, if not larger, companies in performing his own 

rate of return calculations; companies that D' Ascendis considered to have "similar, but 

not necessarily identical, risk to Indian Hills." Exhibit 10, Ex. Pg. 390, PDF Pg. 112. 

Finally, Indian Hills fails to note that while Gorman's proxy may have been larger than it 

in terms of scale, the proxy was also asking for substantially more debt.22 Exhibit 213, 

Schedule MPG-3, Ex. Pg. 954, PDF Pg. 28. Thus, the difference in scale that Indian Hills 

complains of is rendered largely meaningless. See Commission Repott and Order Pg. 46, 

L.F. Pg. 429, PDF Pg. 226 (noting that "public utilities that vary greatly in size may 

constitute valid proxies because their financial strength is the same."). 

The final concern Indian Hills' s raises regarding Gorman' s testimony is that the 

testimony was filed nineteen months after the acquisition of the water system. Indian Hills 

claims that as a result, it was "distant in time" from the loan and thus not a good indicator 

of a reasonable cost of debt. This might possibly have been a good argument were it not 

for the simple fact that the proxy debt Gorman relied on was issued in July of 2015; one 

month after Indian Hills was formed and one month before it applied to the Commission 

for permission to acquire the water system in question. Exhibit 213, Schedule MPG-3, Ex. 

22 The proxy (DPL, Inc.) was issuing a line of debt wmth $200,000,000.00 compared to 
Indian Hills $1,450,000.00 Exhibit 213, Schedule MPG-3, Ex. Pg. 954, PDF Pg. 28. 
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Pg. 954, PDF Pg. 28. Further, as Indian Hills has already pointed out, the Fresh Start loan 

was already being contemplated at the time of the acquisition case because it was filed 

alongside Indian Hills's application. Consequently, though Gorman's testimony may have 

been submitted nineteen months after the Indian Hills acquisition, it was based on a debt 

offering that was coincident in time with when the Fresh Start financing agreement was 

being made. Indian Hills's concern regarding the timeliness of Gorman's testimony is 

therefore meritless. 

Moving to the testimony of Meyer, Indian Hills once again brings up timeliness 

stating that because the list of twenty-five other water companies compiled by Meyer did 

not limit itself to circumstances within the first quarter of 2016, it is not reliable. Of course, 

Indian hills cites to no statute, rule, or case law to suggest that evidence from only the first 

qua1ter of2016 is admissible; primarily because none exist. Instead, this complaint, like all 

the complaints raised by Indian Hills regarding Meyer's testimony, could only ever go 

toward the weight his testimony should be afforded. Moreover, the Commission evidently 

found Meyer's testimony credible, despite the issues Indian Hills claims, and decided to 

give it significant weight, a conclusion that the Missouri Supreme Court has instrncted 

appellate courts to deem "presumptively cotTect." State ex rel. AG Processing, Inc. v. PSC, 

120 S. W.3d 732, 734 (Mo. Banc. 2003). The only remaining concern raised by Indian Hills 

regarding Meyer's testimony is the Commission's treatment of the testimony offered by 

Cox in rebuttal, which the Commission found not to be credible. Indian Hills complains 

that the Commission should not have found Cox's rebuttal testimony deficient (because it 

contained second hand evidence) and thus "arbitrarily disregard[]" it. However, this 
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argument ignores the Commission's statement in its Report and Order where it explicitly 

found that "[e]ven conceding 100 percent candor and accuracy to [Cox] does not increase 

the weight of Indian Hills' evidence on this point to match the plain content of [Meyer's 

list of twenty-five other water utilities]." Commission Report and Order Pg. 58, L.F. Pg. 

441, PDF Pg. 238. As can be plainly seen, the Commission did not just "arbitrarily 

disregard[]" Cox's testimony, but rather found Meyer's more compelling. 

Having considered the remaining evidentiary arguments raised by Indian Hills, the 

OPC believes it is also prudent to consider the evidentiary arguments that weight against 

the utility. For instance, Indian Hills's third point on appeal maintains that the testimony 

of Cox and Thaman "prove" that there were no traditional sources of financing available 

to it "after having made commercially reasonable attempts to source it." However, the 

Commission actually found that "[t]he documentation of Indian Hills' search for debt is 

scant and, in some cases, irrelevant" and concluded that it found Indian Hills's evidence 

on this point "unconvincing." Commission Report and Order Pg. 60, L.F. Pg. 443, PDF 

Pg. 240. The Commission also supported its determination regarding the proper cost of 

debt by comparing it to Indian Hills's proposed cost of equity of 12% and noting that: 

Because debt has priority over equity, equity must compensate with a better 
return than debt. Therefore, when return on equity is at 12 percent, debt at 14 
percent must be above the market rate. An interest rate of 14 percent is 
significantly above the market rate. 

Commission Report and Order Pg. 54, L.F. Pg. 437, PDF Pg. 234. Finally, the Commission 

found that Indian Hills's decision to violate its directive from the prior acquisition case 

(where it had ordered the utility to use the funds from the Fresh Start loan only for the 
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benefit of its new system) and hide the details regarding the relationship between the 

various Glarner entities "strongly suggests to the Commission that the Glarners never 

intended Indian Hills to pay interest to anyone but themselves, and did not intend to pay 

themselves at a market rate." Commission Report and Order Pg. 61, L.F. Pg. 444, PDF Pg. 

241. For all these reasons, as well as the others raised herein, Indian Hills' s third point on 

appeal should be denied. 

Conclusion 

Indian Hills attempts to frame this case as the Commission acting emotionally with 

regard to itrelevant matters, but nothing could be further from the truth. Rather, the 

Commission rationally determined that the financing agreement between Indian Hills and 

Fresh Start did not reflect a true market rate and was not the result of arms-length 

negotiations because both entities were controlled by the same two individuals. As a result, 

the Commission imputed a cost of debt to the company based on what the evidence showed 

was reasonable and acceptable on the open market. This outcome is not only consistent 

with its statutory mandate to ensure just and reasonable rates, it is also necessary to prevent 

the Glarners's attempts to overcharge their captive customers through their insidious 

method of shameful self-dealing. Therefore, the OPC respectfully asks this Court to uphold 

the Commission's decision. 
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--------- ------------------------------------

EVIDENTIARY HEARING Volume 4 11/28/2017 

Page426 

1 Q. Okay. Did anyone else such as David Glarner 

2 or Robert Glarner represent to these lenders that you 

3 went to that they might be willing to personally 

4 guarantee a loan? 

5 A. There were no nonutility assets that were 

6 offered to be collateralized for this loan. 

7 Q. When you as a representative of Indian Hills 

8 approached those lenders, what limits or levels of money 

9 from the parent were you authorized to contribute to 

10 help finance the project costs? 

11 A. Yeah. We were flexible on those terms. We 

12 were trying to get to a point to find out what level of 

13 equity or interest carrier or interest reserves the 

14 banks would want in order to try to get a financing deal 

15 done. 

16 Q. And how flexible were you? What was your 

17 ability to contribute? 

18 A. I mean., we we had a lot of flexibility. I 

19 think we were waiting to see -- get a proposal from the 

20 bank. 

21 

22 

For example, if you go to the -- you know, 

the answers I gave to you as part of the original 

23 financing case and you go back to Peoples Bank. Peoples 

24 Bank got kind of far down the line with us, and they 

25 presented a spreadsheet with potential interest 

I 

www.alarls.us 
ALARIS LITIGATION SERVICES 

Phone: 1.800.280.3376 Fax: 314.644.1334 
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Confluence Rivers Revenue Requirement Breakdown 

Depreciation, 
3.5% 

• 
Current Average 

System Type Service Area Rate 

Sewer Auburn Lakes $45.00 

Sewer Calvey Brook $33.78 

Sewer Gladlo . $37.67 
Sewer Lake Virginia $13.33 

Sewer Majestic Lakes . $37.50 

Sewer Mill Creek . 
~ 

$30.11 

Sewer Roy-L . $33,00 

Sewer Villa Ridge 
. 

$24.24 

Sewer Willows 
. 

$15.00 

Water Auburn Lakes $30.00 

Water Calvey Brook $36.36 

Water Eugene $30.00 

Water Evergreen Lakes $12.00 

Water Gladlo $20.00 

Water Majestic Lakes $37.50 

Water Roy-L $40.00 

Water Smithview $5.31 

Water Willows $5,23 

www .centralstateswaterresources.com 

Proposed Rate 

$68.53 
$68.53 
$68,53 
$68.53 
$68.53 
$68.53 
$68.53 
$68.53 
$68,53 
$61.64 
$61.64 
$61.64 
$61.64 
$61.64 
$61.64 
$61.64 
$61.64 
$61.64 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI 

In the Matter of the Application of Elm Hills 
Utility Operating Company, Inc. and 
Missouri Utilities Company for Elm Hills to 
Acquire Certain Water and Sewer Assets of 
Missouri Utilities Company, for a Certificate 
Of Convenience and Necessity, and, in 
Connection therewith, to Issue Indebtedness 
And Encumber Assets 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. SM-2017-0150 

NOTICE 

COMES NOW Elm Hills Utility Operating Company, Inc. (Elm Hills) and states as 

follows to the Missouri Public Service Commission (Commission): 

1. The Commission's Order Approving Stipulation and Agreement, Granting CCN 

and Transfer of Assets issued on September 19, 2017 (Order), among other things, approved a 

Stipulation and Agreement that directed in part that Elm Hills provide notice the Commission, 

Staff, and Office of the Public Counsel if there are any changes to the current investment 

structure or investors in Elm Hills, its immediate parent or its affiliates First Round CSWR, LLC 

and Central States Water Resources, Inc. and any changes to the current investment structure or 

investors in Fresh Start of which the owners of Elm Hills, or others, may become aware. 

2. Elm Hills hereby provides notice that Sciens Capital Management LLC has 

formed an investment entity named U.S. Water Systems, LLC, which has purchased 100% of the 

ownership interests in affiliates First Round CSWR, LLC, Central States Water Resources, Inc., 

and Fresh Start Venture LLC. 

3. Elm Hills will work with the Staff of the Commission and the Office of the Public 

1 
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Counsel to provide documents related to these transactions. 

WHEREFORE, Elm Hills respectfully requests that the Commission accept this filing. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dean L. Cooper, MBE #36592 
BRYDON, SWEARENGEN & ENGLAND P.C. 
312 E. Capitol Avenue 
P.O. Box 456 
Jefferson City, MO 65012 
(573) 635-7166 telephone 
(573) 635-3847 facsimile 
dcooper@brydonlaw.com 

ATTORNEYS FOR ELM HILLS UTILITY 
OPERATING COMPANY, INC. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I do hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document has been sent 
by electronic mail this 29th day of November, 2018, to: 

Mark Johnson 
Office of the General Counsel 
staffcounselservice@psc.mo. gov 
mark.johnson@psc.mo.gov 

2 

Ryan Smith 
Office of the Public Counsel 
opcservice@ded.mo.gov 
ryan.smith@ded.mo.gov 
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11970163.1 

Exhibit No. 
Issues: Termination of Agreement to 
Transfer Reflections Systems to CSWR; 
Public Interest 
Witness: Anthony J. Soukenik 
Type of Exhibit: rebuttal Testimony to 
Testimony of Josiah Cox 
Sponsoring Party: Reflections 
Subdivision Master Association, Inc. 
File No.: WA-2019-0185 
Date August 13, 2019 

REBUTTAL TESTIMONY 

FOR 

ANTHONY J. SOUKENIK, 

FOR 

REFLECTIONS SUBDIVISION MASTER ASSOCIATION, INC. 
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1. 

2. 

Rebuttal Testimony for 
Anthony J. Soukenik, 

ANTHONY J. SOUKENIK 
REBUTTAL TESTIMONY 

for Reflections Subdivision Master Association, Inc. 

3. WITNESS INTRODUCTION 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS. 

My name is Anthony J. Soukenik. My business address is 600 Washington Ave., 

Fl. 15, St. Louis, MO 63101. 

ARE YOU AN OFFICER OF REFLECTIONS SUBDMSION MASTER 

ASSOCIATION, INC.? 

Yes. I am the President of Reflections Subdivision Master Association, Inc. (the 

"Association"). 

ARE YOU FAMILIAR WITH THE AGREEMENT TO TRANSFER THE 

UTILITY SYSTEMS AT REFLECTIONS TO CENTRAL STATES 

WATER RESOURCES, INC. ("CSWR") ENTERED INTO BY CSWR 

AND THE ASSOCIATION AND GREAT SOUTHERN BANK ON 

OCTOBER 11, 2018 (THE "INITIAL AGREEMENT") AND THE 

AMENDED AND RESTATED AGREEMENT FOR SALE OF UTILITY 

SYSTEM THAT WAS ENTERED INTO BY SUCH PARTIES AND THE 

REFLECTIONS CONDOMINIUM OWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC. ON 

DECEMBER 14, 2018 (THE "AMENDED AGREEMENT" AND, 

COLLECTIVELY WITH THE INITIAL AGREEMENT, THE 

"AGREEMENTS")? 

2 
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I. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

ANTHONY J. SOUKENIK 
REBUTTAL TESTIMONY 

Yes, I am familiar with both the Initial Agreement and the Amended Agreement, 

as the Association was one of the parties to each such agreement. 

ON PAGES 15 AND 16 OF HIS DIRECT TESTIMONY, JOSIAH COX 

INDICATES THAT THE ASSOCIATION HAS TAKEN STEPS TO 

CONVEY THEW ATER AND SEWER SYSTEMS AT THE 

REFLECTIONS DEVELOPMENT TO CENTRAL STATES WATER 

RESOURCES, INC. ("CSWR"). IS THAT TESTIMONY CURRENTLY 

ACCURATE? 

No. On August 2, 2019, the Notice attached hereto as Exhibit AJS 1-A was 

10. issued to Central States Water Resources, Inc., terminating the Amended 

11. Agreement, pursuant to the right to do so reserved in Section 5 of the Agreements. 

12. Q. DID ALL PARTIES TO THE AMENDED AGREEMENT, OTHER THAN 

13. CSWR, VOTE TO TERMINATE THE AMENDED AGREEMENT? 

14. A. Yes. The Association, the Reflections Condominium Owners Association, Inc., 

15. and Great Southern Bank all voted to terminate the Amended Agreement. 

16. Q. DOES THE ASSOCIATION HA VE ANY CURRENT INTENT TO 

17. TRANSFER THE WATER AND SEWER SYSTEMS AT THE 

18. REFLECTIONS DEVELOPMENT TO CSWR? 

19. A. No. CSWR could not timely close its acquisition, because of the length of time 

20. involved in this proceeding and the possibility of an appeal. The closing date was 

21. always known to be a consideration to the associations and to the bank; and that is 

22. why they reserved the right to terminate the Agreements, if the closing was not 

23. able to occur expeditiously. Counsel for the bank had requested the Reflections 

3 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

IO. 

I 1. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

Q. 

A. 

ANTHONY J. SOUKENIK 
REBUTTAL TESTIMONY 

proceeding to be bifurcated from this proceeding, and for the approval of the 

Reflections transfer to be more expeditiously prosecuted; and CSWR/Osage 

Utility Operating Company, Inc. refused to do so. Instead, CSWR chose to 

continue to combine the approval of the acquisition of the Reflections systems 

with its acquisition of several other systems, and to seek an acquisition premium 

and rate base adjustment not disclosed in the Agreements and which CSWR knew 

or should have known would create the basis for an extended proceeding, because 

of the issues presented in the combined application. 

ON PAGE 28 OF HIS DIRECT TESTIMONY, MR. COX INDICATES 

THAT A GRANT OF THE REQUESTED CERTIFICATE OF 

CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY ASSOCIATED WITH THE 

PROPOSED ACQIDSITION OF THE SPECIFIED ASSETS OF 

REFLECTIONS AND THE RELATED TRANSACTIONS ARE IN THE 

PUBLIC INTEREST OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI. DO YOU AGREE 

WITH THAT STATEMENT? 

No. Based upon the testimony and data request responses that have been filed 

17. and issued by the various parties in the matter to date, it became apparent that 

18. Osage Utility Operating Company, Inc. would not provide the least cost, capable 

19. utility service to the Reflections development, given its requested rate base 

20. adjustment and acquisition premium. The associations and the bank had agreed to 

21. transfer the utility systems to CSWR for one dollar, in order to allow rates to be 

22. maintained at the most economical level. By seeking the rate base adjustment and 

23. acquisition premium, Osage Utility Operating Company, Inc. sought to increase 

4 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

Q. 

A. 

ANTHONY J. SOUKENIK 
REBUTTAL TESTIMONY 

rates beyond what is required to make the needed improvements to the systems. 

Additionally, the improvements discussed by Osage Utility Operating Company, 

Inc. include items that are not required by the Missouri Department of Natural 

Resources ("DNR"); again adding to the costs that would be recovered through 

future rates. The non•profit entities Missouri Water Association and Lake Area 

Waste Water Association indicated that they were willing and able to provide the 

service to Reflections; to make the improvements required by DNR; to set rates 

based on costs incurred in their respective systems; and to close the acquisition 

before the end of August. All of these factors lead to the conclusion that the 

acquisition by the non•profit entities would be in the best interest of the 

associations and the bank, as well as the public interest in having capable utility 

service at reasonable rates. 

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR REBUTTAL TESTIMONY? 

Yes. 

5 
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STATE OF MISSOURI ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF ST. LOUIS ) 

AFFIDAVIT 

ANTHONY J. SOUKENIK 
REBUTTAL TESTIMONY 

I, Anthony Soukenik, state that I am the President of Reflections Subdivision Master 
Association, Inc.; that the Rebuttal Testimony and exhibit attached hereto have been prepared by 
me or under my direction and supervision; and, that the answers to the questions posed therein 
are true to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief. 

Subscribed and sworn to me this I 3 ;I... day of August, 2019. 

6 

CHRISTINA L. DRZEWUCKI 
Notary Public, Notary Seal 

State of Missouri 
St. Louis County 

Commission# 16397188 
My Commission Expires 01-26-2023 
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SANDB RG 
PHO~NIX 

VIA EMAIL: jco.\@cs,vrgro11p,com 
FACSIMILE: 314-238-7201 
and CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN 
RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Josiah Cox, President 
Central States Water Resources, Inc, 
500 Northwest Plaza Drive #500 
St. Ann, MO 63074 

August 2, 2019 

Sue A, Schultz 
Attorney 

475 Regency Park, Suite 176 
O'Fallon, IL 62269 

Tel: 618.621,.3478 
Fax: 618.624.3326 

sschultz@sandbergphoenix.com 
www.sandbergphoenix.com 

RE: NOTICE OF THE TERMINATION of Amended and Restated Agreement for Sale of Utility 
System dated December 14, 2018 (the "Agreement"), Great Southern Bank, Reflections 
Subdivision Master Association, Inc., and Reflections Condominium Owners Association, Inc. 
(collectively "Seller"), and Central States Water Resources, Inc. ("CSWR") for the transfer of the 
water and sewer systems (the "Prope11Y") serving the Reflections subdivision development in 
Camden County, Missouri (the "Development"). All terms not defined herein shall have such 
meaning as set forth in the Agreement. 

Dear Mr. Cox: 

As you know, this firm represents Great Southern Bank and Reflections Subdivision Master 
Association, Inc. under the above Agreement. Based upon the vote of all three entities constituting the 
Seller, Seller hereby terminates the Agreement, pursuant to the right reserved in Section 5 thereof, 
because tho Closing has not occurred by December 31, 2018 (nor during the period since then). 

CSWR chose to submit the Agreement for approval by the Missouri Public Service Commission 
(the "PSC") in conjunction with its submission of approval for several other systems, with the knowledge 
that other paities were interested in providing service to those other systems; and CSWR chose to request 
an acquisition premium and amounts to be included in rate base above the $1,00 price CSWR would have 
paid for the Property, all causing a delay in the prosecution of the proceeding before the PSC. Despite 
our requests for the proceeding to be bifurcated, to allow more expedient prosecution, CSWR refused to 
do so. Based on the issues CSWR has chosen to raise in the proceeding, the end date for the proceeding 
cannot be predicted. Such delay is not acceptable to the Seller, as time is of the essence to the Seller and 
to the condition of the Property. 

Further, based upon the data request responses and the testimony filed to date in the PSC 
proceeding, it has become apparent that CSWR would not provide the least cost qualified service to the 
Development. Others would be in a position to provide lower cost service and more efficiently address 
the concerns listed by the seller's engineers who have, previously, reviewed the Property's condition. 
These factors provide basis for even more delay in the PSC proceeding, as parties seek to submit 
responsive testimony and, potentially, appeal any decision the PSC would finally render. 

11853961.2 www.sandbergphoenix.com 
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CJ 
rn 
CJ 
CJ 

Josiah Cox 
August 2, 2019 
Page 2 of2 

For all the foregoing reasons, the Seller entities have unanimously voted to terminate the 
Agreement pursuant to Section 5. 

Should you have questions, please have your counsel direct them to the undersigned. 

Very truly yours, 

Sue A. Schultz 

cc: James A. Beckemeier (via email and facsimile) 
Jennifer L. Hernandez (via email) 
Jessica Braden (via email) 
Anthony Soukenik (via email) 
Stanley Woodworth (via email) 

/ifs. F!ostal Service'" ~ - - - • 

1 CERTIBIED MAIL~ REGEIRJ' 
~fl On/Y, _, "'~ __ __ - - --- -- - - ---

.. ' 

tJ ;~:'.; F~ 

2/~/19 
Postmarl< 

Hera 

~, To Josiah Cox, President ~ 

3/
~. slfest,nitA;;wo.,, Central States Water Resources, Inc ........ . 

500 Northwest Plaza Dr., #500 
Ciry.Sli.,•,z1P+4 • • St. Ann, MO 63074 ········ 

: II ' I I • • ., ' ' 

I 1853961.2 
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• 

Barbara A. Wunderlich 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Concord Fax <ctnotify@concord.net> 
Friday, August 02, 2019 3:00 PM 
Barbara A. Wunderlich 
SUCCESS: Your 3 page fax has been successfully delivered to +13142387201. 

Success 
Your 3 page fax has been successfully delivered to +13142387201 on 08-02-2019 2:58 PM. 

Tracking Number: 

Fax Number: 

Recipient: 

Subject: 

Time Delivered: 

Pages Delivered: 

812-11783494 

+ 13142387201 

Josiah Cox 

NOTICE OF TERMINATION [SPVG-LIB1.FID842152] 

08-02-2019 2:58 PM 

3 

You can check the statu, of your faxes and review your account activity by logging in at 
,.,,_1::,\. -·.•1'.·_1i;J;1\-;_:::;1" ni,'.ii!:. ,o:·•: 

Documentation Product Information User Dashboard {M~.l 
~4.e,;:;._~-, 

COHCO/!DFax) •This is a system generated message, please do not reply. 

Video Tutorials 
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