BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Request for Increase in )
Annual Water System Operating Revenues for ) WRs21138
Village Greens Water Company. )

THE OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC COUNSEL'S POSITION STATEME NT

COMES NOW the Office of the Public Counsel (Pulliounsel) and for its Position
Statement states as follows:
1. On December 1, 2014, Village Greens Water Comp¥dillage Greens) initiated a small
company rate increase proceeding requesting araserin its water rates of $2,400 per year
(approximately 7.5%).
2. On June 29, 2015, the Staff of the Missouri PuBkzvice Commission (Staff) filed its
Recommendation which includedGompany/Saff Agreement Regarding Disposition of Small
Water Company Revenue Increase Request (Company/Staff Agreement), indicating an
agreement between Staff and Village Greens for terwaate increase of $1,962 per year
(approximately 5.8%). Public Counsel did not jmirthe agreement.
3. Revised tariff sheets reflecting the proposed ratgeeed to in the Company/Staff
Agreement were filed by Village Greens on July®12
4, As the Company/Staff Agreement was executed by Willgge Greens and Staff, 4 CSR
240.3-050(15) requires Public Counsel to file aadieg stating its position regarding the
Company/Staff Agreement and the related propogs#t favisions, or requesting a local public
hearing or an evidentiary hearing, no later thare f{5) working days after the end of the

comment period for the written customer notice eorglated in 4 CSR 240-3.050(14).



5. Public Counsel now states that it will not oppdse €ompany/Staff Agreement or the
related tariff revisions filed by Village GreensHowever, Public Counsel believes the
Company/Staff Agreement requires one point of fiation.
6. Page 5 of the Company/Staff Agreement containsfollewing agreement between
Village Greens and Staff:

(13) The Company will commence on the effectiveedd#tany Commission order

issued in this case, cease transfer of funds fhautility to the developer per the

agreement in Certificate Case No. WA-2004-0151.tReragreement, the utility

was to repay the developer for the funding of dertdility plant. Since the time

of the agreement all such funds have been repailetaleveloper, therefore, no

further payment is necessary.
7. Public Counsel wishes to clarify that informatiegarding the above noted transfer of
funds from the utility to the developer per theesgnent in Certificate Case No. WA-2004-0151
can be found in the Company/Staff Agreement on 2ageAgreement Attachment | - Auditing
Unit Recommendation Memorandum under the headir@ouoitributions in Aid of Construction
(CIAC):

As a result of the Company’s certificate case (M#A-2004-0151), it was

determined that Village Greens Water Company wqayg a $2,015 fee to the

developer for every customer that connected towaeer system. This fee was

intended to reimburse the developer for the fundifigertain plant items for

which the utility could not fund itself at the tim@ construction. It was also

expected that the developer would contribute the and distribution system to

the utility; therefore, these items were not inéddn the repayment calculation.
8. Therefore, agreement (13) of the Company/Staff Agrent means that Village Greens
will no longer pay a $2,015 fee to the developer deery customer connected to the water
system because the developer has been fully regatidor the funding of certain plant items for
which the utility could not fund itself at the tino¢ construction.

9. As stated above, 4 CSR 240-3.050(14) requires #ewrnotice of the proposed tariff

revisions no later than five (5) working days aftex utility makes its tariff filing.



10.  Additionally, 4 CSR 240-3.050(22) requires a finafitten notice of Commission
approval of any tariff revisions resulting fromraall utility rate case.

11. Given that Public Counsel will not oppose the Cony&taff Agreement, Public
Counsel believes that it would be burdensome ttay@ Greens and its customers to require a
written customer notice as contemplated in 4 CS®R2850(14) as well as a final written notice
per 4 CSR 240-3.050(22) if the Commission apprahesCompany/Staff Agreement and the
related tariff revisions. Consequently, Public Geel requests a waiver of the written customer
notice as contemplated in 4 CSR 240-3.050(14). flied written notice per 4 CSR 240-
3.050(22) would still be required.

12.  Therefore, in compliance with 4 CSR 240.3-050(1Byplic Counsel now states its
position it will not oppose the Company/Staff Agrent and the related tariff revisions.
Additionally, if the Commission approves the Comyp&taff Agreement and the related tariff
revisions, Public Counsel requests a waiver ofsg@nd customer notice as contemplated in 4
CSR 240-3.050(14). The final written notice peZ4R 240-3.050(22) would still be required.

WHEREFORE, Public Counsel respectfully submits its Positioat&ment.

Respectfully submitted,
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC COUNSEL
/sl Christina L. Baker

By:

Christina L. Baker (#58303)
Deputy Public Counsel

P O Box 2230

Jefferson City, MO 6210
(573) 751-5565

(573) 751-5562 FAX
christina.baker@ded.mo.gov



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that copies of the foregoing haeen mailed, emailed or hand-delivered to the
following this 8" day of July 2015:

General Counsel Office

Missouri Public Service Commission
200 Madison Street, Suite 800

PO Box 360

Jefferson City MO 65102
staffcounselservice@psc.mo.gov

Cydney Mayfield

General Counsel Office

Missouri Public Service Commission
200 Madison Street, Suite 800

PO Box 360

Jefferson City MO 65102
Cydney.Mayfield@psc.mo.gov

Village Greens Water Company
960 Plaza Drive, Ste A

St. Clair, MO 63077
jrcont@sbcglobal.net

/s/ Christina L. Baker




