BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

Timothy Allegri, et al.

Complainants,

V. File No. EC-2024-0015, et al.
[consolidated]

Evergy Missouri West, Inc. d/b/a Evergy

Missouri West,

N N N N N N N N N

Respondent.

EVERGY MISSOURI WEST’S REPLY TO CO-COMPLAINANTS RESPONSES

COMES NOW, Evergy Missouri West, Inc. d/b/a Evergy Missouri West (“Evergy
Missouri West”) (collectively, the “Company” or “Evergy”), by and through its counsel and, for
its response to the Complainant Timonthy Allegri’s “Answer to Consolidated Complaints and
Dismissal With Prejudice” file on October 16, 2023, and various Co-complainants’ “Response To
Answer Of Evergy Missouri West To Consolidated Complainants and Dismissal With Prejudice”
filed on October 20, 23, and 24, 2024, states as follows.

1. On October 17, 2023, Mr. Timothy Allegri (“Complainant”) filed his “Answer to
Consolidated Complaints and Dismissal With Prejudice” which replied to Evergy’s Answer and
Motion To Dismiss which was filed on August 30, 2023.

2. On October 20, 23, and 24, 2023, the following co-complainants also filed similar
pleadings entitled “Response To Answer Of Evergy Missouri West To Consolidated Complainants
and Dismissal With Prejudice” (collectively referred to as “Complainants’ Responses) which
were virtually identical in substance: Susan G. Bracken, Charles E. Bracken, Jesse L. Green, Jr.,
Denise Allegri, Norman Howard, Teresa Howard, Dwayne Marsh, Rebekah L. Marsh, Candance

K. Robertson, Kendra B. Butner, and Victor Butner.



3. Since the assertions and arguments in Mr. Allegri’s Response and Co-complainants
Responses are similar in nature, this pleading will address them collectively.

4. Like the Complaints themselves, Complainants’ Responses fail to make any
allegations that Evergy has violated any statute, tariff, or Commission regulation, or order, as
required by 20 CSR 4240-2.070(1). The Complainants’ Responses also failed to state a claim
upon which relief can be granted. On these grounds alone, the Complaints should be dismissed
by the Commission. Instead, Complainants’ Responses focus on issues that are before the circuit
courts and should not be addressed by the Commission.'

5. The Complainants misunderstand the role of the circuit courts and the
Commission, thinking that they both have statutory authority over eminent domain cases.
(Complainant Allegri’s Response, para. 7; Complainants’ Responses, para. 7) As the Company
has previously explained, Chapter 523 RSMo. gives the statutory authority to the courts, not the
Commission, to resolve all factual and legal issues related to eminent domain issues. It also gives
electric corporations the statutory authority to use the eminent domain process to secure
easements necessary to serve the public use. See Section 523.010, RSMo.

6. The Complainant Allegri and his co-complainants, with the exception of Jesse L.
Green, Jr., Norman Howard, and Candance K. Roberts?, are parties to the Lafayette County® or

Johnson County* eminent domain proceedings in the circuit court and are currently availing

!'See Evergy Missouri Metro and Evergy Missouri West Reply To Staff Response, Motion For Expedited Treatment,
and Motion For Injunction, (filed August 30. 2023).

2 Jesse L. Green, Norman Howard, and Candance K. Roberts are not defendants in the eminent domain proceeding in
Lafayette County circuit court proceeding, Case No. 23LF-CV00939 or in the Johnson County circuit court
proceeding, Case No. 23JO-CC00142.

3 Timothy Allegri, Denise Allegri, and Victor Butner & Kendra Butner, Co-Trustees of the Victor T. and Kendra B.
Butner Trust are parties to the Lafayette County circuit court proceeding, Case No. 23LF-CV00939.

4 Charles E. Bracken and Susan G. Bracken, Trustees of the Bracken Family Trust, Shelly Keys Howard, Teresa
Howard, Dwayne Marsh and Rebekah L. Marsh are parties to the Johnson County circuit court proceeding, Case No.
23JO-CC00142.



themselves of the opportunity to raise any issues which they believe are pertinent to the proceeding,
including any alleged “bad faith” negotiations, “arbitrary or unwarranted abuse of discretion” or
other allegations that are pertinent to the eminent domain proceedings. Simply stated, the
Commission is the wrong forum to raise issues related to eminent domain issues. Such issues are
appropriate to be heard in the circuit courts and appellate courts.

7. The Commission itself has already reviewed its authority over condemnation
proceedings, finding: “Additionally, Chapter 523 empowers the circuit court, and not the

Commission, with authority over condemnation proceedings.” In Missouri Landowners Alliance,

et al. v. Grain Belt Express, LLC, et al., File No. EC-2021-0059 (“Grain Belt”), the Commission

also held that it has no jurisdiction or authority to grant a public utility eminent domain.®

8. The Complainants question the scope of Evergy’s Certificate of Convenience and
Necessity (“CCN”) and whether it includes property along Highway 13 where the transmission
upgrade project is located.

0. The Commission records indicate that the Company’s CCN includes the property
along Highway 13 in Lafayette and Johnson County. On January 18, 1938, the Commission issued
its Report and Order which granted a CCN to EMW’s predecessor company, Missouri Public

Service Company, which included substantial portions of Lafayette County and Johnson County.’

5 Order Denying Staff’s Moton To Pursue An Injunction, File No. EC-2024-0015 (issued August 31, 2023)

¢ Report and Order, p. 14, Missouri Landowners Alliance, et al. v. Grain Belt Express, LLC, et al., File No. EC-2021-
0059

7 See Report and Order, In the Matter of the application of the Missouri Public Service Corporation for a blanket
certificate of convenience and necessity, authorizing it to construct, operate, and maintain extensions to its electric
lines (exclusive of incorporated municipalities) in all or portions of Jackson, Lafayette, Pettis, Johnson, Cass, Bates,
Henry, Benton, St. Clair, Vernon, Cedar, Barton, Dade, Harrison, Mercer, Grundy and Davies Counties; and to
authorize a proposed territorial boundary line in Livingston County; all within the State of Missouri; all of the territory
and territorial boundary lines in the above mentioned Counties, being more fully shown and described on the maps

and in the descriptions attached hereto on the maps and in the descriptions attached hereto, marked Exhibits A-1 to
A-19, inclusive, Case No. 9470 (issued January 18, 1938)(attached as Ex. 1).
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10.  Attached to the Commission’s Report and Order is Exhibits A-1 through A-19
which include the certificated service area. (See Exhibit 2 attached) Exhibits A-3 and A-5 to the
Commission’s Report and Order in Case No. 9470 which define and identify the Company’s
certificated service area in Lafayette County and Johnson County, respectively, demonstrate that
the Company’s service area includes the area on both sides of Highway 13 where the transmission
upgrade project is located.®

11. The Company’s currently effective tariffs also include a legal description of
EMW? s service area by section, township, and range which include the area along Highway 13.
(See EMW Tariff, P.S.C. No. 1, 1% Revised Sheet Nos. 13 and 14 attached as Ex. 4)

12. The legal descriptions for the properties of Susan G. Bracken, Charles E. Bracken,
Jesse L. Green, Jr., Denise Allegri, Norman Howard, Teresa Howard, Dwayne Marsh, Rebekah L.
Marsh, Candance K. Robertson, Kendra B. Butner, and Victor Butner in the current pending circuit
court cases, are as follows:

Bracken: Section 2, Township 47, Range 26 (Johnson County)

Allegri: Section 24, Township 48 North, Range 26 West (Lafayette County)
Butner: Section 24, Township 48 North, Range 26 West (Lafayette County)
Marsh Property #1: Section 25, Township 48, Range 26 (Johnson County)

Marsh Property #2: Section 25, Township 48, Range 26 (Johnson County)
Shelly and Teresa Howard: Section 2, Township 47, Range 26 (Johnson County)

Both the map and the legal description attached to the Report and Order demonstrate that each of
these co-complainants’ property descriptions are included in EMW’s certificated areas, as

designated in EMW’s approved tariffs.

8 The approximate transmission upgrade route along Highway 13 has been highlighted in yellow for the convenience
of the Commission on the Exhibits A-3 and A-5 which is part of Exhibit 2 attached. A more exact representation of
the transmission upgrade route is contained in the attached Exhibit 3.
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WHEREFORE, the Company respectfully submits its Reply to the Complainants’
Response to EMW’s Answer to Consolidated Complaints and Dismissal With Prejudice.

Respectfully submitted,

[¢o] Roger W. Steiwer

Roger W. Steiner, MBN 39586
Evergy, Inc.

1200 Main Street, 16™ Floor

Kansas City, MO 64105

Telephone: (816) 556-2791

Email: Roger.Steiner@evergy.com

James M. Fischer, MBN 27543
Fischer & Dority, P.C.

2081 Honeysuckle Lane
Jefferson City, MO 65109
Phone: (573) 353-8647

Email: jfischerpc@aol.com

Attorney for Evergy Missouri Metro and Evergy
Missouri West

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

A copy of the foregoing has been served this 30" day of October 2023 on the pro se

complainants in this proceeding via electronic service or U.S. mail postage prepaid.

6| Reger . Steiner
Roger W. Steiner
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BEFOHE Trk PURLIC SERVICL COKYISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

CASE NC. 9470

X EREEENERERENNENSSEEESEERERE SRR
In the mutter of the application of the Missourl
Public service Corporation for a blenket certi-
ficate ¢of convenience and necessity, authorlzing
1t to construct, operate, and maintain extensions
to its slectric transmisslon end distribution
lines {exclusive of Ilncorporated munlcipalitles)
in all or portions of Jackson, Lafayette, Pettis,
Johnson, Cass, 3ates, Henry, Senton, St. Clair,
Vernon, Cedar, Barton, Tade, Harrison, Mercer,
Grundy and Daviess Countles; and to authorize

a proposed territorial uoundary line in Livingse
ton County; all within the State of Mlssouri;

all of the terrltory and territorial boundary
lines in the above mentlioned Countles, beling
more fully shown and described on the maps and
in the descriptions attached hereto, marked
Exhibits A-~1 to A=-19, inclusive,

R EEREREEREERERRERERER:

LI S S - R - - - T K - B - R

REPORT AND ORDER

This case 1s before the Commission upon the application of the
lissourl Public Service Corporation, hereinafter referred to as the Appli-
cant, for an order granting it a certificate of convenlence and necessity
to construct, maintain and operate, as a public utility, electric trans-
mission and distribution lines for the purpose of furnishing electric
servico to the public 1n the countiesa of Jackson, Tafayette, Pettis,
Johnson, Cess, Bates, lHenry, nsenton, Ut. Clalr, Veruon, Cedar, tarton,
Dade, Harrison, Mercer, Zrundy and Daviess, all in the State of Missouri,
The areas within said counties in which the applicant seeks authority to
construct the electric lines, as the public convenience and necessity
requlrs, are more fully hereinafter described.

In Livingston County, in which aspplicant now maintains and
opcrates electric transmission lines, 1t asks that the Commission designate

in this case the rursl area of that county in which the applicant shell be
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expected to construct and maintain electric lines for the purpose of aerviasg:ff

the public located therein. It has heretofore received a certificate of

convenience and necessity to construct, maintain and operate lines along ]
designated routes, those lines now being in operation, but has not received ;}3

guthority to construct any additional lines along other routes. The County

Court has not autiorized it to locate electric pole lines along snd across

any other highways of that county.

The case was heard by the Commlission at Jefferson City, Miasouri,f?x

‘after due notice had bsen given, on the 17th day of December, 1937, at»'hichs51l
time all interested partles were glven an opportunity to be heard.
The applicdhivis a Missouri corporation engaged as a public
utility in the rendition of water, gas and electric service in cities and
towns, a&s well as rural areas adjacent to sald cities and towns, in the
aforesaid counties. Its principal operating office and postoffice address
is Warrensburg, ’‘issouri. i
The evidence shows that the applicant has received, by orders of 5
the respective county courtes hereinabove named, with the exception of
Iivingston County, authority to construct, maintain and operate electriec
distribution lines along and across the public streets, roads and alleys,
and other public places and grounds in each of the countles above named,
Certified coples of the court orders of those counties are filed as a part :
of the application in this case, The applicant has also been granted author-rf
ity by the various munieipalities wherein it now operates in the aforesaid
countlies to construct, maintain and operate electric transmission lines and
distribution systems within the corporate limits of the sald towns and
villages, As a conditlon precedent to the granting of a certificate of
convenience and necessity by this Commission in any of the towns now served,
or for the construction of electrlic lines along certain routes in the above
countles, the applicant has presented to the Cormission proof that it had
received the required consent of the proper municipal authorities or orders

of the respective county courts for the location of the proposed pole line
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or lines along and across the streets, roads and highways of said incorpor-
ated or unincorporated areas, as the jurisdiction of the local suthorities
may require.

Attsched to the application, marked Exhibits ¥A-l® to ®-19%
inclusive, are maps and verbal descriptions of the respective areas of the
counties in which the applicant seeks a certificate of convenience and
necessity in this case to extend its lines. These exhiblits show that the’
applicant does not ask that the authority sought cover all the counties
above named. We note that the entire areas of Benton, Johnson and Harrison
are included, while only portions of the others are included. A general -
map, marked Exhibit ®A-1", shows the exact location of the lines delineating
the‘territory in which the applicant seeks a certificate at this time, with
the exception of Livingston County.

At the hearing the applicant corrected its petition wherein it
descrives the boundary line heretofore determined in a formal action before
this Commission between the areas now served by the applicant and the
Keansas ity Power & Light Company. The two parties are in agreemént in
this descriptione. |

In Livingston County the appllicant does not have authority from
the county court to locate its lines as it may desire along the highways
of that counly, so without such consent of local authority it does not
include in 1ts petition a request for a certificate of convenlience and
necessity for that county, but asks that the Commission declare the line
it has shown in its exhibit, and proposes to have it as & matter of recoxd,
as outlining the area in Livingston County wherein 1t should be expected
to operate and extend service as agalnst other public utilities which are
now operating and mey be called upon to serve the remainling portions of
the county. AS we mentioned above, it now has a line in that area, the
northwestern part of Livingston County, and 1s operating a distribution
system in the town of Chula. For these 1t has been granted, from time to

time, certificatss of convenlence and necessity for the construction of



ade

the lines it now has in operation and for tho operatign of thﬂﬁt 1:‘

The Prosecuting Attorney of Livingston County appaurcﬁ ut\shpi
hoaring and asked that the case be continuod in order that the eounty’
could have more timo to ‘look into this eaao, ut upon further: proaontn&ian

of the issues involved and the position of the applicant, it 'ii G§$»% ‘nié;

‘that the hearing should be held. It was apparent at the holring tha“the

npplicant was not in a position to present a requoat fos any tuthority"ct
any kind concerning its operations in Livingston COuaty, ‘and ifé" 3¢

the esvidence submitted the Commission now finds that in iiew ef Saet
5193 of the 1929 Revised Statutes of Missouri, the npplioant ias 1: NG

position to present any request for authority to operate in Livtagnﬁbn

‘County. It is now operating at certain points in that county, dut ahntid
it desire to extend its lines, our understanding of the law is th.t ﬁt“tlléﬁ E
be required to seek a certificate of convenience and neeosaity rox:tny
further extension, snd as a condition precedent to the granting of iﬂph
authority, it must show that 1t has received the eonsont of tha 00!&&7

court either for the specific line or for a praacribod tron, aa thafébirt

nay determine. Our view of the position of the applicant in this c‘so

insofar as Livingston County is concerned is that the applicant can only
ask to have the record show the area in which it professes its viliiﬁ‘ﬁotl T;;
to furnish the service -should anyone want it and the oondition& warrént :
the extension., The Commission has no powsr to grant any right or priviloao‘
upon such request. Nothiang further need bdbe atid on that point in thit Olnggx

The Consumers Public Service Compény, with hoadqnnrecru at B 3
Brookfield, Mlssourl, now engaged in furnishing electric service 1n Ltﬁn,,,i
Sullivan, posaibly Grundy and Mercer Counties, appeared and was oypdftdk

to the applicant's proposed line wherein it runs north ‘and lo&eh thig&'

the east side of the Clty of Princeton. The Consumers Publie Sorvioo COnpta:
atates that it now has & line extending to Princeton over whish it puroh‘adi

from the municipal plant at Princeton electrical energy for t?lnauiasion,



_ Public Service Conpany d1d not indicate thet 1% had any. 4uuand;rar;7
_1n the ares 1nvelved at this time, and 414 not indicate when it’nty)
called upon to funnish the service. The applieant likiiilﬁ didfnnt

that it had lny calla for service in that particultr aroa atkﬁhiq
" This confliect will be discussed furthor below,

The evidcnce shows that the applicant has pnid thc #5.00 \
. fee required by lq'. o
: Attached to the epplication, marked Exhibits 'B-l* ﬁo 'B-

- inclusive, nrofoortifiod copiea of the orders of the countx

.. counties, The countles are Jackson, Lafayette, . rottiu, Je

~1ist of the names of other electric utilities whose ayatans a!p )
to the terrltory in which it is located and in which 1% UOle ‘the
~ herein named., Copies of correspondence it has hnd.vith thona *
;pertaining to this matter are also attachﬁd. Also, as E:hlb&tl“,
"D-20", is a 1ist of the names of other public utllitiel, ca:gnni_
pipeline, whose lines may be affected by the applicant's conlf'&“

time to time, together with correspondence it has had with those utl»‘rrbi;
Tts Exhibit "E® 11sts the names of all parties who are 1ntorcltod lt~0tngrl
or operators of telephone lines, mutual, 1nd1v1dually owned or otk*"’“

to whom letters were sent setting forth the authority the cpﬁlietnb il
asking in this case. All these parties were given. noticoa of ths tatrtlg

herein.

The applicant states that berore}conltructiﬁk ahi*éfﬁf%:
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transmission lines along the state highways it will aecura;f:om'tﬁifStatg’
Highway Commission such authority as may be required by law for thé

propcsed construction. B
Applicant states that because of the increasing demand r&i
electric service it ls required continuously to extend and expand Ita

transmission end distribution system, and that under the prooeduro it haa

heretofore followsed under the laws of the State of Miasouri, 1tﬂhll Indo fl

an appllication for each extension, regardless of slze, to agrve hgt;enntgggrl
Durinz the year 1937, up to the date of the hearing, it made appliéhéinn,’
for some 10 minor extensions, and it now has filed with it roquonta for

service by parties located in rural territory, some of them very anxtnua :
to get the serwvice at an early date. The applicant further statea t

each of these smaller extensions heretofore made have cost ang'haro fron

$31.00 to $55.00 per extension. It claims that in some inataneoi tht_,L

cost of sezuring the certificate of convenience and neceusity ‘has anﬁﬁn%ed
»» more than the actual cost of constructing the physical praperty. ~.By
this case it hopes to eliminate that added cost, as well as oxpoditp;@%a
procedure in arranging to take care of requests for service.’  ‘

Applicant states that the transmission and distributian5119;a it
will construct from time to time will be constructed in confdr;ity/iifh the:
Netional Electrical Safety Code, its specific rules and regulitionakon‘fili
with the Commission, and as the laws of the State of Missouri and the rles
of this Commlssion may require. It further states that said lines and all
equipment connected therewith will be maintained in e ressonably safe and 7
adequate manner 30 as not to endanger the safety of the public or to 1nter-;
fere unreasonably with the service of other aerlal lines.

In carrying out any construction program for which it now
seeks authority, the applicant states that before the construction of any

extension or before any major change is made in the location, phase or



. extenslons or majer alterations may cause 1nduct1ve or other alont)

. and in case of failure of the parties to reach such agrocnan& in e
" thereof, the mtter may be submitted to the cOmniuion for crbitrlt

. Exhlbu‘
” Page’?ofl\

voltage of any existing electric trnasmisaioa line 1n ﬁhg torrib?ny 
described in this proceeding, it will give at least rirteen Qa:h tic‘
to eny and all other public utility or utilitica vhocc lino;*or iy&
mey be arfectod. In giving such notice applieant agrees. to qhag,ﬂr
sufficient detall, what the propolod construction or alterttion !iil
to enable the ropresentatives of the afraoted utilitita t¢ dottrninﬁ ‘hl

action they may desirs to take with reference thereto, Ihorcvar such

‘ interference with the existing lines of other publie utility or ut
the expense, if any, incurred in making such changoa ihnll bo d‘tof
by agreement between the parties operating such lines ;nd thb uppli

 and determination in the manner provided for in Section 118 or iho {
Act creating the Public Service Commission of the State of Hiﬂ;ourd. ;;W
" Section 5241 of the 1920 Revised Statutes of Misaouri.» :
Counsel for the Barton County Electric coopefativo and tho

Electric Cooperative appeared in the 1nteroat of thoao cooporh%ivo

ciations. Those associations, 1ncorporated under tho 1awl-o! tho

‘Miaeouri, are oompoacd of resldents within the proscribed ooﬁn&r or

who have asszoclated themselves together and 1noorporated for. the purponoy :

of borrowing from the Federal Govermment, through the Rural Elactrifﬁb&t&!ﬁ
Administraticn. funds necessary to construct rural lines within the lttu
for the purpose of securing for themselvrs electric aervico. @hoir a;ooi
interest in this case 18 that they be given notice the. aame us any owhar
public utility by the applicant prior to the construction or aﬁ: line thbsa
epplicant may dstermine is required in the ares in whioh 1t now sceltfa

certificate and in which the cooperative will operate, !0 IQ. no ro;san ihr :

that information should not be given to the. cooporativo a8 uell as to tny

other public utility. It must be understood, however, that with the 5:&&!&93
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of the authority hereln sought by the applicant all parties of intersst

now existing in the counties have notice of the applicant‘s aﬁ%ﬁbrity;g7'

and further, that if at any time in the future the applicant dif‘fnin§l'
to construct a line along a given highway, it will give notice to tho;o
utilitles who may have lines along or across that particular hiéh'ay

or route of the line, whose service or the operation of whose line mey

be adversely affected by the constructlion and operation of the proposed -

line. If there is no other line along the highway or across 1t thlt-iiy

be crossed or paralleled by the construction of the applicant at the .=~

particular time, we see no reason why notlce should be given to any .
utility, including the cooperative who may have lines in other-pattﬁ'
of the couhty but not affected by the particular construction.

It is not understood by the Commlssion thet the applicant is i
seeking exclusive suthority to operate in the aroa; but suthorlty to gitend% ;

its electric lines from its present system or from the aystem that it may

have ir existence at any glven time in the future,; in order that proi#
pective customers adjacent to the then existing system can receive a;‘étriég;‘
service as promptly as possible and at minimum expense, It is requiréd, k.r
325 Yo, 1217, 315 SW (2) 67, to secure from this Commission a cortifi&tte.ti 
of convenience &nd necessity before beginning any work to extend its
service to new customers who reside outside of incorporated citien,rﬁOUnl
and villages within the area herein prescribed. In order to avold delay
in securing that authority, which in turn delays the customer from re-
celving the service and increases the cost of the constructlion, it claims
it seels authorlity to extend its lines to new customers within the |
prescribed area in conformity with its extension rule now in effect or
the extension rule 1t may have in effect at the time an extension is to
be made.

A utility, under 315 Mo. 312, 286 SW 84, is requlred to extend

4ts lines to & new customer or customers who will comply with the terms
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and requirements of that utility's extension rule. Iikewise the conmillion
cannot require the utility to extend its 1ines to any new customer except*t
in conformity with the existing extension rule that may be filed and in »
effect. So it 1s not understood that the applicant intends to change its
practice in extending its lines to new customers within the prescribed
area, but wlll continue to extend its linea in conformity with its ex

‘tension rule, taking into account the various conditions, including ceenb-@ f

mic conditions, surrounding each and every proposed extension, Of courae ?i;
the reasonableness of its extension rule can be examined at any time : 7
conditions may warrant, It therefore appears to the Commission beneficial
to the public and desirous to allow the applicant to use its funds to :
make extensions where expected revenues will juastify at as low eo:t‘tt
good construction will permit, so that the public served will have thd
benefit of the lowest possible rates for the service to be rendered,
Shoulé the Cooperative have electric lines in opersation along the rbnto
wherein the applicant may desire to build electric lines, the applicant,
of course, will give the Cooperative notice of the proposed construction,
and if the parties cannot agree upon the issues 1hvolvod the matter may |
be submitted to the Commlssion for arbitration.

With reference to the objections made by the Consumers Public
Service Company mentioned above, we see no resson at this time for making T
any changes 1n the line as proposed for Mercer County, because neither
the aprlicant nor the Consumers Public Service Company has submitted to
the Comrission sny proof that they expect in the near future to make any
extensions in the rurael serea adjecent to the city of Princeton. Should
the applicant have a request to extend its lines in that area that mey
adversely affect the Consumers Public Service Company but not now served
by the Consuﬁers Public Service Company, the matter can be brought to the
sttention of the Commission fo? determination of the particular 1ssues that
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may be involved at thet time, and should the Consumers Publi¢ Service

Company haeve & request for service in the area now proposed to Ee cévarod i

by the aprlicant, it will be required to bring the matter to the sttention

of the Commission for & certificate of convenience’and necessity to servo?f>§;

the area not heretofore served by it. Thereupon the appliéant will be givéhﬁi

proper notice of any proposed extension into the area included by the |

gpplicent in the present case, . ‘
Upnn the evidence herein submitted, the Commission finds tﬁht th?»,f

authority herein sought and that which the Commission can give ahouié}bo : 7

granted. We find that similer authority has been granﬁed to othex uéglitiiail

and our records show that the granting of such authority has, in ne tﬁztcﬁﬁd;;

affected advefsely the interests of the public served, Such Authoriti h;i%

been granted the Union Electric Company of Missouri, the Kansas citt“ﬁoiirpﬂli
& Iignt Company, The Empire District Electric Company, the Ofark Utiiitiei F
Company and the Lawrence County Water, Light & Cold Storage company;‘
After due consideration, it is therefore _ e
ORDERKD: 1. That the Missouri Public Service Corporttion>$e and
is hereby authorized to construct, maintaln and operate eloctiic trans-
mission lines and distribution systems over, along and across the highways
of the Countles of Jackson, Lafayette, Pettis, Johnson, Cass, Bates, Henry,
Benton, St. Clair, Vernon, Cedar, Barton, Dade, Harrison, Mercer, Grundy E
and Taviess, and along such other routes as may be properly providod‘in
sald counties, and salong private rightse-of-way as may be secured by the ,
applicant, all in the State of Missouri, with authority to furnish oloctriéi
service to all persons in the area for which this certificate is granted
and in conformlty with the extension rulea that the applicant, from time to 7
time, may have on flle with this Commlssion and in effect, such area being
fully described on the map filed herein by the applicant, attached to 1its '
application and marked Exhibit "A-1", with the boundary line changed as
shown by the testimony teken in the hearing, wherein the applicant smended
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the bcundary between it and the Kensas City Power & Light C“‘P‘RY.”Th§~;: ;
aforesald map 1s hereby referred to, with the said correctidn, and 1,5"'5

a part of this order. The authority herein granted, however, does moet
grant permission to serve within the corporate limits of any,municiptlit:k
unless the consent of the proper municipal autho:ities shall first hﬁve_vj
been obtained, and until a certificate of convenience and nocéasity for -
the operation in said municipal area shall have been secured frem this -
Commission.

ORDERED: 2. That said elsctric transmission and power lines
and all equipment connected therewith shall be constructed &o as to confor
to the specific rules and regulations contained in the National Elestrical
Safety Code, issued by the United States Bureau of St&idnrda, and where
sald transmission lines cross the tracks of any railroad company, siid ’
crossing shall be constructed so as to conform to the specific rules and ir g
regulations contained in the Commission's General Order No, 2‘.‘1ﬂlﬁ;d ;‘
August 17, 1925, Furthermore, that sald applicant herein sh#ll maintain
and operate said transmission lines and all equipment connested thorivith:
in a reasonably safe and adequate manner so as not to endanger the gafot;<
of the public or to interfere unreasonably with the service of other | '7
serial lines, and shall give reascnable notice to any other utility whose
service migh? be affected by any proposed construction or change; and thlth
the Commission fully retain jurisdiction of the parties and the subject '
matter of this proceeding, on the evidence now before the Comhialion,
for ths purposé of making such further order or orders as may be necoalnryé i

ORDERED: 3, Wherever sald electric transmission lines may or
do parsllel serial lines belonging to or operated by other companies or
individuais or cross such line or lines or come in close proximity thereto
so as to cause induction or other electrical interference, thereby making

necessary changes in said line or lines or in the said line or lines of the
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applicant for the general benefit and safety of the public, the expense,

if any accrued in meking such chenges shall be determined by an agreéiant 
betwsen the parties operating such lines and the epplicant, and in c;f
of failure of the parties to reach such agreement in aettlement thereof,
the matter may be submitted to the Public Service Commission for arbi-};
tration and determination as provided for in Section 118 of the Or;ging;’
Act creating the Public Service Commission of this State, now Section
5241 of the Revised Statutes of lissouri for 1929,

ORDERED: 4. That before beginning the construction of any J‘
electrical power and transmission line 1n the territory herein dé:iéhgé;aJ
and before a change i3 made in the location, phase or voltage ofyani‘ .
electric line that may be in operation, fhe applicant shall give ali»
other utilities, associations or persons whose lines are or may be ‘\\ :
affected by such change or construction at least 15 days' written notice,

showing in sufficlent detall what the proposed construction or change
wlll be tc enable competent representatives of those utilities, a#so-

ciatlons or persons to determine what action the particular utility or

utilities, assoclations or persons may desire to take with peférence tﬁﬁritéa
ORDERED: 5. That this order shall take effect ten days after

date hereof, and that the Secretary of the Commlission shall forthwith :
serve on all parties interested herein, a certified copy of fhis report
and order, and that‘the applicant and all other interested partles shall
notify the Commission before the effective date of this order, in the mﬁ;ah
prescribed by Section 25 of the Public Service Commission Lew, (Sec. 5145;f ;f
R. S. Fo. 1929), whether the terms of this order are accepted and will be .

obeyed,
BY THE COMMISSION,

ACTING SECRETARY,

James, Chr., Anderson, Boyer,
Nortoni and Ferguson, CC. Concur.

Dated at Jefferson City, Missouni,
this the 18th day of January, 1938.



| Box No.17262 Case No. 9470 Territorial Service Boundary

Exhibit (maps) Description Dimension (inches) L x W
A-1 general map 45x 27.5
A-2 Jackson County 225%ul’l,
A-3 Lafayette County 17 x 21.5
A-4 Pettis County 22x 17
A-5 Johnson County 17 x 21.5
A-6 Cass County 17 x 22
A-7 Bates County 17 x 21.5
A-8 Henry County 17x22
A-9 Benton County 21 x 17
A-10 St. Clair County 17 x 22
A-11 Vemon County 17 x 22
A-12 Cedar County 17 x 22

A-13 Barton County 17 x 21.5
A-14 Dade County 17 x 21.5
A-15 Harrison County 22 x 17

| A-16 Mercer County 20.5x 17

| A-17 Grundy County 22 x 17
A-18 Daviess County 22x 17
A-19 Livingston County 17 x 20.5

A-1 shows the exact location of the lines delineating the territory in which the applicant
seeks a certificate at this time, with the exception of Livingston County.

In Livingston County the applicant does not have authority from the county court to
locate its lines therefore it does not include a request for a certificate of convenience and
necessity for that county, but ask to have it as a matter of record where it should be
expected to operate. It has a line in that area, the northwestern part of Livingston County.

Case Style

In the matter of the application of the Missouri Public Service Corporation for a blanket certificate
of convenience and necessity, authorizing it to construct, operate, and maintain extensions to its
electric transmission and distribution lines (exclusive of incorporated municipalities) in all or
portions of Jackson, Lafayette, Pettis, Johnson, Cass, Bates, Henry, Benton, St. Clair, Vernon,
Cedar, Barton, Dade, Harrison, Mercer, Grundy and Daviess Counties; and to authorize a
proposed territorial boundary line in Livingston County; all within the State of Missouri; all of the
territory and territorial boundary lines in the above mentioned Counties, being more fully shown
and described on the maps and in the descriptions attached hereto, marked Exhibits A-1 to A-19,
inclusive.

Report and Order dated January 18, 1938 and shall take effect ten days after the date hereof.

Supplemental Report and Order dated January 20, 1938 corrects applicant as a Delaware
corporation.
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.
|

I
Coe, end rumning north along the west side of Seotions 33, 28, 21 end the ‘eouth -

half of 8ecs 16, Iwpe 47, Range 33; thunce ene.'through the conter olf Seotiens
16 and 1.5 te the wost lid-‘c of Seotion-143 thence nortii to the Ke¥e cerner of Seo,
14; thence east along the north side of Seotions 14 and 13, Twp, 47, Range 33,
}l.nd esst aloag the north side of Seae 18 and the wo,‘t‘ half of Seotien 17, Twp. 47,
Rarge $2; thonos north through the oentor of Seotions 8 and 6, Twp, 47, Range 32,
and through the oenter of Seotions $2, 29, 20, 17, 8 aud 5, Twp, 48, Range 32 to .
the porth side of Seos 32, Twpe 49, Range 32; thenoe east to within 1/4 mie west
of the NS, corner of Seo, 33, Twp. 49, Range 32; thouoe north to a point 1/2 mi,
north .of tho south line of Seo, 21, Tvri:'. 49, Kange 32; thenoe east on the east
and wost coutor lines ef Seotions 21, 22, 23, and 24, Twpe 49, Range 32, and . -
throush the center eof Ssotions 19, 20, Zl,l 22, 23 and Z-S,_ Twpe 49, Range 31, and
threugh tho center of Seotions 19, 20, 21 ond 22 to a point in said Seo, 22, 1/4
nie moro or less east of tho woat line of Soo. 22, Twp, 49, Range 30; thonoe north
threuch BSeotiens 22, 15 and 10 %o tho north lino ef sald Seo. 10, Twpe 49-N, Ranze
30; thonce west wleng the north lina of said Seo. 10, 1/0 mi, nore or less; thonoe
north 1/4 mi, nore or lass n Seos 3, Tvrp‘. 49-ll, Hange 30; thsnoe west in said
Seue 3 to the west line of Seo, 33 ths.nco north on the west line of Sece 3 to the
Ke'te covasr of Soce 3, Twpe 49, Range 30; thanoo contlnuing morth fang the west
line ef Sections 34, 27, 22, 16, lv und 3, Twpe 60, Range 30;I thenoe ocontinuing
S

north along the wost line of So"o. 34 erd 27, Twpe 41, Range 30 to the Missouri Riwer

PR
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