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At a ~ibl' of the hl>l,io 

Co.-ia•ion, held at Jeffuscm Ci-t 

Missouri, oa the 25th cloy of 

July, •• . . . . . • • • •• 1910. 

In the matter of the application ) 
of Anthony w. Sieve and Marcella ) 
Sieve, husband and wife, d/b/a ) 
Dawn Valley Subdivieion Water ) 
System, for amendment to a ) CAIB 110 .. WA-10•131 
certificate of public convenience ) 
and necessity previously issued ) 
pursuant to the Order of the ) 
Commission of June 16, 1972, in ) 
Case No. 17,358. ) 

BEFORE: 

MARTHA S. HOGERTY, Preaidin9, 

HEARING EXAMINER. 

24 REPORTED BY: 

25 Nancy A. Fox, CCR 
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ROllY BLLINGBR, 
Assistant Gene~al Counsel, 
P. o. Box· 360, 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102, 

FOR: STUT OP fB£ ~tli<Mtaf 
SBBVXCI COMMliiJtB. 
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Service coa~a:tiitc.h : .... at ... --· 
the 

Anthony w. Sieve and Marcella Sieve, husban<l 

business as Dawn Valley Subdivision Water Syst• fo• 

ment to a certificate of public convenience an4 nec:uea: 

previously iaaue4 pursuant to the Order of 

of June 16, 1972 in case No. 17,358. 

The parties will make their entriee of 

ance for the record beqinninq with the Applicant. 

MR. MI'M'DOORP: My name is Larry G. 

17 I am an attorney of record for the Applicant, Anthony W. 

18 and Marcella Sieve, d/b/a Dawn Valley Subdivision Water 

19 MR. ELLINGER: Appearinq for the Staff ol 

20 Missouri Public Service Commission, Rory Ellinqer, P. 0. 

21 Box 360, Jefferson City, Missouri. 

22 EXAMINER HOGERTY: Mr. Mittendorf, would you 

23 like to call your first witness? 

24 

25 

sworn, please? 

MR. MITTENDORF: Yes. 

Mrs. Sieve, would you come forward and be 
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q~led •• a wi tneaa in bebalf 

of the COMPANY, beJ.n9 duly 

sworn, testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. MI'l'TENDOU': 

please. 

A. Marcella Sieve. 

is one of the co-applicant& in this application for .__. 

of a previous certification that is being heard here 

is that right? 

A. Yea, air. 

Mra. Sieve, you recall that aometiae pre'f'iftl 

18 to this date you submitted or executed an 

19 ing certain items of information that had been requested ~y 

20 the technical Staff of the commission: is that right? 

21 

22 

Yea, air. 

Haa it come to your attention in days that 

23 passed that some of that information, you misunderstood tbe 

24 thrust of the qu~stion? 

25 Yes, sir. 
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to a tl\lea~t:s.c: 

of the a441t1CI_.Ii, 

ue;"" 80•11 

...... 
The discussions we had? 

Uh-huh. 

would you explain to the a•aria9 batl 

what you now understand to be the procedure for 

of this additional water system that we're talkiDV -~~1 

here today? 

A Yes. It will 

of the lots serviced by this water system by 

company. And then it will be contributed to the syst.-. 

~ More definitely the system has already baeD 

constructed, has it not? 

Yes. 

And the funds were supplied by you as the 

developer; is that right? 

A. Yea. 

~ And you anticipate receiving your retura OD 

those funds or that investment through the enhanced sale of 

the lots that are serviced by the system; is that right? 

A Yes. 

And then in fact the material parts of the 
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ia eat rifl\t't 

a. s6. 

t x~a ~"-oa wtu eu~•;'?:•.a· 

service area haw a~ effect on tile ~<•,•• ..,,.,,.. 
and in effect at tbia tt.e by the Public a..!M 

And our answer went in a differerat directioa. 

Is it your testiacmy here today tba't 

will be no r•ate difference with the adclitioul 

A. 

0. 

A. 

0. 

A. 

No. 

The rate will be the saae? 

The same. 

That's what you anticipate? 

Yes. 

Q. There was another question that I ~._ 

told there was some more inf!'rmation needed on and ._._ 

Will the additional system be deeded to the water coap&ftyf 

You had answered that question with the 

answer: OWnership of the additional system will be held 

the same manner as the already certit'icated area. 

we need to elaborate on that a little· bit more. 

Your water system out there is operated aa ·· 

sole proprietorship, is it not? 

A. Yes. 
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a. , ••• ,' 

-~··.··~' 
bit, please? 

WXWISS SXBVI: Yea .. 

BY MJ't. MI'l"l'UDO:U I 

~ Rather than beinq distinguiahe4 f~ 

existing system in the qround? 

~ No. It will all be one system. 

With ownership exactly the same way, 

that is? 

SaN. Yes. 

0. If I understand the thrust of the quea ... 'li!l .. .,. 

the pipes in the ground become part of the ground; ia 

correct? 

~ Well, yes. It will be our pipes, you kftOW-. 

We will own those pipes. 

0. But you own the water company? 

~ Yes. We also own the water company. It's 

21 one in the same. 

22 MR. MITTENDORF: I have no other questions 

23 thi~ point. 

24 

25 

EXAMINER HOGERTY: Mr. Ellinger. 

MR. ELLINGER: No questions. 
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, •• , .. " --l,l·c!owll .. 
CWi taeaa excuaet .. ) 

ma'am. 

EXAMINER ROGERTY: Mr. Ellinger. 

MR. ELLINGER: You did indicate 

affidavits are to be part of the record? 

EXAMINER BOGERTY: Yes, they are. 

MR. ELLINGER: The Staff would call 

Mr. Merciel to the stand. 

J I M 

(Witness sworn.) 

STAFF'S EVIDENCE: 

M E R C I E L, 

called as a witness in behalf 

of the STAFF, being duly sworn, 

testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. ELLINGER: 

~ Mr. Merciel, would you again state your name, 

please. 

A. 

~ 

A. 

0. 

Commission? 

Jim Merciel. 

And your working address? 

Post Office Box 360, Jefferson City. 

Do you work for the Missouri Public Service 
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Department? 

A. 

Aa an en9imter • 

An engineer with the water .• .,,., • .,.,~,, 

0. How long have you worked for the COl• 

.L Approximately three years• 

0. Have you ever investigated othe~ appl.~U. 

cases before this Commission dealing with either W&tef 

sewer? 

A. 

0. 

Yea, I have. 

Did you cause to be prepared, you and om.., 

Staff members, questions for the Applicant to answer re•••~ 

ing their application? 

A. Yes. 

0. Did you read their answers? 

A. 

0. 

Yes, I did. 

Did you hear the answer• and questions fzoa 

20 Counsel for the Applicant today? 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Yes. 

Does the Staff have any additional queationaJ 

No, we have no additional questions. 

Is the Staff in agreement 

Yes. Staff is in favor of granting the 
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•• 
JUt. BLLXNGBR: St.aff ~ta. 

We have no evidence to p.t'Oduoe. 

BXAMINER ROGBRTY: Thank you, Ml' • 

(Witness excused.) 

EXAMINER HOGER'l'Y: Is there a desire 

the reading of the transcript? 

MR. ELLINGER: We have already 80 ift451Ctat• 

Madam Examiner. 

MR. MITTENDORF: Yes. 

EXAMINER ROGERTY: Any desire 

MR. ELLINGER: No. 

MR. MITTENDORf: No. 

EXAMINER HOGERTY: The hearin9 is conclu4ol 

and will be submitted to the Commission. 

WHEREUPON, the hearing of this case was 

concluded. 

-
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MUCILLA 8%1'91 
Direct axaad.Datioi·bJ;Mr. Mit~f 

S'l'AFr' 8 IVIPIJSB a 

JIM MBl\CIIL 
Direct Examination by Mr'. Ellincger: 
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