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tN THE MATTER Of TNE COMPLAtNT 
FILED BY JIii SCHtRBER, HERMOSA, 
SD, AGAINST MONTAHA-DAKOTA 
UTlUTES REG,ARDN; TRANSFER Of 
ELECTIUC SEJMCE 

Public Utilities Coauniuion ol the State ol South Dakota 



BEFORE THE P UBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
Of THE STATE OF SOUTII DAKOTA 
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11w fads glvillg ri9t to my complaint: 
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RESQl,l/TION Bf-OJ/EST 

I al< tut"'" Public Utilitlei CoallailNon crut 1M followinc nlid, (Wlw do""'.- ii.. c ........ 
sltoukl do lO so1,-e tu problem?) 
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Date 

rwnma!J~~~dly .... of ~E~+===---------__L_l___. beforcme 

tnowa to n1e 10 be the individual dcKrihcd bcrcin ad no cUIC1lkd w forcl'OUII ~• who duly acblowlcdpd 10 • 

tNl be/lhec:uc.-od llffle.f« ck pwpoae dlaaa coauiacd. 
IN WITNESS WHERl~ ,,:, 1 hen:uNo let my band and olftaal teal. 7 
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°? MONTANA-DAKOTA 
IJTlffESCO 

Nove ■b, r 12, 1996 

Hr. J .e . Schirbcr 
HCR 89 Box 92 
Hcr•oa11 , SD 577 4 ◄ 

Hr. Sc h i r bcr; 

Thi s I s 1n response to yo ur Novcabcr 4lh l ette r in wh ich you • • kcd 
HOU t o rel inquiah our Territori al Ri ghlR so that CAH WAL Electric 
could serve your planned dcvclop■cnt arc11. which 1 lea west or the 
Rallrosd Trac ks between 20th street and the llighway fl 2 Bridge. 

Al this t.1 ■c HOU is not in the position to give up this territory 
to CAH WA.I. Electric, but. st ill look forward to working wi th you i n 
setting electri c power and gas to thi s new devclop■cnt area. Our 
poli ci es, rules, regulations And rstcs • • a rc1ulatcd utili ty 
d i ffer then those o f the REC's but. arc fftir and uni for■ throu1hou t 
ou r •~rvicc arc11. 

Unt.1 l v c know wh ich l o t.s 11re bei ng planned ( o r i ni t.l al develop■ent 
or 1f service ts required throughout the entire develop■ent t.he Ai d 
to Co ns ruc ti o n cos t. K aren't. deri n i\.e. 
"'e w1II be looking forwsrd to worki n g with you on t h is Develop■en t 
ProJCCl . 

Sincerely: 

·- -<·· 
0.-nnu S hnabel 

cc: Bruce Brekke, Nob r1d1e 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE COMPLAINT 
FILED BY JIM SCHIRBER, HERMOSA, 
SOUTH DAKOTA, AGAINST MONTANA• 
DAKOTA UTILITIES REGARDING 
TRANSFEq OF ELECTRIC SERVICE 

ORDER FINDING NO 
PROBABLE CAUSE, DISMISSING 

COMPLAINT AND CLOSING 
DOCKET 
EL97-006 

On March 17 1997 the Pubk Utihtres CommsStOn (Commission) received a Complaint filed 
by Jim Scturner (Sch1rber) Hermosa South Dakota, agaIns1 Montana-Oa\ola Uhlilles (MOU) 
reg¥dlng transfer of ~ sef'V1ce The complaint slates "We wish to have our property between 
20m Street and US 12 bndge and west of the railroad Tracks servn~ed by Cam Wal All our adJaeen1 
property ,s presently serviced by Cam Wal and they wilt provide this new service without a hook-up 
Chatge I r&quesled transfer C"l the service from MOU but 1hey refused " MOU states "Al this time 
MOU is not 1n the pos1t10n 10 g•ve up this temtory to Cam Wal Electnc, but shll look forward lo 
wortung wrth you in gening e4ectnc power and gas to this new development area Our pollCles, rules, 
regulll+on s and rates as a regulaled utd1ty differ then those ol the REC's but are fa,r and uniform 
1nrough0u1 our service area " 

On May 13, 1997, at 11s duly no11ced meeting, the Commission reviewed !he Complain! as 
web as commen1s of MOU Mr Scharber did not appear 

The Comm1sSIC>ll finds 1ha1 11 has 1unsd1c11on over this mauer pursuan1 10 SOCL Chapler 49. 
~A speofically 49-~A-58, and ARSO 20 10 01 08 01 and 20 10 01 09 

The Cor- mission unanimously voted to find no probable cause of an unlawful or 
U1Yeasonable ad rate. practice . or omission on the par1 of MOU and 10 dismiss the Complaint and 
close the docket The Commission found Iha! there was no altegallon that MOU would provide 
madequa1e service As lhe Comm1ss1on's final decision 1n this matter, 11 Is therefore 

ORDERED 1ha1 !he Comm1ss1on does nol find probable cause of an unlawful or 
unreasonab!e aa ra1e prac11ce or omission and therefore the Complaint ,s dismissed and docket 
El97-006 1s hereby dosed 

Dated a1 Pierre, South Dakota, this~ day of May, 1997 

CElltT.-ICATE Of st:RVJCE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION 

~d2 
~URG.~ 
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