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William Dunkel, of lawful age and being first duly sworn, deposes and states :

My name is William Dunkel . I am a Consultant for the Office of the Public Counsel .

2 .

	

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

3 .

	

I hereby swear and affirm that my statements contained in the attached testimony are
true and correct to the best ofmy knowledge and belief.

Subscribed and sworn to me this

	

oQ- day of April 2008 .

My commission expires

William Dunkel
Consultant

"OFFICIAL SEAL"
Sarah J . Williams

Notary Public, State of Illinois
My Commission Exp. 02127/2010
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1 Q. Are you the same William W. Dunkel that previously filed Direct Testimony in this

2 proceeding on behalf of Office of the Public Counsel of the State of Missouri (OPC)?

3 A. Yes.

4 Q. What is the purpose of this Rebuttal testimony?

5 A. The purpose ofthis Rebuttal testimony is to respond to the testimonies filed by other

6 parties in this proceeding on or about February 22, 2008 . I will primarily be responding

7 to the Direct Testimony of Staff witness Mark L. Oligschlaeger.

8 Q. What does the Staff recommend pertaining to depreciation rates?

9 A. The Staff recommends no change in depreciation rates at this time . On page 14 ofhis

10 Direct testimony Mark L. Oligschlaeger recommends :

11 "Another significant difference is due to depreciation expense . The
12 Company is seeking new authorized depreciation rates in this case
13 that would increase its total depreciation expense by approximately
14 $1 .4 million . In contrast, the Staff recommends that the
15 Commission not change Empire's depreciation rates at this
16 time." (Emphasis added)

17 Q. Do you object to the Staff recommendation "that the Commission not change

18 Empire's depreciation rates at this time?"

19 A. No . I do not object to this Staff recommendation . As discussed in my Direct testimony,

20 there are significant problems in the new depreciation rates proposed by Empire. The

21 Staffrecommendation that the Commission not change Empire's depreciation rates

22 eliminates the problems with the Empire proposed depreciation rates .

23 Q. Does this conclude your Rebuttal Testimony?

24 A. Yes.




