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Q. What is your name and what is your business address? 1 

A. John A. Robinett, PO Box 2230, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102. 2 

Q. Are you the same John A. Robinett who filed direct testimony on behalf of the Missouri 3 

Office of the Public Counsel (“OPC”) in this proceeding? 4 

A. Yes. 5 

Q. What is the purpose of your surrebuttal testimony? 6 

A. I will discuss the Advanced Meter Infrastructure (“AMI”) Gas Module recommendation 7 

provided by Ameren Missouri consultant John J. Spanos of Gannett Fleming. 8 

Q.  Did Ameren Missouri Gas make a recommended depreciation rate for AMI meters 9 

in its direct filing? 10 

A. No. The depreciation study attached to Ameren Missouri Witness Mitchell Lansford 11 

contains no discussion of AMI gas module depreciation rates. Attached as Schedule JAR-12 

S-1 are select pages of the depreciation study that show Ameren Missouri’s depreciation 13 

recommendation and how an account and rate are not present for AMI meters or modules. 14 

Q.  When did Ameren Missouri Gas request a depreciation rate for AMI meters or 15 

modules? 16 

A. The first time I am aware that this issue is discussed is in the rebuttal testimony of Ameren 17 

Missouri Consultant John J. Spanos page 14 lines 9 through 21. 18 

Q.  Does Mr. Spanos point to any testimony he is rebutting on this point? 19 
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A. No. This appears to be an issue that should have been part of the Company’s direct filing 1 

but Mr. Spanos did not file any direct testimony in this gas case. 2 

Q.  What is the depreciation rate recommendation for AMI meters or modules? 3 

A. Mr. Spanos is recommending a 15 year average service life with zero net salvage to arrive 4 

at a depreciation rate of 6.67%. 5 

Q.  Did Staff in its direct cost of service report address a depreciation rate 6 

recommendation for AMI meter modules for gas? 7 

A. No. My review of the Staff depreciation schedule and portion of the cost of service report 8 

do not discuss average service lives for AMI meter modules for gas. 9 

Q.  Does Mr. Spanos provide any support for his AMI meter module recommendation? 10 

A. No. Mr. Spanos has presented no evidence of historical retirements or other documentation 11 

that would support his depreciation rate recommendation. 12 

Q.  Is Mr. Spanos’ recommendation consistent with how the assets for the electric 13 

business are being treated? 14 

A. No. Attached as Schedule JAR-S-2 is the select pages of the recommended depreciation 15 

rates for the electric assets. Account 370.1 AMI meters Mr. Spanos recommends an 16 

average service life of 20 years for electric AMI meters with a -5.00% net salvage.  17 

Q.  Has Ameren Missouri provided any evidence that does not support Mr. Spanos’ 18 

recommendation? 19 

A. Yes. In Ameren Missouri’s response to Staff data request number 0251, Mr. Jeff Esserman 20 

who is the smart meter program Director states that the operational life of the AMI gas 21 
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module is twenty years. This data request and Ameren Missouri’s response is attached as 1 

Schedule JAR-S-3. 2 

Q.  Do you support Mr. Spanos’ recommendation for a new property unit and 3 

subaccount?  4 

A. Yes in part. I agree that a new retirement unit should be created for the AMI gas modules. 5 

I additionally agree that Ameren Missouri could create a separate subaccount under the 6 

meters account, but I believe that this device could also be booked under a subaccount for 7 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission account 397 communication equipment as is done 8 

by some other utilities in the State.  9 

Q.  What is your biggest concern related to these AMI gas modules? 10 

A. My greatest concern is that setting the life in this case for modules that will be installed in 11 

the future does not consider that the life expectancy of these modules may vary greatly 12 

depending on the age of the meter that they are placed on. If these devices cannot be reused 13 

after initial install, reserve deficiencies could be created if these devices are ultimately 14 

retired when the meter it is attached to is retired.  15 

Q.  What is your recommendation? 16 

A. I recommend a five percent depreciation rate consistent with the life that Ameren Missouri’s 17 

director of smart meter program stated was the expected life of the AMI gas modules. 18 

Q. Does this conclude your surrebuttal testimony? 19 

A. Yes, it does. 20 
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