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SURREBUTTAL TESTIMONY  1 

OF 2 

KEENAN B. PATTERSON 3 

SPIRE MISSOURI, INC., d/b/a SPIRE 4 

CASE NOS. GR-2017-0215 and GR-2017-0216 5 

Q. Please state your name and business address. 6 

A. My name is Keenan B. Patterson. My business address is Missouri Public 7 

Service Commission, P.O. Box 360, Jefferson City, MO 65102. 8 

Q. What is your position at the Commission? 9 

A. I am a Utility Regulatory Engineer in the Engineering Analysis Unit, 10 

Operational Analysis Department, Commission Staff Division. 11 

Q. Are you the same Keenan B. Patterson who submitted direct testimony 12 

filed on September 8, 2017 and rebuttal testimony on October 17, 2017? 13 

A. Yes. 14 

Q. What is the purpose of your surrebuttal testimony? 15 

A. The purpose of my testimony is to describe the status of my review of 16 

Spire’s request for a new subaccount and amortization for automated meter reading 17 

(“AMR”) devices. 18 

Q. What has Spire requested for AMR devices? 19 

A. In his rebuttal testimony, Spire witness Mr. C. Eric Lobser first introduces 20 

Spire’s purchase of AMR devices from Landis & Gyr effective July 1, 2017 and requests 21 

the creation of a new subaccount for the AMR devices, Account No. 397.1, to be 22 

amortized over a period of seven years. 23 

Q. What is the status of your review? 24 
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A. Staff is still reviewing this issue. Spire did not bring up this issue in its 1 

direct testimony. In addition, Staff has submitted data requests related to this issue and 2 

has not received responses to some of these requests. Staff intends to address treatment of 3 

the AMR devices in true-up testimony. 4 

Q. Does this complete your surrebuttal testimony? 5 

A.  Yes. 6 




