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Q. Please state your name and business address.

A. James M. Russo, P. O. Box 360, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102.

Q. Are you the same James M. Russo who filed Direct Testimony in Case No. GT-2003-0032?

A. Yes I am.

Q. What is the purpose of your Rebuttal Testimony?

A. The purpose of my Rebuttal Testimony is to rebut portions of the Direct Testimony of Louie R. Ervin of Latham & Associates and Michael T. Cline of Laclede Gas Company relating to aggregation and balancing costs.

Q. What is Staff’s position on Mr. Ervin’s statement that, “By the utility electing not to conduct accounting and reporting activities and not to increase the $.004 per therm charge, it has effectively deemed full cost recovery or has waived its right to recover any additional incremental costs.”

A. Staff believes that if Laclede properly documents all prudent expenses, and if these expenses exceed the $.004 per therm maximum allowed by statute for the aggregation and balancing fee in the first year of the Experimental School Transportation Program (ESTP), that Laclede would be eligible to true-up these additional prudent expenses as proposed in my pre-filed Direct Testimony in this case.

Q. What is Staff’s position on Mr. Cline’s statement, “Laclede expects that the costs of these aggregation and balancing services will equal at least $.004 per therm.”

A. As stated above, Staff believes that Laclede will be able to recover any prudent costs related to the aggregation and balancing fee that are properly documented thru the true-up proposal outlined in my pre-filed Direct Testimony for this case.

Q. Does this conclude your Rebuttal Testimony?

A. Yes, it does.
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