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C .  REBUTTAL TO TE8TxMONY OB ROBERT D O D R I L L  

Please turn now to tho testimony of Commi~sion 

staff witness Dodrill. DO you have any responses to 

his testimony? 

Yes. I: have responses to several of t h e  exceptions 

and disclosures i n  the audit  report he i s  

sponsoring as Exhibit (RFD-1) 

Did PCUC file a formal response to the s ta f f  audit? 

Yes. The company's response to the  audit  is 

contained i n  Exhibit (FS-12) .  

In Audit  Exoeption No.1, surprnarized on page 2 of  

hi8 testimony, Mr. Dodrill proposes to reduoe tbe 

eost of 81.576 aore8 of land purcbased for the RIB 

site and an additional 4 . 6 0 1  acre8 for t h e  buffer 

s t r i p  adjaaent to t h e  RIB site. Do you sgree with 

his adjustment? 

No. H i s  adjustment i s  based on two erroneous 

premises. The first premise is that: someone other  

than  PCUC first devoted the land to utility 

service. H i s  second premise is that the independent 

appraisal upon which the purchase cost of 'the land 

i s  based is incorrect. I am not in a position to 

argue the merits of the appraisal. Neither I nor 
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