BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Application of )
Great Plains Energy Incorporated for ) File BmM-2018-0012
Approval of its Merger with )
Westar Energy, Inc. )

PUBLIC COUNSEL’S STATEMENT
OF POSITIONS ON THE ISSUES

COMES NOW the Office of the Public Counsel (*OPC”), in congyce with the
Commission’s Order Setting Procedural ScheduleGthér Procedural Requirements, issued and

effective on October 19, 2017, hereby submits titdeBnent of Positions on the Issues:

OPC Position Statements:

l. Should the Commission find that GPE’s merger witbstdr is not detrimental to the
public interest, and approve the merger?

Subject to the additional conditions beyond whatlen presented in the Company/Staff
Stipulation and Agreement filed January 12, OP@=kek that the merger will not be detrimental
to the public interest, and represents an improwerfiem the acquisition proposed in 2017, as
GPE will not incur a substantial debt to acquire $iystent.

Il. Should the Commission condition its approval of GR&erger with Westar and,
if so, how?

As articulated by Dr. Geoff Marke, the unknowndrefthe Commission are the conditions
that GPE and Westar may reach in a settlementer &rom the Kansas Corporation Commission

(“KCC”").2 To address this concern, in addition to the dimus articulated the Stipulation and

! Rebuttal Testimony of Dr. Geoff Marke, EM-2018-0012, pg. 4 (Jan. 16, 2018).
2|d. at pg. 7.



Agreement on file, OPC supports language that pititect Missouri ratepayers from any
additional costs or a shift of risk from Kansagpatyers to Missouri ratepayers.

This condition is similar to a provision in KCP& Experimental Regulatory Plan in Case
No. EO-2005-0329, wherein parties were permittedopportunity to seek redress from the
Commission as to any conditions approved by the K& may affect Missouri ratepayers.

OPC believes that this concern can be addressidkinase by either a similar procedure
approved in EO-2005-0329, or a directive that n&tsor risks shall shift from Kansas ratepayers
to Missouri ratepayers resulting from any agreenwerdrder from the KCC on the companion
application.

[I. Should the Commission grant the limited requesvésrance of the affiliate
transaction rule requested by Applicants?

Yes, subject to the proposed conditions in thgu&ttion & Agreement and those
proposed by OPC.

V. How should the bill credits proposed by Applicanésallocated between and within
the various KCP&L and GMO rate classes?

Should the Commission approve the transaction,Gtwmission should determine an
equitable methodology for the apportionment of bikdits between KCP&L and GMO rate
classes. A mitigating factor is an unknown asdw Imuch of the $50 million will be allocated to
Missouri. Generally, the identified credit sholld allocated in a manner to the benefit of the

maximum amount of ratepayers.
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