BEFORE THE
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
STATE OF MISSOURI

In The Matter Of:

EVERGY METRO, INC. d/b/a
EVERGY MISSOURI METRO'S
REQUEST FOR AUTHORITY TO
IMPLEMENT A GENERAL RATE
INCREASE FOR ELECTRIC
SERVICE

Case No. ER-2026-0143

N N N N N

ON-THE-RECORD PRESENTATION
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS
TAKEN ON BEHALF OF THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

October 13, 2026

Governor Office Building
200 Madison Street, Room 310
Jefferson City, MO 65101

Job No.: 2410383-002

EkEXHAS




TABLE OF CONTENTS

DARRI N | VES
Cr oss Exam nati on by

Cross Exam nati on by
Cr oss Exam nati on by

Redi rect Exam nati on

BRAD LUTZ

D rect Exam nation by M. Fi

Cr oss Exam nati on by
Redi rect Exam nati on

Re- Cr oss Exam nati on

Page

M. Jabra 55
M . Poston 83
M. Pringles 87
by M. Steiner 100

scher 103
M. Johnson 116
by M. Fischer 142
by M. Johnson 148

Furt her redirect Exam nation by M. Fischer

KEVI N GUNN

D rect Exam nati on by M.

Cross Exam nati on by

SARAH LANGE

Di rect Exam nation by M.

Cross Exam nati on by
Cross Exam nati on by
Cross Exam nati on by

Re- Cr oss Exam nati on

Johnson 153
M. Fi scher 159
Hensen 159
M. Schulte 166
M. Fi scher 170
M . Poston 189

by M.

Fi scher 190

Re-Di rect Exam nation by Ms. Hensen 192

Certificate of Digital

Reporter

205

151

ALEXITAS




Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

Exhi bi t No.

Ever gy Exhi bit
St af f Exhi bi t
Staf f Exhi bit
St af f Exhi bi t
St af f Exhi bi t

Staff Exhibit

Conmm ssi on Exhibit

1
2
3
4
)

EXHI BI TS

Descri ption Page

1 63
Ofice Notice 138
Attachnent A 198
Attachnment B 199

202

202

1 Stipulations and Agreenents 36

(Al exhibits were nmarked before the deposition comenced
and retai ned by the Conm ssion.)

(888) 893-3767
www.lexitaslegal.com

Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required
Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179

MLEXITAS




Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

APPEARANCES:
BOARD MEMBERS:

John Cd ark, Presiding Senior Regul atory Law Judge
Kayl a Hahn, Chair.

Mai da J. Col eman, Conmm ssi oner

d en Kol knmeyer, Commi ssi oner

John Mtchell, Commi ssi oner

APPEARI NG FOR THE DEFENDANT:

Nancy Di ppel |

M SSOURI PUBLI C SERVI CE COWM SSI ON
200 MADI SON STREET

JEFFERSON CI TY, M SSOURI 65101

Tracy Johnson

M SSOURI PUBLI C SERVI CE COWM SSI ON
200 MADI SON STREET

JEFFERSON CI TY, M SSOURI 65101

BOARD S HEARI NG ADVI SOR:
Roger Steiner, Evergy M ssouri Metro (EMM

Janes Fischer, Evergy M ssouri Metr.
Jacquel i ne Wi ppl e, Evergy M ssouri Metro
Andrew Schul te, Googl e

Dani el Lyskowski, MECG

Ni col e Mers, Renew M ssouri

Marc Poston, O fice of public counsel (OPC)
St ephani e Bell, Velvet Tech Services

Andr ea Hansen, Staff

Travis Pringle. Staff

Nat han W1l li ans

Ray Cunneen

Frank Caro, Google
TimOQpitz, MECG
D ana Pi escia, MEC

ALSO PRESENT:
Loyd W son
M's. Shaban
John Spanos
Amanda Arandi a

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS

www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

Ron Nel son, current Energy G oup
Brad Lutz

Sar ah Lange

Darrin lves - Evergy w tness
Kevi n Gunn

Court Reporter:

Laura Stewart, CER-4313
Lexi tas Legal

1608 Locust Street

Kansas City, M ssouri 64108
816. 221. 1160

1. 800. 280. 3376

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179

MLEXITAS




Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

(Proceedi ngs conmmenced at 10:01 a.m)

THE COURT: Good norning. Today is Cctober
13th of 2026, and the current tinme is 10:01 a.m This
proceeding is being held in room 310 of the governor's
office building as well as electronically via Wbex. The
conmm ssion has set aside this time for an on-the-record
presentati on concerning the six non-unani nous
stipul ations and agreenents filed in the case captioned
as, in the matter of Evergy Metro, Inc., doing business
as Evergy M ssouri Metro's request for authority to
I npl enent a general rate increase for electric service,
and that is case nunber ER-2026-0143.

My nane is John Cark. I'mthe regulatory | aw
judge, presiding over this on-the-record presentation

today. Wth nme to ny right are the chair of the

comm ssi on, Kayla Hahn, Comm ssioner Mtchell is online,
and | believe we will be joined by other comm ssioners
today. |'ve been told that Conm ssioner Colenman will be

present as well.

Before we start, as just kind of a point of
clarification, | want to be sure that |'ve got the
correct objections so far to the stipulations and
agreenments so | know what the status of each one is or
could be. Now, in regard to the non-unani nous

stipul ation and agreenent regardi ng pensions and ot her
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enpl oynment benefits, | don't have down that any

obj ections were received to that stipulation. |Is that

correct?
MR. FI SCHER: Judge, | intend to go through
those at length, as far as -- one by one, the stipulation

in nmy opening, if that hel ps, who has objected and on
what provision and what's left, and that's kind of the
focus of my mni-opening today. If you' d like to wait a
bit, I think you'll get answers to all those, who has
obj ected and who hasn't, and that kind of thing.

THE COURT: Thank you for letting nme know that.
This is an on-the-record presentation, kind of |ike every
ot her on-the-record presentation. It is not the
evidentiary hearing in this case. It is not addressed
i ke the evidentiary hearing. W are not swearing
W tnesses in. That's not usually done at on-the-record
presentati on.

|f there are questions, | wll allow each party
to make an opening if they like in regard to the
stipul ations and agreenents, and then if there are
conmm ssi on questions, those will be asked to the parties,
and if the wtness is necessary to answer those
questions, I'll let the conm ssion know.

Who wants to nake a m ni-opening today? Wio is

going to be? | see Evergy, Google, Staff. Ckay. | am

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

going to, just for ease, go by the -- | think I'm going
to nove one around. |'ll do Evergy, Staff, Public
Counsel, MECG Renew, Google, and Velvet in that order.
Any obj ections? Gkay. M ni-opening from Evergy?

MR FI SCHER Thank you, Judge. Are you ready?

THE COURT: Pl ease go ahead, M. Fischer.

MR. FI SCHER. Thank you. For the record, ny
nanme is JimFischer, and |'mrepresenting today the
Evergy M ssouri Metro. Thank you very nuch for having
the on-the-record because | think we need a bit of a
roadmap to who's objected and who's not and what we have
left. So if you have questions about that as | go
t hrough, don't hesitate to ask, but I'Il certainly wait
for questions at the end too.

This on-the-record proceedi ng concerns the six
stipulations and agreenents filed in this case. Wth two
narrow exceptions, no party opposes four of these
stipulations, and I'd Iike to discuss those stipulations
together. I'll summarize the four that are being
objected to, but I will primarily focus on the two that
Staff and public counsel oppose -- |I'msorry, the four
that are not objected to, I'll sumrarize those, but I
want to focus on the ones that have been objected to, and
those are the rate design settlenent and also the LLPS

stipul ation.
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THE COURT: And when you say rate design, you
mean the non-C& rate design?

MR. FI SCHER That's correct, Your Honor. This
slide is alittle bit busy, but I want to show you on
this side the four agreenents that are basically w thout
opposition. Turning to those four that are not objected
to, the conpany and Staff filed three of the four, on
October the 2nd. The first resol ves the pension and
ot her enpl oynent benefits cost and continues the tracker
of those expenses.

Now, this is a fairly standard recurring
stipulation that you've seen in nmany rate cases. It
Identifies the inportant pension and OPEP costs. The
second addresses the non-commercial and industrial rate
desi gn, and anong other things, it keeps the residenti al
customer service charge at $12.

The third, the partial stipulation and
agreenent i s perhaps the broadest of the six. It
resol ves many of the accounting issues of the case. Its
terms are given in exchange for a $46 billion increase in
Staff's revenue requirenent filed wwth the true-up
rebuttal testinony.

And then the fourth, filed on Cctober the 7th
by the conpany, Staff, and Renew M ssouri covers the

I ncone eligible and other custoner prograns. Now, no
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party objected to the first two, so the comm ssion can
consi der that a unani nous stipul ation, those twd. Public
counsel, Renew M ssouri, and Google do not oppose the
partial stipulation, and MECG does not oppose it except
for one issue; M. Andrew s life estinmate adjustnents,
which is 17(a) on the list of issues. That one renains
open as a part of the depreciation issue.

Googl e, MECG and Vel vet Tech do not oppose the
progranm s agreenent, and public counsel objects to it
only because it doesn't include a custoner charge wai ver
program which is issue 16(e). That was preserved for
hearing and the Comm ssion heard that |ast week.

Turning to the two agreenents that Staff and
publ i c counsel oppose. First, the rate design
settlenent. The non-unani nous partial settlenent on rate
design, which was filed on Cctober the 5th, was signed by
t he conpany and MECG and Googl e does not oppose it. It
covers issues 29, 30, and 32; the nonresidential rate
design, the other rate schedul es, and revenue
apportionnent and the inplenentation of the rates.

Now, under the proposal contained in this
stipulation, the residential class would receive 100
percent of the systemm de average increase. So to
explain it alittle nore; if you had it across the board

I ncrease, they're getting exactly what the residential
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class would get if they were getting the average of the
systemm de aver age.

The smal| general service and the MGS cl asses
woul d receive 112.44 percent of the system average
I ncrease, as well as EV and |ighting classes would
receive that percentage increase. The LLPS and the |arge
general service classes would receive a rate increase of
94 percent of the systemw de average increase.

The stipul ation adopts the conpany's denmand-
based cl ass, thresholds and a 15-m nute demand interval.
It elimnates the hours-use rate structure for all
nonresi dential rates and the reactive demand charges in
the nmedium and | arge general service rates. It also
elimnates the commercial and industrial all-electric
rates. It adopts the conpany's optional timnme-of-use rate
as nodi fi ed.

It also increases and then freezes the tine-
related pricing rate for the nonresidential custoners now
on it, which are very few And to put the new rate
design into effect wwth the rates in this case by bill
cycle. So that's what that stipulation does.

If we go to the fourth slide, this shows over
here the side where Staff does not object, and this side
over here shows where Staff does object. The Staff

objects to the rate design settlenent only in part.
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Staff does not object to the restructuring of the
conpany's rates using what we call the Bright Lines
proposal .

They don't object to the conpany's energy tine
periods or a 15-m nute on peak dermand neasure nodified
for winter demand neasurenent to begin at 7:00 a.m Nor
does Staff object to elimnating the all-electric rates
or to freezing the tine-related pricing rate for current
custoners. But rather Staff objects to -- oh, sorry for
t he technol ogy problem

On the right-hand side, the slide shows what
are being objected to by Staff. Staff objects to the
apportionnent of the rate increase anong the classes. It
objects to the timng of inplenentation of the
restructured rates; to the |arger increase on denmand
charges than on energy charges; to renoving reactive
demand; to leaving the voltage review for the next rate
case; to optional tine-of-use rates; and to the 1.1
multiplier on the tine-related pricing rate.

Public counsel, as | understand it, opposes the
shifts in the revenue responsibility anong and within the
cl asses and reallocating revenue responsibility without a
m gration study, which Staff had recomrended. It al so
opposes the 15-mnute interval, the elimnation of the

all-electric rates and the freeze on the tine-rel ated
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pricing rate, none of which Staff has objected to.

Because of those objections, the settlenent is
the position of the conpany and MECG and the issues it
covers remain for the comm ssion to decide after the
heari ng based upon the evidence in the case. The conpany
Wi t nesses on these issues are G aham Janes (phonetic) and
Brad Lutz joined by Darrin Ives on issue 32, and these
gentl enmen are avail able for questions fromthe bench or
fromthe parties.

Let's turn now to the LLPS stipul ation. That
stipulation was filed on Cctober the 5th by the conpany
and Google, and it covers 3(a), which is the |arge | oad
revenues; issues 22, 23(a), 23(d), and 25 on the fuel
adj ustment cl ause; issue 37, which is the revenue sharing
mechani smissue; and issue 5, which is the fuel and
pur chase power i ssue.

Now, this is the stipulation that reflects the
$60 mllion of large |oad revenues in the revenue
requirenent, and it sets billing demand for the LLPS
m nimum nonthly bill at the higher of measured demand or
80 percent of annual contract capacity in addition to al
t he ot her schedul ed LLPS charges, including any energy
charges. It keeps LLPS custoners in one fuel adjustnent
cl ause and rai ses the conpany's share of cost changes

all ocated to the LLPS kWh sales from5 percent to 10
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percent.

It adds an annual earnings review, which we
sonetines call the sharing nmechanism that returns to
custoners 65 percent of earnings, nore than 20 basis
poi nts above the authorized return. In other words,
there is a 20 basis point deadband, and then the earnings
are shared 65 percent to custoners and 35 percent to
sharehol ders. So why is the LLPS stipul ati on opposed by
Staff and other parties?

It's Evergy's understanding that Staff is
opposed to the anount of the revenue requirenent --
excuse ne, the revenue adjustnent. They're opposed to
the FAC treatnment of LLPS revenues and costs and the
details of the sharing nmechanism From our perspective,
the LLPS stipulation that we've entered into is a
conti nuation of the core construct of the LLPS tariff and
rate plan, which was approved by the conm ssion in case
nunber EO 2025-0154, with m nor updates to reflect the
transitional nature of the case.

Staff and public counsel were opposed to the
settlenment that was entered into by Evergy and several
other intervenors in that case, and they simlarly
continued to stand on those objections or opposition in
this case. As Evergy and Googl e advanced, the only

positions that maintained the fundanentals of the LLPS
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tariff and the rate plan that was adopted in 0154.

Darrin lves or Ron Klote (phonetic) are both
avai l abl e to answer any questions about the sharing
mechani sm On Cctober the 6th, Staff filed objections to
t he earnings review or the sharing nmechanism and to the
billing demand for the mnimumbill, to the fue
adj ustnent clause terns and the two | ong-term capacity
subaccounts added to the FAC under our stipulation. And
| think they al so oppose the revenue and kil owatt-hour
val ues in paragraph 13, and it says the stipulation omts
-- the Staff indicates it omts the reporting
requirenments.

Publ i ¢ Counsel opposes paragraphs 1 through 11
and paragraph 13, and does not oppose paragraph 12, which
Is the transm ssion percentage that Staff uses at 31.8
percent. MECG objects to the extent necessary to
preserve its ability to take a position on these issues
In the post-hearing briefs. Fromthe conpany's
perspective, the stipulation continues the LLPS tariff
and rate plan that was approved in the LLPS tariff case
W thout restructuring it with limted changes that
reflect the transitional nature of this case.

Paragraph 4 on billing demand for the m ni mum
monthly bill clarifies how the existing schedule LLPS

applies, and it brings that billing demand into cl oser
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alignnment with Aneren M ssouri's application of a simlar
conponent. Staff objects to the settlenent in the 0154
and public counsel did not signit. And here, in this
case, they continued to oppose it, and public counsel
woul d I ower the LLPS threshold from75 to 25 negawatts
and rai sed the m ni mum demand from 80 to 90 percent, two
ternms which the conm ssion did approve in the tariff
case.

The conpany and Googl e advanced the positions
that keep the fundanentals of the LLPS tariff and the
rate plan that the conm ssion adopted. The stipul ation
therefore is a joint position of the conpany and Googl e,
and every party's position on these issues remains before
t he comm ssi on.

Now, on Friday, Evergy filed a reply in support
of the LLPS stipulation and agreenent, and included an
affidavit fromDarrin Ives. This one supports the LLPS
stipulation in response to the live testinony that Staff
W t nesses provided at the hearing | ast week on the LLPS
I ssue. The conpany w Il ask that the comm ssion admt
the affidavit of Darrin lIves today, and we can do it
several ways, so we can just admt it if there's no
objection or | can have himtake the stand and sponsor
the exhibit and take any questi ons.

So what does the conpany ask? Conpany thanks
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the parties for all the efforts to resolve so nmany of the
I ssues that are enbodied in these six agreenents. And

for all the efforts in those of the non-opposing ones to
put a lot of these issues to rest. Evergy requests that

t he comm ssion issued an order approving each of the six
agreenents, subject to the specific terns and conditions
contained in each, which is the request that the
agreenent has to.

For the two that are unopposed, that neans
deci di ng i ssues 29, 30, and 32 and issues 3(a), 5, 22 --
|"msorry, let me go back. I'mtal king about the two
that are opposed. That neans you're going to have to
deci de issues 29, 30, and 32 and issues 3 (a), 5, 22,
23(a), 23(d), 25, and 37 based upon the conpetent
substanti al evidence in the record.

Now, based on that evidence, the conpany wl
ask the comm ssion to approve the rate design settl enent
and the LLPS stipulation wthout conditions or
nodi fications. As | nentioned, | have Darrin Ives, Ron
Klote, Brad Lutz, Linda Dunn (phonetic) and G aham Janes
avai |l abl e today to answer your questions on these
stipulations. | can also have other w tnesses avail abl e,
| think, if | need to, if you have other techni cal
guestions or nore specific questions.

So at this point, maybe | should ask how you
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prefer to go forward with the affidavit of M. |ves.

(I ndiscernible) admtted into the record, and then you
just take questions fromhimat sone point, or I can ask
for himto cone up at the appropriate time and sponsor

t he exhibit.

THE COURT: Wiy don't you go ahead and offer
it? we'll see if there's any objections?

MR FISCHER At this tinme then | would offer
what woul d be Exhibit 91 and 92, the highly confidenti al
version and the public version of the affidavit of Darrin
| ves, which was filed | ast Friday.

MR. POSTON:. Public Counsel objects. He's
aggrandi zing the record in this case after the hearing is
closed, or he's attenpting to. | also object as inproper
surrebuttal. Staff has not had a chance to respond to
M. lves's assertions in this affidavit.

THE COURT: Well, |I'massumng the affidavit is
for the on-the-record, correct?

MR FISCHER It's filed in EFIS, Judge. But |
do want it in evidence.

MR. POSTON: And also, well, the affidavit
primarily responds to Staff's live testinony from | ast
Tuesday. He's had a week to prepare that and that is
just a violation of Staff's due process rights?

MR. FI SCHER. And as | understood the judge's
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ruling, I went back at the videos, at 1 hour and 27

m nutes, you indicated we should take it up on-the-
record. W'd have the opportunity to do sone |ive
testinony if we wanted and also to respond to the Staff's
position fromthat live testinony. That's what we're

trying to do.

THE COURT: 1'Il allow you to do that, but at
the sane time, | agree wth both Staff and public counsel
that this anmounts to -- basically, you have essentially

pre-filed testinony that they weren't able to respond to
or would have to respond to live here today. |I have no
problemw th themoffering live testinony here today and
them having to respond to it live, but I'mgoing to agree
wth themthat they did not have an opportunity to
respond to this.

MR FISCHER | understand. W had that sane
probl em when we had Staff testinony.

THE COURT: |I'mgoing to sustain the
objections, and that will not be admtted onto the
hearing record.

MR FISCHER: Well, | would take any questions
that the comm ssion has. Oherwse, I'll sit down.

THE COURT: Are there any conm ssion questions
for Evergy Mssouri Metro at this tinme? Ckay. W may

have sone questions for Evergy later. |I've got a few
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gquestions for you. | just want to go over real quick.
They're nore general in nature. Now, you had indicated
that there were four that were not objected to and two
that were. So how are you reading MECG s objection to
the partial stipulation and agreenent other than
objecting to the depreciation (indiscernible).

MR. FI SCHER: That woul d be one that'll have to
be deci ded by the conmm ssi on.

THE COURT: But as an objection, you would
agree that that reduces the renmai nder of the stipulation
to a position statenent?

MR, FISCHER: | think all the other issues --
wel |, | think because there is an objection, it would be
a position statenent of the signatories, but that
particular issue is the only one that's been carved out.

THE COURT: | understand. I'mjust trying to
now ki nd of nove on here. Both of these stipulations are
bet ween i ndustrials or comrercials and the conpany, but
they do things in rate design that will in fact affect
residential custoners, correct?

MR. FI SCHER: Yes, yes. There would be an
across-the-board i ncrease at the system average. And |
think that's where -- on the rate design, that woul d be
the primary thing that woul d happen to residential.

THE COURT: And I'Il1 probably ask MECG to
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discuss this a little bit, but it seens like in nost rate
cases before the comm ssion where industrial custoners
are involved. There's a big push to reduce what they
call the residential subsidy, which is to -- which is an
attenpt to shift nore costs fromthe conmerci al
I ndustrial custoners to the other classes to reduce a
perceived inequity. Is that correct?

MR. FISCHER |'ve been in a lot of those
cases. In this case, the residentials, if they adopted
our stipulation, would get the systemm de average rate.
It would not inpact -- there's no increase above the
systemm de average to the residential class. And we're
concerned about affordability too, and we thought that
was appropriate. Wat it does do is shift sone of the --
the cost studies indicate that the | arger power classes
are in need of an adjustnent, and we take that adjustnent
fromthe small general service and the nedi um general
service. That's where the shifts are going on.

THE COURT: And |'m | ooking at that here. So
the shift is for the LPS and the | arge general services.
It Iooks like they will be reduced to 94 percent of the
system syst emwi de average i ncrease, correct?

MR. FI SCHER That's what the proposal is, yes.

THE COURT: And that anount is made up by

shifting that to the small general service, MSS, the
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el ectric vehicle class, and lighting. Is that correct?

MR. FI SCHER: That's correct.

THE COURT: And why is it just for those
cl asses to pay nore?

MR. FI SCHER: Because the cost of service
studies that were perfornmed by the conpany, and | think
val i dated by MECG showed that's where the shift should
go. | think the test -- those results are found in
Graham Janes's testinony in the case.

THE COURT: Thank you, M. Fischer.

MR FI SCHER: Thank vyou.

THE COURT: Staff have a m ni-openi ng they
woul d |i ke to do.

MS. HANSEN: Yes, thank you.

THE COURT: Go ahead, Staff.

M5. HANSEN: Thank you very nuch. Good
norning, and may it please the conmssion. My nane is
Andrea Hansen, and |I'man attorney with the Staff
counsel's office. I'mrepresenting Conm ssion Staff here
today primarily concerning rate design and revenue
al I ocati on.

As counsel for EMMindicated, this norning we
are discussing a nunber of different stipulations. M.
Pringle will also be comng up to give a small mni -

openi ng regarding the stipulation on LLPS. Fromthe
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outset of this case, EMM requested to restructure the
rate schedul es available to its nonresidential,
nonl i ghting custoners. Through its pre-filed testinony,
Staff raised concerns with the tinme period selected, the
pricing of the rate elenents for the restructured rates,
and nost inportantly, with the inplenentation of the
restructuring.

As the comm ssion is aware, MECG and EMM fi | ed
a non-unani nous partial settlement resolving certain rate
desi gn i ssues anong signatories. Staff filed its
objection to this agreenent on Wednesday. |'m not goi ng
to read the entire objection to you today; however, there
are certain points fromthe objection | would like to
hi ghl i ght for the conm ssion, and this does speak to sone
of the points that were just made by EMM

First, as Staff indicated earlier in this case,
Staff does not generally object to EMM s proposed cl ass
restructuring, although Staff does have sone recommended
nodi fications. It is inportant to note that Staff
support of this rate restructuring as nodified i s neant
to enable EMM to i mmedi ately begin work on a custoner
m gration and determ nants study. Such a study is
essential in order to calculate rates to be ordered in
conpliance tariffs in this case.

Such a study will assist custoners in
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under st andi ng what is changing and how it inpacts them
Second, Staff objects to the revenue allocati on MECG and
EMM have agreed to. No reliable class cost-of-service
study is available in this case. Therefore, the only
justifiable outcone woul d be an equal percentage increase
to all classes. The class cost of service studies EMV
and MECG relied on msclassified distribution cost of
servi ce.

The study results are that MSS, SGS, and
residential custoner classes revenue responsibility is
significantly overstated, while LGS and LPS custoner
cl asses revenue responsibility is significantly
understated. And the study results relied on by MECG and
EMMw || cause residential and small business custoners
to pay disproportionately for the cost of owning
renewabl e generation while al so causing the | argest
custoners to benefit disproportionately fromthe val ue of
the energy generated and fromthe renewabl e energy
credits generated.

And finally, if adopted by the comm ssion, the
all ocations in EMM and MECG s joint position will result
In LLPS rates being increased by a small er anount than
the rate increases applied to residential and small
busi ness custoners. Sarah Lange and Marina Gonzal ez

(phonetic), both economsts in the tariff and rate design
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departnent, provided testinony regardi ng these issues.
Ms. Lange is adopting Ms. Gonzal ez's testinony
and is available for questioning. | can also answer any
guesti ons you m ght have or refer you to the wtness who
m ght be able to be best suited to answer those
guesti ons.
CHAI R HAHN: Good norning, Ms. Hansen. | am
going to have a couple questions. | want to make sure |
know who to call on. Wth regard to the custoner
m gration study, who should I visit with about that?
M5. HANSEN. Ms. Sarah Lange is going to be the
wi tness for the custoner mgration and determ nant study.
CHAI R HAHN: And | thought there were billing
determ nants in testinony of Kim Cox (phonetic) and
Randal | Jenni ngs (phonetic). Is that accurate?
M5. HANSEN: | do think that's accurate. And
Staff can correct ne if I"mwong, but | think at | east
Kim Cox, it was residential custoners or residential
class determ nants. | do know that Amanda Rucker
(phonetic) also covered billing determ nants for LPS.
CHAIR HAHN: So on the very first day, our
openi ng statenents said that, in this case, there were no
billing determinants. | think there are billing
determ nants. |'mtrying to figure out the disparity.

M5. HANSEN. Absolutely, we can --
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MR JABRA: |If | may, Chair Hahn. Yes, the
billing determnants, this has nore to do with the C&l,
the MECG Evergy agreenent. There are no billing
determ nants for that agreenent to confirm whether or not
the , | guess, the analysis is correct in that
stipulation. And | believe if you have any question
about that Sarah Lange, it would be best to address the
| ack of billing determ nants.

MR. FI SCHER And we have w tnesses and we
woul d address that G aham Janes or Brad Lutz.

CHAI R HAHN: Thank you. One other itemfrom
this stipulation is that no reliable CCOS study is
avail abl e to support a result other than an equal
percentage increase to all classes. So, Staff did not
conduct a CCOS in this case. Is that correct?

M5. HANSEN: That is correct. Staff did not.

CHAIR HAHN: | think that's all ny questions.
Thank you.

THE COURT: Chair Hahn actually touched on ny
question. So ny understanding is there's really only one
cl ass cost-of-service study that was done, and that's
Evergy's, correct? The others are derived fromit.

M5. HANSEN:. That is ny understandi ng. Again,
| would defer to Staff to kind of nore thoroughly answer

to that, but that is also ny understanding.
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THE COURT: Was there a reason that Staff
el ected not to do a class cost-of-service study? Because
| 1magi ne you were aware that there was only one in the
case. It just seens |ike you're setting up your argunent
that there's no good study and we didn't do one either.

M5. HANSEN. So with the class cost of study,
nmy understanding is Staff did not -- and again, Staff,
can correct nme if I"'mwong, but if | recollect
correctly, there were a few noving pieces in this case
that made it difficult to do the class cost-of-service
study that woul d have been reliable. And if | renmenber
correctly, one of the things was that there was going to
be a custonmer magration, and then, | think that another
I ssue was that there was the addition of a large | oad
cust oners.

MR PRINGLE: And if | may add to that as well,
Judge, part of that also, the lack of this class cost-of-
service study from Staff has to do with the transitional
nature of this case, and they were just not really being
in Staff's opinion, the data necessary to performa full
cl ass cost of service in this case. And that coul d best
be addressed by Staff w tness, Sarah Lange, when she
t akes the stand.

THE COURT: And | may have sone questi ons.

|"ve just noticed in the |ast few rate cases, | don't
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remenber seeing other cost of service studies other than
t he conpani es. You brought up the custoner mgration,
and that one of the criticisns | renenber hearing that
Staff had of this stip was that, w thout the custoner
mgration study, it wll result in higher winter rates
for custoners. Am| msstating that?

M5. HANSEN: | don't know that you are. |
cannot speak to that off the top of ny head, but | would
refer you to Sarah Lange. She would be, | think, the one
to give you an inforned answer on that.

THE COURT: And how | ong woul d this study take?

M5. HANSEN:. Again, | don't quite renenber off
the top of ny head, but Sarah Lange woul d be able to
speak to that.

THE COURT: How woul d that cost study align
Wi th the expected start date of rates in this case?
Wul d that need to be del ayed? Wuld the study go on
while new rates are already in effect?

M5. HANSEN: If | amrenenbering correctly,
that would result in a delay. But again, | don't want to

m sstate anything, so | would refer you to Ms. Sarah

Lange.
THE COURT: Thank you very nuch.
M5. HANSEN:. Thank you.
THE COURT: Any ot her questions from
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conmm ssi oners? Thank you very nuch.

MR. PRINGLE: And if | may, Judge, | have the
answer to that question you asked, if you'd like it from
me.

THE COURT: If you want to include that in your
m ni - openi ng, that would be great.

MR PRINGLE: Al right, I wll.

THE COURT: And while | got a nonent, | wll
note for the record that counsel for Renew is present. |
don't renenber if | noted that counsel for Velvet Tech
Services is present, but both of those -- counsel for
both those conpanies are present on the record here
today. And M. Pringle, go ahead on behalf of Staff.

MR. PRI NG.E: Thank you, Judge C ark. And good
nor ni ng, Judge C ark, Chair Hahn, Comm ssi oner Col eman.
My nane is Travis Pringle, and |' m appearing on behal f of
Staff regarding the LLPS stipulation and agreenent. For
the nost part, ny opening statenent from |l ast Tuesday
captured Staff's position in opposition to that
stipulation, but there were a fewthings | just kind of
wanted to bring back up to the forefront before we get
into this on-the-record.

And before | dive into the LLPS, Judge, when it
comes to that custonmer mgration study, Staff's idea of

having the tine to get that study inplenented and nmaki ng
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sure we get everything right would be to delay these
restructured rates agreed to between MECG and Evergy
until Novenber of 2027 at the earliest.

THE COURT: Do you mind if | go ahead and ask a
few questions based on that now?

MR PRINGLE: CGo for it.

THE COURT: Well, given that the conpanies cone
I n, because they believe that rates are unjust and
unreasonabl e at this point, and |I'massumng that they're
saying that they need a rate case because they are or
wi || be underearning soon. If you're delaying the inpact
-- if you're delaying new rates taking effect, doesn't
t hat exacerbate that situation?

MR, PRINGLE: Well, that's part of us not
having this study. We're not quite sure how bad the
situation really is. This study would also go a | ong way
in helping us wth the educati on conponent to nmake sure
custoners are aware of this rate restructuring. Part of
our rate design case had to do with -- we do not think
there is a conprehensive education programin place.

THE COURT: So in a report and order, what
woul d the comm ssion be doing here if it followed Staff's
suggestion? W'd be issuing an order saying that these
are approved, that the conpany has to do a study and that

rates can't take effect until when?
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MR. PRINGLE: Well, the rate restructuring
woul d be approved but del ayed until the conpletion of
this study, which would be roughly what Staff thinks if
we go through the process that is included in attachnent
Ato Staff's objection. It would take up till about
Novenber 2020, so.

THE COURT: So you're thinking slightly nore
than a year?

MR. PRI NGLE: Roughly. But also we are as al so
open to any kind of conm ssion input on how to
potentially speed that up. That's just kind of our best
guess scenario at getting that acconpli shed.

THE COURT: That would actually be | ess than a
year fromthe January 7th (indiscernible).

MR. PRINGLE: Correct. W don't want to
bel abor it any further than needed, but we do believe
that study and the educati on conponent are key.

THE COURT: Wiy is that necessary? W change
rates all the tinme for conpanies. W provide sone
notice. We don't provide a | ot of education with
everything. Wiy is that necessary here, when it's just a
rate change and rate changes are sonething that occur?

MR. PRI NGLE: That question woul d be best
addressed by Sarah Lange.

THE COURT: Thank you. | interrupted. Go on.
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MR. PRINGLE: And so w thout repeating what |
said | ast Tuesday in ny opening statenment regarding the
LLPS stipulation, | kind of do just want to continue to
clear up that Staff is not relitigating EO 2025- 0154,
Staff is not relitigating positions that the conm ssion
rejected from Staff in that case.

| f anything, the substantial changes to the
LLPS tariff are comng fromthe signatories to that
stipulation and the addition of this earnings sharing
mechani smthat is approved in Kansas, but not approved in
M ssouri when there is one that this conmm ssion has
anal yzed and ordered for a Mssouri utility already in
pl ace.

Al so, there is a lot of FAC work in that
stipulation that from Staff's perspective kind of ignores
the increnental capacity expense terns within the LLPS
tariff to help nmake sure that costs are fully recovered
wi t hout pushing nore costs into the FAC. That question
can be -- that concern can be better addressed by Staff
wi t ness Brooke Mastriani (phonetic) if anyone has any
guesti ons about it.

But overall for the LLPS stipulation, Staff
continues to have take the position that the conmm ssion
should reject it in full and for the resolution of those

I ssues that are well resolved between Google and Evergy,
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t he conm ssion should order the reasonabl e recomendati on
put forward by Staff.

THE COURT: Any conmi ssion questions? | guess
one concern of mne is we do have six stips filed in this
case, which is well beyond the normal |'mused to. There
appear to not be nore than a couple parties on each
stipulation. So it's between a |imted nunber of
parties. Cenerally, those parties' interests tend to be
al i gned, but as has been indicated, many of these have
now defaulted to position statenents.

And so the conmssion ultimately will be
crafting a report and order. And nmy concern is when you
have so many sti pul ati ons where there are parts defined
and parts undefined, that the comm ssion may issue a
report and order that, in fact needs a | ot of
clarification or reworking for the parts to work
together. Do you follow what |'m sayi ng?

MR. PRINGLE: |'mfollow ng you Judge, yes.

THE COURT: How do you believe the comm ssion
shoul d address that if there appear to be
I nconsi stenci es?

MR. PRINGLE: | know at |east from Staff's
perspective when it cones to briefing process, we plan on
kind of making it clear the split between the stips that

we signed on to and how those can be inplenented versus
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the ones that we did not sign on to and objected to.

THE COURT: Thank you. That woul d be hel pful.
You may sit down.

MR. PRI NGLE: Thank you, Judge. Thank you,
Commi ssi oners.

THE COURT: Are there any other mni-openings?
M. Cunneen?

MR. CUNNEEN:. Good norning. May it please the
Comm ssion. My nane is Ray Cunneen. |'mhere on behalf
of Staff for the issue of depreciation. As you're aware,
Staff and Evergy agreed to a partial stipulation and
agreenent, where MECG has reserved issue 17(a) for this
hearing here. The signatories agreed to adopt the
depreciation rates prepared by Staff and attached to the
partial stipulation and agreenent marked as Corrected
Exhi bit C.

In response to the partial stipulation and
agreenment, MECG witness, Brian Andrews, disagrees with
the depreciation end-of-life rates for latan Unit 1 and
La Cygne Unit 2. The signatories do not hold that
position. W believe that extending the retirenent date
beyond the probable date that it will retire increases
cost to custonmers or the risk of over-collection.

Staff asked the commi ssion to approve the

depreciation rates filed by Evergy and Staff, and reject
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the retirenent dates proposed by Brian Andrews at this
tinme. Staff w tness, Amanda Arandi a, can answer any
questions you have. Qtherw se, | can answer what
qguestions you m ght have at this tinme. Thank you.

THE COURT: Any Commi ssion questions at this
time? As part of that, didn't the conpany agree to adopt
Staff's depreciation -- is it rates or nethodol ogy that
t hey agreed to adopt?

MR. CUNNEEN: They're adopting the entire
depreci ation rates and schedul es.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR. CUNNEEN. Thank you.

THE COURT: Any ot her openings?

MR, JABRA: Yes, Judge.

THE COURT: | believe | was going to let -- |
was going to do the conpany, Staff, then public counsel,
then intervenors. Is that okay?

MR. JABRA: Certainly. Thank you.

THE COURT: Go ahead, M. WIIians.

MR. WLLIAVS: May it please the conm ssion.

Nat han W1l lians appearing on behalf of the Ofice of
Public counsel and the public. | just want to enphasize

t hat what the comm ssion has to do in this case is arrive
at just and reasonable rates at the end. It's not

required to accept any stipulation and agreenent. It's
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not required to adopt any position.

What you really have in front of you at this
point are parties' positions, whether they've done it
t hrough stipul ati on and agreenent, or whether they've
done it through an opposed stipul ation and agreenent.
You don't have to adopt any of those, but in the end, you
shoul d be doing just and reasonable rates that are
supported by the record that's in front of you, and I'I|
| eave it at that. Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you, M. WIllianms. Any
questions for M. WIllianms? Public counsel?

SPEAKER 1: (No verbal response.)

THE COURT: Thank you. | do have one thing |
want to take care of. Evergy had put up a denonstrative
exhibit wth their opening and titled "Stipul ati ons and
Agreenments."” |s there any objection to the conm ssion
admtting that as a denonstrative exhibit? Hearing none,
the opening by M. Fischer's Stipul ations and Agreenents,
Is admtted as a denonstrative exhibit, and I shall cal
It Comm ssion Exhibit 1. Google?

(Comm ssion Exhibit 1 was received into
evi dence.)

MR. SCHULTE: Good norning, Judge O ark. Good
nmorni ng conm ssioners. Andrew Schulte with Polsinelli,

PC on behalf of Google. And thank you for the

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

opportunity to discuss the LLPS stipulation this norning.

As discussed in our initial opening statenent
| ast week, Google's objective is to invest responsibly
and be a good community and grid partner, and to support
a framework that bal ances the opportunities for growh
wi th nmeani ngful protections for other custoners.

When the conm ssion established that LLPS
tariff, it established a clear objective and transparent
framework for infrastructure investnments in Evergy's
service territory. The tariff fulfills the directives of
Senate Bill 4 by ensuring |arge |oad custoners bear their
respective share of cost and by preventing other
custoners' rates fromreflecting unjust or unreasonable
cost arising fromservice to |large |oad custoners.

The LLPS tariff only becane effective in
Decenber 2025, which al so happens to be the | ast nonth of
the test year in this case. Accordingly, there are no
LLPS custoners in the test year for this case as you have
heard numerous tines.

Despite this being a transition case with no
| arge | oad custoners in the test year, other custoners
will still see an imedi ate benefit fromlarge | oad
customers in the formof a $60 m|lion reduction in the
revenue requirenent, which is referred to the revenue

adjustnent, and that is reflected in the LLPS
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stipulation. I'll address the details of that revenue
adj ustnent and sone other features of the LLPS
stipulation nonmentarily. Wat | first want to address is
t he busi ness nodel and regul atory structure that nmakes

t hose benefits possible.

Specifically, Evergy is a vertically integrated
rate-regul ated public utility. Vertically integrated
nmeans the Evergy owns the generation, transm ssion, and
distribution required to serve its custoners. It plans
Its systemthrough an integrated resource planning
process that accounts for all the needs of its system
It accounts for |oad growth, resource adequacy
requi renents, denmand-side nmanagenent opportunities, and
I nvestnments in established and energi ng generation
t echnol ogi es.

Google is an inportant part of this process and
of Evergy's integrated system As | discussed in ny
initial opening statenment, the comm ssion recognized in
Its report and order in the LLPS tariff proceedi ng that
data centers are not just |arge consuners of electricity,
but they are, "econom c and operational partners.”

Staff and OPC have taken positions in this case
that woul d divorce large |oad custonmers fromthis
I ntegrated system This is represented by Staff's

proposed option 2 for the fuel adjustnent clause or FAC
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Under Staff's option 2, which is supported by OPC, LLPS
custoners woul d be renoved fromthe FAC going forward.
In order to back out costs associated with LLPS custoners
fromthe FAC, Staff proposes using SPP whol esal e nmarket
| ocational marginal prices or LMPs, and they want to
mat ch those LMPs with LLPS custoners | oad shape and do
that on a going forward basis.

This proposal is highly problematic for
multiple reasons. First, it ignores the fact that Evergy
operates an integrated systemfor all of its custoners.
Carving out one custoner class fromthe FAC and treating
It differently is therefore discrimnatory. Second,
Staff's use of LMPs confuses the market price of energy
wWith the cost of producing energy. The purpose of the
FAC is to recover the cost of producing energy. So,
using a market price of energy is not cost-based and it
will not result in the accurate recovery of costs.

Third, there is no substantial, conpetent
evi dence supporting Staff's drastic restructuring of the
FAC. This is a transitional case with no LLPS custoners
in the test year. Accordingly, there is no reliable data
on how LLPS custoners inpact the class cost of service or
the allocation of fuel cost through the FAC

Staff has clainmed that their proposal for

restructuring the FACis not drastic. They've said that
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they are not trying to re-litigate LLPS tariff issues,
and they said that, parties who have called Staff's
proposal drastic are suffering from "Startling |ack of
under standi ng of Staff's position."

But this is not the case. (Googl e understands
Staff's position very well. Staff wants to carve out one
custoner class for distinct and discrimnatory treatnent
and they want to use whol esal e energy costs to do so. It
shoul d be noted that the LLPS tariff currently includes a
FAC charge. So LLPS custoners are currently paying a FAC
charge. Carving that out of the LLPS tariff and creating
this structure where costs are tied to whol esal e mar ket
prices is a drastic change.

Staff mght point out that this is a good thing
for LLPS custoners because there would not be a FAC
charge on LLPS custoners' invoices under Staff's option
2. However, Google is not interested in short-term
di scounts that are based on fundanentally fl awed
met hodol ogy. And maki ng no m stake, Staff's proposed
nmet hodol ogy is flawed and drastic.

Staff may al so point out that option 1 is |ess
drastic than option 2, because option 1 nmaintains LLPS
custoners within the FAC. However, this option is also
probl emati c because it also uses LMPs to estimte fuel

costs associated with LLPS custoners to be included in
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t he base factor for the FAC

Staff's use of LMPs as a proxy for energy costs
I's based on its continued msinterpretation of the buy-
all, sell-all nature of whol esal e energy narkets.
Wthout full recognition of the equal and offsetting
transactions that only result in, "true purchase power,"
when Evergy needs to supplenent its own fleet of
resources with market resources. Because Evergy serves
the majority of its load through its own fleet of
resources and not through whol esal e market purchases,
reliance on whol esale market prices to set rates is not
cost - based.

Dr. Barry (phonetic) explains in her rebuttal
testinony that Evergy's cost to serve its custoners
consists primarily of the cost of running its own
generation resources, which consists primarily of fuel
costs, which are recovered through the FAC. Therefore,
it Is appropriate and necessary to continue to apply the
FAC to all custoner classes.

Googl e's support for the LLPS stipulation is
not based on obtaining |ower rates for LLPS custoners.
In fact, the LLPS stipul ati on does the opposite. The
LLPS stipulation increases rates for LLPS custoners in
two i nportant ways. First, Google supports maintaining

LLPS custoners in the FAC so that we will pay the sane
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per kilowatt-hour FAC rate as other custoners. Second,
Googl e advocated for an interpretation of the m ninmm
demand requirenent in the LLPS tariff that increases
Googl e's nonthly invoi ces.

The LLPS stipul ation adopts Google's position;
the billing demand nust be at | east 80 percent of annual
contract capacity wth energy-based charges payable in
addition thereto. That gives practical effect to the
protections established in the LLPS tariff case. It
shoul d al so be noted that Google is not opposed to the
revenue allocations in the C& rate design stipulation,
whi ch assigns 94 percent of the system average increase
to LLPS custoners, and maintains the tie between LLPS
custoners and LPS custoners for the purposes of the
prem umthat was established in the LLPS tariff case.

That premumis going to carry forward to the
next EMM rate case and ot her custonmer classes will be
credited wth that prem um anount in the class cost-of-
service study, once there is a rate case filed with LLPS
custonmers in the test year.

The LLPS stipul ati on advances affordability.

The revenue requirenent in this proceeding, as |
mentioned, wll be reduced by 60 mllion because of the
annual i zed LLPS revenues. The earnings sharing nechani sm

in the LLPS stipulation provides another direct custoner
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benefit. Dr. Barry explained the timng issue wth |arge
| oad custoners ranping up during the rate effective
period. That is, as l|large-|load revenues grow -- sorry --
as large | oads grow revenues may grow faster than the
cost reflected in rates. An earnings sharing nmechani sm
all ows custoners to participate in that upside w thout
elimnating Evergy's incentive to attract and serve new
| oad.

The LLPS stipulation also includes an
addi tional discount for custoners on cost flow ng through
the FAC. For costs associated wth LLPS | oad on a
kil owatt-hour ratio basis, Evergy will bear 10 percent
rather than 5 percent of the increnental FAC costs. This
I s above and beyond the 95/5 split that applies to
I ncremental FAC costs currently.

| n summary, the LLPS stipulation does four
things. First, it recognizes the revenues from LLPS
custonmers that are available now. There is a $60 mllion
revenue adjustnent. Second, it enforces the commtnents
already made in the LLPS tariff by confirmng the
operation of the m nimum demand charge. Third, it shares
the benefits of growth with all custoners through an
ear ni ngs-sharing mechanism And fourth, it maintains the
current structure of the FAC and reserves any broader

changes for an evidentiary record that can support those
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br oader changes.

As denonstrated by the LLPS tariff and the LLPS
stipulation in this case, Mssouri can wel come
responsi bl e investnent and protect affordability at the
sane tinme. Google urges the comm ssion to incorporate
the LLPS stipulation as part of a bal anced and
conprehensi ve resolution of this case.

Thank you for your consideration. Happy to
answer any questi ons.

THE COURT: Any conmmi ssion questions? Chair
Hahn?

CHAIR HAHN: Yeah, ['Il let you take a drink
first. Catch your breath. Just want to understand this
better. The LLPS 80 percent contract capacity plus
energy, |I'mhaving a hard tinme understanding and it nmay
be in M. lves's surrebuttal about the energy and
capacity purchases split because | am confused about how
not all capacity or energy purchases for |arge users
woul d be assigned to |arge users. Can you speak to that?
O maybe I'll ask M. Ives later.

MR. a: How all capacity and energy wll be --

CHAI R HAHN: Sorry, all energy purchases woul d
not be assigned to the LLPS user. |I'mpretty sure | read
in M. lves's surrebuttal to Staff's objection, sonething

about this, and I'mtrying to make sense of it.
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MR, SCHULTE: You may be touching on the
i ncrenmental capacity part of the LLPS tariff?

CHAI R HAHN: Yes, thank you.

MR, SCHULTE: So that is an option that is
witten into the LLPS tariff, where if Evergy's system
does not have enough capacity on an interimbasis to
serve a new |l arge | oad custoner, then they could go out
and purchase the capacity that they need and assign the
cost directly to the custoner. That is only intended for
interimrequirenents and it is not intended to apply to
capacity that is purchased for the systemas a whol e.

CHAI R HAHN: Thank you. | appreciate that.

Sorry to wal k you around about that.

MR, SCHULTE: No, no problem

CHAIR HAHN: That's all 1 had.

THE COURT: Any ot her comm ssion questions?

Ckay. |'ve got a couple. | always relish this nonment
when you guys find out exactly howlittle | actually
know. You had indicated that the FAC was designed to
recover variations in the cost of the production of
energy, but nmy understanding is that as part of the SPP
mar ket, they're bidding everything in and buying it out.
|s that correct?

MR, SCHULTE: That is correct in a very

techni cal sense, yes.
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THE COURT: So doesn't that nean that the cost
of energy is the cost that they're purchasing their own
energy back at?

MR. SCHULTE: No. So, because everything has
to go through the SPP process in order to dispatch the
entire region on the nost effective way possible. Al of
the load serving entities bid all of their generation
into the market that's avail able, but then they get equal
and of fsetting revenue back fromthe market. And so if
they're running their own generation, it's a wash. They
sell in at the sanme price that they received it back for.
And so really that's not cost driving process. The costs
driving process is what does it cost to operate their own
fleet.

And occasionally they will purchase if they
don't have enough on their own fleet or if there's a nore
attractive option in the market, they'll buy fromthe
mar ket, and so then there will be a true purchase of
power fromthe market, and that could be incorporated
into the FAC as well. But generally speaking, the
driving cost is the operations of their own fleet.

THE COURT: Thank you for clarifying that for
me. Now, there's been a lot of talk about there's no
LLPS custoners in the test year. Are there LLPS

custoners now?
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MR. SCHULTE: Yes.

THE COURT: There's been a | ot of opining about
how there will be extra benefits from LLPS custoners.
Gven that there are -- I'massunmng a very | ow nunber
right now, not none -- is it even |likely that any of
t hese benefits will be realized in the first year?

MR. SCHULTE: Yes. They're already being
realized in this case through the revenue adjustnent.

THE COURT: And that's the $60 mllion revenue
adjustnment you're referring to earlier?

MR. SCHULTE: Yes. And then, there is still a
prem umon LLPS rates over and above LPS rates as
established in the LLPS tariff case. And under Google's
support non-objection to the C& rate design, that
prem um woul d be naintai ned because the LLPS rates w |
go up to the sane degree that the LPS rates wll go up,
whi ch neans that there's a prem um available to be
credited to other custoner classes in the next rate case,
and that's being maintained through the C& rate design
stipul ation.

THE COURT: And this may just be a | ack of
understanding on ny part. There's been a |ot of talk of
revenue sharing. | believe there was a 90/ 10 provision
t hat had been di scussed. Are those even realizable

during the ranp-up period? O am | m sunderstandi ng
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t hat ?

MR. SCHULTE: Yes. So, all we have right now
Is the end of -- all we have right nowis the end of the
true-up period, which is June of this year. And so, the
only known and neasurable that we use to cal cul ate the
revenue adjustnent, the 60 mllion, that's based on known
and neasurabl e as of June 2026 and then annualized. But
the ranp continues to occur, and so there are already
revenues that are avail abl e based on the continuing ranp
that coul d be recognized in the earnings sharing
mechani sm and shared with other custoners.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR SCHULTE: Thanks.

THE COURT: Any further Conm ssion questions?
| hear none. Thank you, M. Schulte. Is there any other
party who w sh to do a m ni-opening?

M5. BELL: For the record, I'll just say that
Vel vet Tech stands on the opening that we gave in the
case itself. Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR, FI SCHER: Judge, if we're done with mni-
openings, |I'd like to take you up on your offer at the
time that we objected to live testinony from Staff on
Oct ober the 6th. You indicated we could give sone |ive

testinony in response at the on-the-record proceeding in
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this case. And | believe that if you go back in the
video, it's at 1 hour and 27 m nutes, where that was
said. And Staff also suggested -- M. Pringle suggested
it's not uncomon for folks to file responses in a form
of an affidavit to support those stipulation and
agreenent. That was at 1 hour and 18 m nutes.

And we'd like to take you up on that offer, and
M. lves can answer to your questions that cane fromthe
bench, | think, quite well and quite succinctly. And we
do have an exhibit that was attached to his affidavit,
which is a response to the Staff's exhibit that was put
in the record in live testinony, and it's appropriate
that we're not going to object to her exhibit if we get
the opportunity to put this one in the record. If not,
we' |l continue the objection.

THE COURT: Well, we've tal ked about that. |

nean, | already said "no." And |'ve said, "no" in that,

"no, it's not coming into the -- the affidavit and
response are not comng into the evidentiary record as

evidence." You're right. W do all ow responses and

t hose responses are generally filed in the case and

they're read, but they are given the weight of argunent.
MR. FI SCHER: You al lowed |ive testinony over

our objection.

THE COURT: | amgoing to allow live testinony.
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That's what I'"'mtelling you. I"'mgetting there. I'm
just not going to -- again, this is not a second chance
to get that in. If there is sonething attached to the
affidavit that you want to offer during testinony for the
pur poses of this hearing, you can do that and | w |
entertain it under objections.

| don't have a problemw th any of the parties

offering live testinony at this proceedi ng because this

Is a-- 1 hate the word, "transitional," as everybody has
thrown out. I'll just say, "new and novel." Yeah, |I'm
going to let you call a witness. |I'mnot swearing

Wi tnesses in for the purpose of this. This is just
argunent, essentially. | nmean, the conm ssion can ask
guesti ons.

MR. FI SCHER Well, Judge, we need this in
evi dence so that you can rely on it in the record and in
the order. This will not just be argunment. This will be
facts that should be placed in evidence.

THE COURT: So you'll be asking that this go
I nto evidence (indiscernible).

MR. FI SCHER Yes. And |'d ask that he be
sworn at the outset.

THE COURT: Oh, | see where you're going.

MR. PRI NG.E: And Judge, if | may. For Staff,

at | east especially on the rate design stip, we would
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al so need to have facts and evidence to brief the rate
desi gn i ssues because we wanted to address that all at
once. Judge?

THE COURT: No. Hold on just a second. M.
| ves, that nmade sense. That clicked with ne. We'll call
witnesses and I will swear themin.

MR. FISCHER Wt would call M. Darrin Ives to
t he stand.

MR. WLLIAMS: Judge, if | may. Public Counse
objects to the extent this is being used to devel op the
evidentiary record for a decision in the case. My
under standi ng of on-the-records is that they're
opportunity for the conmssion to inquire as to the
stipulations and agreenents, or whatever the parties have
done in terns of agreenents they raised for the
conm ssion to understand the matter and deci de how nuch,
| guess, to the extent it wants to rely on them not to
aggrandi ze the record upon, which the comm ssion's mnaking
Its decision per se.

THE COURT: Thank you, M. Wllianms. |"'II
overrul e that objection.

MR. JABRA: And Staff has an objection to M.
| ves testifying regarding LLPS due to the fact that those
I ssues have been litigated al ready. They were litigated

| ast Tuesday. M. lves took the stand at that tine, and
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everybody failed to elicit any further information from
himduring then. So for that purpose, we believe the
LLPS i ssues have already been fully litigated, so there
I's no need to open the record up on the LLPS issues.

THE COURT: (Indiscernible) respond to that
briefly?

MR. FI SCHER Yes, Your Honor. W raised that
objection at the tinme of the hearing for Sarah Lange,
Brooke's testinony, as well as Kims. They were all owed
to give live testinony on that issue and the comm ssion
rul ed, "Evergy, you can do that at the on-the-record. W

wanted to push that off to a later tine." And now, we're
just trying to take advantage of that to do what the
conm ssion said we should do.

|f recall, that was objected to and that's the
result. So, that's what we're doing. W're asking him
to take the stand and we'd |ike for himto answer your
questions. W also like to suggest that it's appropriate
that he have that affidavit put into the record just |ike
the comm ssion Staff offered an exhibit at the tine of
t he LLPS.

This particular exhibit will address directly
and respond directly to that particular exhibit the Staff

brought on to us that norning. It had originally been

attached to an objection. So we had a day or two to | ook
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at it, | guess, but you allowed us -- you said we could
take it up at the tinme of the stip --

THE COURT: That was in the evidentiary hearing
t hough. Wasn't that where Staff offered that?

MR. WLLIAMS: That's correct, Judge. And al so
that exhibit has not been entered on the record subject
to Evergy's objection. W are still awaiting a ruling on
those two exhi bits of m ne.

THE COURT: What two exhibits?

MR. WLLIAMS: They were attached to Staff's
objection regarding LLPS. It was one had to do wth the
$60 mllion revenue calculation and the other had to do
with the FAC

THE COURT: So these are objections to the
stip. Yes.

MR. WLLIAMS: (Indiscernible) we had them as
denonstratives in ny opening, we did plan on noving them
as exhibits on the record, Evergy objected, and | don't
believe we had a ruling yet on whether those two exhibits
woul d be on the record or just denonstratives.

MR. FISCHER. W wi Il have no objection if we
are given this opportunity.

THE COURT: | understood your position. Wy
don't you go ahead and call M. |ves?

MR FISCHER: M. Darren |ves?
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direct.

affirm

ahead.

possi bl

on-t he-

THE COURT: And I'Il let you do sone brief

M. lves, this is a separate proceeding and |I'm

going to swear you in again. Do you solemly swear or

that the testinony you're about to give at this
record proceeding is the truth?
MR IVES: | do.

DARRI N | VES,

of | awful age, being produced, sworn, and exan ned

testified as foll ows:

THE COURT: Pl ease be seated. And state and

spell your nanme for the court reporter.

MR |IVES: My nane is Darrin, DA-RR1-N.

Last nane is lves, |-V-E-S.

THE COURT: Thank you, M. Ives. And |'m going

to, for cross, follow the order of cross that we were

going by in the evidentiary hearing. So, Evergy, go

MR JABRA: Thank you.
THE COURT: | amgoing to say | do as nuch as

e. | want to keep this on the stips and do as

much as possible, want to tal k about those issues.

MR JABRA: Yes.

CROSS EXAM NATI ON
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BY MR JABRA:

Q M. lves, were you in the hearing room on
Cctober 6 when Staff w tnesses, Sarah Lange, Brooke
Mastriani and Kim Bolin presented live testinony on the
LLPS revenues --

MR, WLLIAMS: bjection, formof the question.
W are dealing with live testinony for the evidentiary
hearing on Tuesday, not the contents of the stinp.

THE COURT: Say that again.

MR. WLLIAMS: The question seens to be
addressing the live testinony fromlast Tuesday and not
the contents of the stipulation and agreenent.

MR, JABRA: But the live testinony was in
response to the stipulation.

THE COURT: Kind of ny understanding on this
was we noved a lot of this over here because the parties
didn't -- they kind of wanted to wai ve testinony and get
it here. So I'mgoing to be a lot nore lenient in terns
of what | allow here. So, go on. And, M. Pringle,
Staff's overruled right now.

MR, JABRA: | can't renenber if the w tness
answered the question.

THE COURT: | don't believe so.

MR. IVES: | was here during that testinony.

BY MR JABRA:
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Q M. lves, during that live testinony of Sarah
Lange on the large | oad power service issue, she
di scussed an Attachnment B that was attached to Staff's
objection to the large | oad power service stipulation.

Do you recall that testinony?

A. | renenber she discussed that, yes.

Q Didthe Staff's objection and Ms. Lange's
testinony suggests that LLPS revenues, values in
paragraph 13 of the large | oad power service stipulation,
which reflects a $60 million revenue adjustnment relied on
I nproper bill calculations and unreasonably | ow kil owatt
hour amount s?

A. That's ny recollection.

Q Was Staff's assertion correct?

A. No, it's not.

Q Please explain why Staff's -- please explain
why the LLPS stipulation does not (indiscernible) upon
I nproper bill calculations and | ow kilowatt hour anounts.

A. This all started with the 60 mllion in the
LLPS stipul ation. What, what, what we did is we used
the, the only known and neasurabl e adjustnent that's been
advanced in this case. W, we |ooked at the June
revenues billed and the billing determ nants, which was
the last nonth of the true-up period, and annuali zed

that, so essentially took that June amount, the actual
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known anount tinmes 12, to set the revenue offset for this
case.

VWhat, what Staff's approach does is it utilizes
a forward | ook of contract capacity and then attenpts to
apply a forward estimate of what an energy | oad factor
woul d be prospectively to, to apply to that. So it, it
conpl etely breaks the link of a true-up period and the
known and measur abl e adjustnents that we would typically
| ook at, at a rate case. That's why Staff asserts their
nunber is |arger, because they have broken that, that
true-up link and gone beyond the true-up period in this
case.

Q D dthe LLPS stipulation rely upon Dr. Barry's
cal culation of the appropriate |arge | oad power service
revenue adj ustnent?

A It, it did. | would say we, we were simlarly
situated with Dr. Barry in terns of utilization of known
bills and determinants at the true-up date, but, but with
the clarification that Dr. Barry advanced to apply the
energy charges on top of the m ni num demand. That's what
the stip agreed to and that's how we got to the $60
mllion at June 30 annualized | evel.

Q M. lves, did the Staff objection to the |arge
| oad power service stipulation identify any error in the

signatories' cal cul ation?
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A It did not identify an error. What it
identifies is, as | discussed, a difference in
met hodol ogy where Staff has utilized a projected | oad
factor and utilized a, a contract capacity val ue that
goes out beyond the true-up date in this case.

Q One mnute. M. Ives have you cal cul ated the
correct bill calculation using known and neasurabl e
Information in response to Staff's Attachnent B?

A.  Yes. Yes, we have.

MR. JABRA: Your Honor, | approached the
Wi tness and we're going to distribute a hearing exhibit,
a denonstrative exhibit.

THE COURT: Yes, and this is denonstrative, you
say?

MR. JABRA: Yes, and it's highly confidential,

so probably ought to go in canera.

THE COURT: Let's go in canera. | NN
















MR. JABRA: | think we can go out of canera.

THE COURT: That's what was just being brought
to nmy attention. Do we need to go back a question?

MR. JABRA: Probably, yeah.

THE COURT: Wiy don't we cone out of canera and

go ahead and do that?

BY MR JABRA:
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Q M. lves, did Staff, inits live testinony
objection, omt inportant context about how LLPS | oad may
be priced in both the day-ahead and real -ti ne markets?

A Yes, it did.

Q Please explain

A In, in Staff's testinony, and, and M. Schulte
tal ked about it a little bit in his mni-opening, they,

t hey tal ked about pricing energy for LLPS custoners at

t he day-ahead | ocational marginal price with, with SPP
So | think what was omtted and, and | would add to, to,
to that nessage is, that's actually how all |oad for
Evergy has been into the market. It's not just LLPS.
It's, it's every custoner.

The, the, the rest of the story is that, you
know, we also bid in all of our energy into the narket
and, and that the revenues frombidding in the energy are
al so available to custoners through the FAC, resulting in
kind of a net fuel and purchase-power inpact instead of
just pricing a custoner class at the |ocational marginal
prici ng.

So when -- if, if you don't utilize that net
energy or fuel and purchase power nunber consistently
across the classes or specifically for LLPS, that
essentially has the effect of treating us like we're

serving the LLPS class as a wires-only utility and they
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actually get no benefit for the offset that would cone
t hrough the FAC for us having generation and bidding it
into the market to offset what the cost is to serve them

So it creates an inbal ance and certainly that
four-part rate that | just wal ked through in the exhibit,
that, that LLPS custoner is paying for the ability to
utilize that generation resource and to get that netting
benefit fromselling those resources into the market.
Staff's approach doesn't allow for that.

MR. PRI NGLE: (Objection and nove to strike that
portion of the testinony, Judge. That was non-responsive
to any Staff live testinony fromlast Tuesday. That was
I n response to Google's opening statenent that was j ust
gi ven.

MR. JABRA: He just nentioned it, Your Honor,
as being consistent with that. It was in response to
what Staff said on October 6th. Staff has an assunption
in their objection that LLPS may be priced in both day-
ahead and real-time markets. They didn't -- they didn't
explain that all custoners have that assunption.

MR. PRI NG.E: That was argunent in the
obj ection, but not part of the live testinony, which M.
lves is up to respond to.

THE COURT: Overruled. I'mallowng himto

respond. Go ahead M. |ves.
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MR. I VES: So, so ny answer stands, | think in
terms of, you know, those conponents and you know, 1|, |
do recall that the day-ahead |ocational marginal pricing
was tal ked about in the live direct testinony and it was
treated as, as if it was creating sone sort of double
recovery of energy in that discussion. But ny, ny answer
Is certainly responsive to try and tell the remai nder of
that story that wasn't covered in |live direct.

BY MR JABRA:

Q M. lves, do you believe that Staff's live
testinony reflects a continued di sagreenent with the LLPS
tariff construct previously ordered by the Comm ssion?

MR. PRINGLE: Objection. Calls for |egal
concl usi on.

THE COURT: State your question again.

BY MR JABRA:

Q Do you believe that Staff's |live testinony
reflects a continued disagreenent with the LLPS tariff
construct previously ordered by the commssion. |I'm
aski ng what he believes the Iive testinony showed wth
regard to their proposal.

THE COURT: Overruled. I"'mallowing himto

answer .
MR. PRINGLE: (I ndiscernible) relevance to that
as wel | .
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THE COURT: You're both overruled. |I'm
allowing hi mto answer.

MR IVES: | do believe that there was
consi stent di sagreenent when the original LLPS tariffs
wer e approved around the utilization and the
participation of |large | oad custoners in the FAC. That
has persisted in this docket from Staff's perspective.
Certainly our position has been and the position of the
parties that are signatories to the LLPS stipulation has
been that LLPS custoners should continue to participate
in the FAC as it was originally designed to do and the
LLPS stipul ati on advances that treatnent.
BY MR JABRA:

Q Is the LLPS stipulation the only proposal in
this case that accurately reflects the transitional
nature of the rate case as contenplated in the original
LLPS proceedi ng?

MR. PRINGLE: (Objection. Calls for |egal
concl usi on.
MR, JABRA: |'m asking for his opinion on what
t he proposal we're tal king about today that he sponsors.
THE COURT: And what? Say that again.
Proposal ? What are you asking for his opinion on? Are
you asking his opinion as to whether it's legally

sufficient to neet sonething?
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MR. JABRA: |Is the stipulation the only
proposal that reflects the transitional nature of this
case what we've tal ked about, as contenplated in the
original LLPS proceeding and Conm ssi on order?

THE COURT: 1'Il allow himto answer that.

Overrul ed.

MR IVES: In ny opinion, it is the only
position advanced in this proceeding that does nmaintain
the construct as was outlined in the LLPS tariffs
originally. I, | state that because it does continue the
participation in the FAC, it does maintain the
traditional four-part, you know, tariff conponent that
was, was set out for LPS.

It does add froma transitional standpoint, the
ear ni ngs-sharing mechanismin this stipulation. If, if
fol ks went back to the record in our LLPS proceeding,
there was actually discussion with Chair Hahn, | believe
in that hearing that indicated that they -- at that point
the view was the place to address the earnings-sharing
mechani sm woul d be better in the first case when we --
when we advance a custoner, and that's, that's what's
been done in this case and that's what's cone in and it
does now substantially align with the construct that,
that is in place for Anmeren M ssouri.

So it does maintain a |lot of the
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characteristics in that the structure that was just

effective in Decenber this |ast year.

BY MR JABRA:

Q M. lves, are interimcapacity contracts
I ntended to be optional, tenporary, and only used when
mutual ly agreed with the custoner?
A. Yes. The interimcapacity discussion and |

know there was earlier question fromthe Chair on this,

but in the LLPS tariff construct it is witten as a

mutual ly agreed to position between the LLPS custoner and

Evergy to put ininterim-- ['lIl call it alnost |ike

bri dge capacity for a short period of tinme until the, the

system design is adequately in place to serve custoners.
So | think that the, the, the disagreenent in

this case has been there have been sone positions

advanced that suggests that every piece of capacity for a

new | arge | oad custoner once they cone online should be

consi dered under that interimcapacity charge that is set

out on that tariff. That's not how it was designed. It

was designed for tines when it was necessary to nmake sure

that we could protect existing custoners fromthe cost.
When you can enter systemavailable interim

capacity arrangenents that are at or bel ow t he enbedded

cost of our systemtoday, it's actually nore benefici al

toutilize it for the entire systemand allow the |arge
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| oad custonmers to participate in that and al so conti nue

to pay the demand premiumthat sits in those LLPS bills.
So you have to think about not just a blunt

I nstrunent of every interimcapacity contract going

t hrough that. You want to do what makes the nost

financial sense for the systemand for all existing

custoners, which is how our market operations teans enter

t hose capacity arrangenents.

Q Have any interimcapacity contracts been
executed that would trigger the need to apply interim
capacity charges under the LLPS tariff?

A. Not to date.

Q Is it your understanding that service to LLPS
custoners is intended to progress through conpany
I ntegrated resource planning and CCN processes?

A. They, they, they are certainly part and parcel
of the |oad and the considerations that we go through
that process for. Certainly we have to plan for them
t hrough the integrated resource plan process. W have to
bid themin to the SPP consistent with how we bid all of
our load into SPP. W have to ensure that we have
appropri ate capacity and neet all the resource adequacy
requi renents of SPP. That all has taken place and
continues to take pl ace.

| think what makes it difficult for, for fol ks
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to consider with a large load is a worry that the |arge
| oads are going to create a substantial anmount of
purchase power fromthe system beyond what we're doing.
The reality is when you're serving a custoner 8760, there
are very few hours over the course of the year where
they' re straining above what the capabilities of our
resource requirenments are.

Because they, they operate pretty consistently
over tinme, our systemis able to neet the need for
capacity and energy to serve custonmers in, in all but a
few sel ect hours where SPP is constrained, that's when
the -- those few select hours is when you may get sone
specific purchase power without the ability for us to
have generating resources or capacity avail able to serve
t hem

Q So, as in her live testinony, Staff w tness
Mastriani suggested that Staff option 2, aligns with the
LLPS stipulation's treatnment of LLPS energy costs and
base rates. Wiat is the key difference between Staff
option 2 and the Evergy-Google stipulation?

A. There, there are two really -- when you | ook at
-- when you |l ook at Staff option 2 and the LLPS
stipulation for what is included in base rates for cost
to serve the, the, the LLPS at true-up and what's

included in the base factor, both of themdon't refl ect

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS

www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

any anounts in the revenue requirenent that, that is
advanced.

Option 2 noves forward to also not allow there
to be any opportunity to address changes fromthe base
factor that all custoners are paying. So there's
essentially a gap in any ability to recover costs that
deviate fromthe base factor and base |evels that, that
all custoners are paying as it relates to LLPS. The
stipulation aligns the treatnment where the FACis, is
utilized going forward.

So once there is a deviation fromthe, the base
amount that is reflected in the rates for LLPS custoners
and the base factor that they're paying, then ultimtely
that, that gets trued-up through the FAC nechani sm
t hrough the forward accumnul ati on periods, just like it
does for all other custoners. So that's the primary
difference of utilizing the FACin the stipulation versus
full exclusion of the LLPS in the option 2.

Q Wuld Staff's day-ahead | ocati onal margi nal
pricing only approach in option 2 exacerbate cost
di stortions?

A It, it, it does because it's, it's not
considering -- it's a discussion we had earlier. It's
not considering kind of the net fuel and purchase power

I mpact. So it's not giving the recognition for the
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generation that's, that's bid in to SPP, which the LLPS
custoners are paying for through their four-part rate.

Q Does Staff's option to renove LLPS fromthe FAC
and pricing LLPS energy on a one-sided basis?

A. It does, because it renoves it -- maybe it's --
maybe it's an all-in basis because it renoves it fromyou
know any consideration in the base which is the sane
thing that the stipulation does. But -- so, | guess in
that regard an LLPS is still paying kind of a base factor
and, and a share of revenue requirenent consistently.

But on the forward | ook and the accunul ati on peri od,
option 2 doesn't give any treatnent for recognition of
cost differences that occur during accunul ati on peri ods.

Q M. lves, inthe live Staff testinony, Staff
wi tness, Lange, asserted that the LLPS settlenent results
I n a double recovery of energy. Do you recall that?

A | do.

Q Is her testinony correct?

A. No, that's, that's exactly why we have
consi dered the continuation of the FAC to, to nmake sure
that they are paying the recognized share in the revenue
requi rement and in the base factor set in the case just
like all other custoners, but they are al so paying for
any adjustnent that flows through due to changes in net

fuel and purchase power cost by continuing their
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participation in the FAC. There's no way to double
recover when you're aligning themthrough the FAC

Q Do all custoner tariffs, including the |arge
| oad power service recover base energy costs through base
rates and that the FAC only captures changes fromthose
base | evel s?

A. That's how the FAC works in the State of
M ssouri, yes, for all custoners.

Q And under the LLPS settlenent, do LLPS
custoners pay base rates and FAC charges in the sane
manner as all custoners wth the only difference being
the incentive sharing percentage?

A. There's two things. There's the incentive
sharing percentage that was tal ked about earlier today
whi ch addresses the, the, the 90/10. The, the
stipulation woul d propose be applied to the LLPS kil owatt
share that occurs during the accunul ati on period. But,
but certainly all customers are going to participate and
pay consistently under the proposal. That, that was
advanced in the LLPS stipul ation.

Q And that 90/10 treatnent provides additiona
benefit to non-LLPS custoners?

A. It does.

MR. PRI NGLE: Objection, |eading.

BY MR JABRA:
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Q Please explain the 90/ 10 treatnent you proposed
in the LLPS stipul ati on.

A. Yeah, in the -- in, in the LLPS stipulation, as
the comm ssion is aware, there's generally and
hi storically been a 95/5 sharing provision that's applied
to costs that, that deviate in an FAC accunul ati on peri od
fromwhat is set in base rates. The stipul ation nodifies
that 95/5 to say that, that will remain in place for the
kil owatt-hour |oad during the accunul ation period for all
non- LLPS custoners. But for the kilowatt-hour sales that
are represented by LLPS custoners in that accunul ation
period, we would calculate that share of any cost
I ncrement and apply a 90/ 10 sharing nechanismto that.

So that weights at the end of the day based on
how, how many kilowatt hour sales relate to LLPS. It
wei ghts that sharing nmechani sm hi gher than a 95/5 and
ultimately all custoners will participate in that
differential.

Q M. lves, during Ms. Bolin's (phonetic) Ilive
testinony, she conpared the Aneren sharing nmechanismwth
t he earnings review sharing nmechanismin the LLPS
stipulation. Did you hear that testinony?

A |1 did. | was there.

Q How would you conpare the Aneren stipul ation

and the earnings review sharing nmechanismthat is

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

proposed in the LLPS stipulation in this case?

A. They are -- they are very simlarly situated
and structured in terns of kind of the construct of the
ear ni ngs-sharing nmechanism And, and by that | nean
they, they start froma foundation of surveillance
reporting that the, the, the comm ssion and parties are
used to seeing in, in Mssouri. They ultimtely then
consi der what the cal cul ated earned returns are conpared
to the authorized returns with one exception that |']
touch on in a mnute.

And they also look -- both will | ook at whet her
or not there has been growmh in LLPS or | guess it's LLCS
for Areren M ssouri revenues fromwhat, what are
originally established in rates conpared to what, what is
avail able at the time of the earnings-sharing period.

So, they, they both have kind of a two-trigger approach.
There are a couple differences -- naybe one nore
simlarity. Once the sharing kicks in for the nmechani sns
as designed under the stip and under Aneren, the sharing
I's 65/35 sharing relationship. So custoners participate
at 65 percent and the conpany would participate at 35
percent once it kicks in.

And then, there's a consideration both in the
stip and in Areren M ssouri sharing nechani smthat | ooks

at that 15 percent above 50, so the, the 65 percent that
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differential -- grabs that differential, and identifies
It for utilization to support |owincome custoners. That
-- the Aneren nechani sm does that and, and the one in the
stipulation would do that.

There are certainly sone differences not unlike
RLPS tariffs, which have differences between Aneren
M ssouri and, and Evergy today. One of them this is a
question | think came up earlier in the evidentiary
hearing from Conm ssioner Mtchell is the deadband
rel ationship, the 20 basis points. Qur nechani sm as
negotiated with Google applies a 20 basis point deadband,
or adder to the authorized return before the sharing
mechani sm ki cks in. A deadband mght inply that it's a
symetrical two-way approach.

The earni ngs-sharing nmechanismis not two-way,
neither for Areren or for us. There's only participation
for custonmers in upside fromthe authorized returns.
There's no participation if there's a shortfall in earned
returns fromauthorized returns. But that deadband
differential what was a negotiated term Google had
advanced a deadband and a different sharing percentage in
t heir proposal.

Evergy had advanced a different sharing
percent age, but not a deadband, and the negotiation

ultimately consi dered, one, how we could align as best we
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could wwth Ameren M ssouri, but, but also give due
consideration to the fact that we operate in Kansas and
have an earni ng sharing nechani smand an LLPS package
over there. So we didn't want to create such an
I ntbal ance as to have undue incentive differences between
operating jurisdictions and Evergy.

One of the difference between Aneren and ours
I's a consideration of an adjustnent for PlISA deferrals.
At the time, Aneren entered into theirs, there really
hadn't been any experience to speak of on consideration
of PISA deferrals and surveillance reporting. And
ultimtely, because of the way a Pl SA deferral is
recovered over 20 years, but all recorded up front, it
woul d create excess earnings and an earni ngs sharing
reporting period. And wi thout an adjustnent, it would
give full earnings back through the sharing nechani sm
kind of, you know, initially, whereas the conpany is
going to participate and earn Pl SA over 20 years.

So the adjustnment takes that piece of sharing
and puts it over the sane 20-year period to custoners
that the conpany's actually getting the 20-year return of
Pl SA deferrals. So it aligns that up so that you don't
get a m smatch between sharing back to custoners and what
custoners are actually paying for through a PlISA

deferral .
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Q M. lves, do you believe that the LLPS
stipulation provides a fair, accurate, tariff-consistent
resolution of the LLPS issues in this transitional case?

MR. PRINGLE: Objection. Calls for |egal
concl usi on.

MR. JABRA: |'masking himto sumup his
comments in response to Staff's live direct where they
said it was not a good resol ution.

THE COURT: And that would be a great way to
ask that question.

BY MR JABRA:

Q M. lves, do you believe the stipulation
provides a resolution of the LLPS issues in this
transitional case?

A It does. W, we attenpted to bal ance and, and
put together a construct that is structurally very well
aligned wth what this comm ssion has seen and, and we'l |
see through the Anmeren M ssouri earnings-sharing
mechani sm But, but as | nentioned earlier, also
bal ances the fact that we have a consistent earnings-
sharing nechanismin the State of Kansas and it aligns
I ncentives so that we are simlarly situated but not
exactly situated with how we work through an earni ngs-
shari ng nmechani smin Kansas.

And, and | m ght give one nore difference just
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for clarity between the Aneren nechani sm and, and the one
proposed in the LLPS stip that | forgot to nention. And
It's the treatnment of construction work in progress.
There, there, there is obviously new | egi sl ati on out
there that says, you know, the conmm ssion can provide for
construction work in progress for natural gas facilities,
you know, upon that determ nation and the CCN and
inclusion in, in a case.

The current surveillance reporting construct
hasn't been updated to pick up the rate base inclusion of
construction work in progress. But, but it should be an
adj ust nent once the comm ssi on has made t hat
det erm nati on because they will be saying the
construction work in progress is considered to be rate-
based and that should be reflected in the cal cul ati on of
t he earni ngs-shari ng nechani sm

So, so we made that adjustnent in the earnings
revi ew nechani smthat the LLPS stipul ati on advances.

Q Thank you, M. lves.
A.  Thank you.

THE COURT: | want to ask just a couple
clarifying questions before | get to cross about your
Exhibit 1. | don't think we need to go in camera for
this because |I'm not asking for particular nunbers or

anything. You said this is their June 26 bill

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

cal cul ation, correct? That's what you're --

MR. I VES: Yes. There, there, there are two
colums there -- in that concise bill calculation.
There's one that has the original anmount. That is the,
the way prior to this billing demand clarification that
we' ve been tal king about in the LLPS stipulation. That
Is the way the bill was cal cul ated and presented on the,
the, the June 2026 bill for, for that custoner. The
ot her proposal colum is what that clarification would do
to add on the, the energy charges and refl ects what the
LLPS stipulation would, would call for.

THE COURT: And this only enconpasses the LLPS?

MR IVES: It, it, it's the LLPS, that's right.

THE COURT: This doesn't assune (indiscernible)
this is at |least the original anpunt | assune was
cal cul ated under the existing large load tariff.

MR |IVES: | would say both of themare
cal cul ated under the existing large load tariff because |
think it supports both of them but there's a
clarification that will nake it clearer that noving
forward with the additional -- addition of the energy
charges w ||l make sense.

There's sone anbiguity in the tariff between
two ternms right now that, that | think depending on how

you read those two ternms, you could get to either of
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t hese concl usi ons, which is why the custoner advanced one
proposal and we were utilizing a different one. W were
both | ooking at the sane tariff but kind of that, that
| anguage had sonme -- a little bit of confusion in there.

THE COURT: And |I'm | ooking at the nunbers and
the colums, and for the nost part down to a point
they're the sane. This is all based on an old rate, and
doesn't assume any kind of new rate or aspirational rate?

MR. IVES: That's right. It's all based upon
the rates that were avail able at June of 2026.

THE COURT: That's the clarification | wanted.
Thank you. As | indicated before, I'"'mgoing to foll ow
the order that was in the rate case.

So, Google, do you have any cross exam nation
for this wtness?

MR, SCHULTE: No questions. Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Vel vet Tech?

M5. BELL: No questions. Thank you.

THE COURT. MECG?

MR. LYSKOWASBKI : No questions.

THE COURT: Renew, you can shake your head. No
questions from Renew. Public counsel ?

MR. POSTON: Thank you.

CRGOSS- EXAM NATI ON
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BY MR POSTON:

Q I'mgoing to start wwth -- and these are highly
confidential, so | don't want you to repeat them But
Exhi bit EMM 1, you were pointed toward the bill anounts
and you had the original anpbunt and a Googl e proposal,
and then -- | nmean you have an annual anount, but you
said it was based on a June billing, correct?

A. Yeah, so the, the, the conponents?

Q You took a June -- is this an actual bill?

A.  Yeah, so well, it's probably not an actual
bill, but it's a summary of --

Q WwWll, let me ask it this way. You have two

amounts, an original anount and sonething that says a
proposed anount. Wi ch one has been paid, if either has?
A. So the original anpbunt would reflect the June
30 bill that was presented to the custonmer and woul d have

been paid by the custoner. So the original anpunt
col um.
Q So the proposed anmount has not been paid.
A. At this point, no, because we're working
through that clarification that we've been tal king about.
Q | understood the custoner and the conpany had
an agreenent as to howit's to be done now. So |I'm just
struggling to understand why the difference hasn't been

pai d.
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A.  Probably because we've been sitting here having
di scussion with all these stakehol ders about whether or
not that's ultimately going to be a perspective that's
shared beyond just the two of us.
Q Wll, according to you, it's just a
clarification of the existing tariff, correct?
MR. JABRA: (bjection, argunentative.
MR. | VES: That is ny opinion, though.
THE COURT: You can't answer until | actually
make a ruling on it.
MR IVES: |I'msorry, Judge.
THE COURT: | don't think it's argunentati ve.
You can answer. Overrul ed.
MR IVES: It is ny opinion.
BY MR, POSTON:
Q And then you focused a |lot on the June 30th
true-up cutoff. What's the purpose of having a cutoff?
A Wll, for, for all costs in a case and, and all
revenues, we typically have a, a, a cutoff, a line period
of time because it allows us to ook at all costs,
revenues, all relevant factors, and make sure that we're,
we're getting just and reasonable rates that are set on
kind of a discrete tineframe based on the construct
(i ndiscernible) that this conm ssion has | ooked at

hi storical test years or true-ups to set rates versus,
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you know, at this point we don't have forward, forward
test years or fornula rates or anything |i ke that that
electric utilities are, are allowed to deal with it in
M ssouri .

Q Sois it fair to say that it's really the
mat ching principle and you | ook at all relevant factors
and a historical period of tine with a fixed endpoi nt?

A.  Yeah, that's certainly a piece of it. It may
be oversinplified to just say matching, but it's all part
of that historical rate-nmaking construct that, that, that
we've utilized in the State of Mssouri for at |east as
long as |'ve been participating in this space.

Q And that historical information is used for
making rates that are in effect in the future, correct?

A.  Yeah. You know, you do sone nornulizations and
annual i zations, like this particular nunber we're talking
about, we took a -- you know, a nonth-end June 30th
nunber and we annualized it tines 12 because revenues
were in -- were in a gromng state. So the trend call ed
for an annualization of kind of the end-nonth period. So
you do sone adjustnents to, to try and nake that
hi storical information as representative as you can nake
It to, to, to neet that, that need that you nentioned.

Q And if sone factor past the true up cutoff, but

before rates go into effect, were to have a materi al

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

effect on what those rates should be, should the
comm ssion be | ooking at that?

A. Well fromny perspective that kind of opens
Pandora's box because for every one factor that sonebody
I dentifies, sonebody else wll have three or four
different cost or 10 different factors that they think
should be there. And that if we get to that point, we
m ght want to | ook at a forward test year or fornula
rates if we're noving that direction.

Q You're famliar with isolated adjustnents, are
you not ?

A | amfamliar that there are very rare
occasi ons and there have been a couple cases in front of
this comm ssion recently that | have focused on the term
di screte adjustnents. But, but by and | arge, we continue
to, to utilize, you know, test-year true-up historical
i nformati on as nornalized and annual i zed.

Q I think I"Il stop with that. Thank you

A.  Thank you.

THE COURT: Any cross-exam nation fromthe
Comm ssion Staff?

MR. PRI NGLE: Yes. Thank you, Judge.

CRGOSS- EXAM NATI ON
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BY MR PRI NGLE:
Q Good afternoon, M. |ves.
A. (Good afternoon. W are there.
Q Yeah, you made it through the norning.

THE COURT: To | et everybody know what |'m
intending. It's ny intention to take an extended | unch
about 12:45 until 2 o'clock.

BY MR PRI NGLE:

Q And so, kind of part of the current LLPS
tariff, it does contenplate what are referred to as
el ectric service agreenents. |s that correct?

A.  Yes, we do enter electric service agreenents
with, with any |large |oad custoner.

Q Yeah, and just for the purpose of this, we can
shorthand that to ESA. |Is that fair?

A.  Yes, sir.

Q Now. You are aware of Staff's analysis
regardi ng Custoner Ain its testinony. Are you not?

A | am

Q \Wat date did Evergy M ssouri Metro and
Custoner A enter into an ESA?

A. | don't know the date exactly off the top of ny
head, and there have been a, a couple of anendnents. So
|, | don't know that | could give you a specific date.

Q But | guess it's fair to say they did not enter
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into it recently.

A. It depends on recently. | know it was after, |
believe, we actually filed or finalized the order in the,
the tariffs fromthe LLPS. So that's been fairly
recently.

Q So wthin a year, is fair to say?

A. Yeah, it's fair to say.

Q And does that ESA specify a contract demand for
the first year of service?

A. The ESAs are structured to | ay out expected or
stated contract denmands over, over a period, yes.

Q Trying to avoid any kind of in-canera or
confidential stuff, keeping it kind of general. And then
al so, | guess when it cones to that ESA, are you aware if
t he conpany has any kind of doubts at this tinme about
t hose contract | oads being net?

A | would say we --

MR. JABRA: | object. At mnimum | think if
we're commenting on the custoner's expectations, we
probably need to be in highly confidential session.

THE COURT: What's the question again?

MR. PRINGLE: |f the conpany has any doubts at
this time that those contract |oad obligations will be
met .

THE COURT: Well, | don't understand why that
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woul d be confidential.

MR. PRINGLE: |'m not |ooking for specifics.

THE COURT: No, | don't get your. That's why
It just -- it seens |ike a nore general question. He's
j ust asking, does the conpany have concerns that the LLPS
custoners will be able to neet those expectations? How
does that need to go in canera?

MR. JABRA: Now that |'ve heard the question
again, | think we're okay. Thank you.

THE COURT: Go ahead.

MR IVES: I'mgoing to try and be pretty
careful just to make sure, but I, | think what | would
say is we have a, a teamof individuals that, that focus
on large | oad and ESAs as, as their primary job since the
| arge | oad custoners have cone on. That neans either
exi sting or prospective large | oads we discussions with
every day, and their views on timng of ranp and growth
and ultimate steady state outcones nove fairly
frequently, and it's part of our job to nake sure that we
have a team that nanages that and, and pays attention to
that and knows that we're, you know, not running outside
of those ESAs.

But, but we can expect sone variation and
devi ation over the ranp period until they get to steady

state, no doubt. W' ve seen that through our signed
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agreenents across both states at this point.
BY MR PRI NGLE:

Q So there is concern?

A. | wouldn't call it concern. | would say it's
actual outcone that does not 100 percent match
projections that were entered into originally. But, but
that's why we, we have a team of fol ks that, that nanage
t hose rel ationshi ps daily.

Q So |l guess it's fair to characterize the answer
as things are fluid?

A. | think things are, are, are fluid and active
but managed.

Q And then. Back to those ESAs. Does Evergy's
current LLPS tariff require executed ESAs to be shared

with the comm ssion?

A. | think they're -- | don't have the tariff in
front of me, but I, | do believe there's sone | anguage
about sharing or making avail abl e upon request. | don't

remenber the exact word. Wiat, what | do know it doesn't
call for -- it doesn't call for themto receive any sort
of order before executed.

Q So | guess then would it be fair to say that
Evergy has no issue with providing those agreenents as
they are executed?

MR, JABRA: (bjection. This is outside the
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scope of the stipulations.

THE COURT: What's the question again, M.
Pringle?

MR. PRINGLE: |f Evergy has any issue wth
provi di ng those agreenents to the conm ssion as they are
execut ed?

THE COURT: Overrul ed.

MR. IVES: | would say the conm ssion can ask
for and can receive probably any of those agreenents if,
If that's what they want to do with it, wth the caveat
that those woul d be absol utely considered highly
confidential and it would be limted in terns of, you
know, visibility to, to parties and, and fol ks that, that
woul dn't ot herwi se be available to highly confidenti al
I nf ormat i on.

BY MR PRI NGLE:
Q And does the conmpany have any concerns with the

comm ssion's ability to maintain that confidentiality at

this tinme?
A. | don't have any concerns with the comm ssion's
confidentiality. I, I mght have concerns with other,

other parties that, that mght be interested in, in
pursuing those filings.
Q And then al so, have you had an opportunity to

review the direct testinony of C aire Eubanks?

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

MR. JABRA: (bjection. This is past the
pur pose of putting M. lves up to respond to live
testinony of three w tnesses.

MR, PRINGLE: It is part of our objection,

Judge C ark. The reporting requirenents, that is part of
what was addressed on Tuesday. So this does kind of dive
right into Staff's overall objection.

THE COURT: Overrul ed.

MR. IVES: | think at one point |, | read M.
Eubank's testinony. | probably couldn't recite it to you
here today.

BY MR PRI NGLE:
Q Do you recall any of the reporting requirenents

I n her testinony?

A. | recall there were a few. | don't know that,
that | could go through the details, but if you -- if you
had sone you wanted to ask nme about, | could tell you

what | know about them
Q Specifically, the annual reporting that she
recommends.

MR. JABRA: (bjection. The LLPS stipulation is
conpletely silent with regard to the reporting issues.
And these witnesses have been called multiple tinmes and
were available to address issues outside of the

stipulations earlier in this proceedi ng.
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THE COURT: Understood. Overrul ed.

MR. I VES: Yeah, |, | recall that and, and
that's, that's exactly the answer | would have given is.
You know, that we have testinony in this proceeding as to
what we think the appropriateness is in response to M.
Eubank's reporting. It's just not testinony that we
advanced or positions we advanced as part of the LLPS
stip. So, that, that testinony would, would stand on its
own.
BY MR. PRI NGLE:

Q Soin light of the stip, the conpany still
objects to those requirenents.

A It is consistent with, with, with the testinony
that we have in the record.

Q And then alittle -- few questions about --
well, | guess for the purposes of questioning M. I|ves,
|"mgoing to call it "the plug" in the stip. It's that
$60 million nunber. That sound about right?

A. 1'd call it a rounded annualized June 2026
anount. But --

Q For purposes of keeping the question nore
concise, I'mgoing to go wth the plug just for now You
can --

A. I'"mgoing to have to disagree with that

characteri zati on.
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Q VYeah, I'mfine with that. But you did testify
that you believe that Google and Dr. Barry's position was
nore in line wth that of the conpany?

A. I'mnot sure that's exactly what | said, but,
but what | think | said was the, the, the foundational
side of it fromthe 80 percent of the demand pi ece was
consistently applied . The difference was, Dr. Barry
applied the energy charges. On top of that, we utilized
t he actual energy charges within the 80 percent billing
demand. So, so that's the clarification that the
stipulation resolves. And, and just to nmake sure we're
clear, soit's, it's not just Dr. Barry's position
anynore, it's the line position of Evergy as well.

Q Well, | guess, so for the conpany's prior to
the stip, it's nunber was, and | believe the nunber is
public, 43 mllion, correct?

A, Qur nunber was 43 million, which was the, the
billing demand itself w thout the added energy charges.
Q And then for Google in its testinony, it was

roughly around that --

THE COURT: Do we need to go in canera for any
of this?

MR PRINGLE: | think only Staff's nunber is
confidential .

THE COURT: Thanks.
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BY MR PRI NGLE:

Q Was roughly around $60 mllion. The agreed-
upon anount.

A It's, it's, it's listed, | think, is on the
schedul e. And then, of course, the 60 mllion is the, as
| nmentioned, the, the negotiated, kind of, rounded
nunber, noving from Google's cal cul ati on.

Q And that is higher than Staff's nunber,
correct?

A. It is higher than the nunber that was reflected
in, I, | think, Staff's true-up nodel. Yes.

Q And on a pure just dollar basis, not |ooking at
what was included or excluded, Staff's nunber was cl oser
to the conpany's nunber, correct?

A | think Staff's nunber -- |1'd have to do the
math. | think it was actually closer to Google's nunber
t han, that the conpany's.

Q But the conpany was closer to Staff's nunber
t han Googl e' s nunber.

A. The conpany was closer to Staff's than
Googl e's. Is that your question?

Q Yes, that's correct.

A. The Staff's nunber was in between Google's and
the conpany's, but didn't reflect the | anguage that is
reflected in the LLPS tariff.
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Q One nore nmonent, M. lves. Does the
stipul ation base factor anount include capacity purchases
and sal es?

A. The stipulation base factor, consistent with
the language in the stip, picks up long-termcapacity
purchases and sales. FAC, for as long as | can renenber
has al ways i ncluded capacity purchases and sales of a --
of a year or less. So that still persists and the
stipulation picks up, which was a -- an initial request
of, of evergy in this proceeding.

Q And then, does it also reflect the contribution
of LLPS to net systeminput, or NSI?

A Simlar to option 2 fromthe Staff, it does not
utilize LLPS, NSI, or cost. So just to be clear, the
base factor and the stip utilizes the NSI and the net
fuel and power conponents from Staff's runs and then
adjusts it for the addition of the |long-term capacity
contracts that you referenced.

Q And pretty much the nodified version of Staff's
option 2?

A. Mdified, with maintaining inclusion in the
FAC, vyes.

Q And then do you agree that there is a prem um
on LLPS rates specific to energy charges?

A. No, | don't agree with that.
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MR. PRINGLE: One nonent, M. lves. Thank you
for your tinme today. | have no further questions, Judge.

THE COURT: Any conmi ssion questions?

MR. KOLKMEYER: Yes, Judge. Commi ssioner
Kol kneyer here.

THE COURT: Go ahead, Comm ssioner, Kol kneyer.

MR. KOLKMEYER: Good afternoon, M. |ves.

MR. | VES: Good afternoon, Comm ssioner.

MR. KCOLKMEYER: Tal ki ng about the ESAs with the
| arge | oad custoners. \Wiere does curtailnment fit into
this? I's curtail ment done off of only availability of
the energy or does the price sooner or later cone in and
start demandi ng curtail nent?

MR. | VES: Yeah, it's a good question. There's
not a specific price curtailnent. There, there is
| anguage in the ESAs that addresses curtail nment
consistent with kind of traditional SPP criteria. So as
you start to get into sone of the nore extrene SPP --
they call them EEA events -- then there are sone
opportunities to curtail, and | believe there's sone
limted | anguage in there that allows for |ocal system
reliability curtailnment at that Evergy's discretion if we
were to have, you know, risk at, at the |ocal I|evel.

MR. KOLKMEYER: Were do sone of these new

| arge | oad custoners fit in curtailnment with, say an
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aut onobi | e assenbly plant? Who cones first? Wio gets
curtailed first?

MR. | VES: Yeah, | would say generally they're
treated like all custoners on the system where they are
In the sane curtail nent considerations based upon kind of
the level of risk or exposure fromSPP. | think the one
exception to that is there are sone stated -- you know,
stated capacity contract anmounts that are in the ESA that
we tal ked about earlier.

There's first a look to ensure that they are
not operating above that stated capacity at the tine of a
curtail able event. The first step would be to make sure
that they are back at their contract |evel. And then,
the second step woul d | ook at them under the sane SPP
construct as an autonobile manufacturer or anybody el se
at that stage.

MR. KOLKMEYER: |s that your understanding that
nost of these new | arge | oad custoners have a one-to-one
backup supply?

MR IVES: | would say it's my understanding
that a nunber of them do and a nunber of them have short-
termcapabilities with, with the backup supply. | nean,
It mght be stretching nmy engi neering background because
| know across the country there are different nodels and

di fferent approaches that, that |arge |oad custoners
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utilize for backup supply. But nost of them have sone
capability. Although fair to say a nunber of our other
custonmers, you know, have sone |evel of short-term
capability as well.

MR. KOLKMEYER: Do you see that nore storm
rel ated versus energy supply rel ated?

MR. | VES: Yeah, absolutely. There are
actually sone criteria in the ESAs that ensure that they
don't, I'll say overutilize on-site capacity to supply
t hensel ves in non-energency tines. And the reason you
woul d do that obviously is because we are -- we are
bui l ding out a systemto neet the needs of |arge | oads
based upon what they've signed up for in the ESA And if
all of a sudden they cane through and they reduced their
needs by 25 or 30 percent because they were using on-site
gen, then we woul d have systemresources that we built to
nmeet their needs that they were circunventing with their
own generation. So, we, we we wite that pretty tightly
I n our agreenents.

MR. KOLKMEYER: So you're going to hold them
account abl e for underutilization?

MR | VES: Yes.

MR. KCLKMEYER: Thank you. No nore questions.
Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Thank you, Comm ssi oner Kol kneyer.
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Any ot her Comm ssion questions? Hearing none. Any
Cross-exam nati on based on Comm ssion questions from
Googl e?

MR, SCHULTE: Sorry, |'m checking one thing,
Judge.

THE COURT: Take your tine.

MR, SCHULTE: Thank you for your patience. |
don't have any further questions.

THE COURT: Thank you. Any cross based on
comm ssi on questions from Vel vet Tech?

MS. BELL: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT:. MECG?

MR, LYSKOWABKI: No questi ons.

THE COURT: Renew M ssouri ?

M5. MERS. (No verbal response.)

THE COURT: That's a no. Public counsel?

MR. POSTON: Thank you. No.

THE COURT: Staff?

MR PRI NGLE: Thank you, Judge. No questi ons.

THE COURT: Any redirect from Evergy?

MR. STEINER: Just briefly.

REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR STEI NER:
Q M. lves, do you renenber speaking with counsel

for OPC about discrete adjustnents?
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A. | do.

Q In your experience wth discrete adjustnents in
your role as executive and accountant for this conpany,
Is what Staff proposed in Exhibit B a discrete adjustnent
that you' d be famliar with?

A M opinion, it would be different than what the
limted nunber of, | would say discrete adjustnents woul d
be because it's got a projected |oad factor out there
that, that is really just an estinmate and using a, a
pretty far forward capacity val ue w thout consideration
of where the actual |oads were at the tinme of the true-
up.

Q Do you recall speaking with Staff counsel about
reporting requirenents?

A Yes, briefly.

Q And would you just clarify for the conm ssion
that reporting requirenents are not dealt with in the
LLPS stipulation, and that's an issue that the conm ssion
has to decide when it is in the report and order in this
case?

A.  Yeah, that, that, that sunmarizes the
di scussion. Well -- | nean, we, we certainly took
positions in the -- in the primary proceedi ng here around
our view on reporting requirenents and what, what we

t hought, you know, was appropriate for LLPS or, or what
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maybe was beyond the need based on the LLPS tariff
construct, and those positions all still hold and are,
are in the record for the conm ssion to consider al ong
with Ms. Eubank's positions and ot hers.

MR. STEINER That's all | have. Thanks.

THE COURT: Thank you. You may step down.

MR. | VES: Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Evergy, do you have another w tness
you want to call?

MR. FI SCHER Yes, Judge, we do have anot her
wtness. It is 12:30, though. Wuld you like to take a
break before we start that process?

THE COURT: Well, if we do that, I'mgoing to
run that break until 2:00. So I'll leave it to the
parties on that.

MR, FISCHER. We'l| do whatever you'd I|iKke.

Vel l (indiscernible) Brad Lutz to stand in if you'd like
to go forward.

THE COURT: Wy don't we go ahead and do that?
Like | said, | think about, well, at exactly 12:45, |I'm
going to break, but I would Iike to get started because |
have no idea how late this is going to go in the
af t ernoon.

And M. Lutz, I'mgoing to swear you in again

because this is a new proceeding. Do you sol emmly swear
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or affirmthat the testinony you're about to give at this
on the record is the truth?

MR LUTZ: | do.

BRAD LUTZ,
of | awful age, being produced, sworn, and exam ned
testified as foll ows:

THE COURT: Pl ease be seated and state and

spel |l your nanme for the court reporter.

MR LUTZ: My nane is Brad Lutz, B-R A-D L-UT-

THE COURT: Go ahead, Evergy.
DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR, Fl SCHER:

Q M. Lutz, are you the sane Brad Lutz that
appeared earlier in the rate case proceedi ngs?

A | am

Q Wy does Evergy support the provision and the
rate design stipulation that new rates should be
I npl enmented at the end of this case rather than waiting
anot her year?

A.  For a couple of reasons, actually. Nunber one
s, we're prepared. W have the information available to
us to exercise the rate designs. It's consistent with
what we've done in the past. W' ve done this in a nunber

of rate cases. Even I, | think five have occurred in
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this Decenber, January tinefranme for Mssouri Metro, at

| east in ny experience. So we're ready to go. There,
there's no reason for us to delay. The concerns around
education are, are sonewhat unfounded in ny opinion, and
|*ve spoken to that in ny testinony.

Q In your experience -- and you been here a | ong
time, right? How | ong have you been doi ng these things
for the industry or for Evergy?

A.  Since about 2005.

Q Have rates typically been inplenented at the
end of the cases without a delay for further study or
educati on?

MR. PRING.E: And quick, | guess, procedural
for me, Judge. So we are going to be doing live
testinmony on the rate design stip because this is now the
MECG and Evergy rate design stip. Just want to nake sure
everybody's going to be doing live testinony?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. PRINGLE: Wbul d you ask that question?

MR. FI SCHER: Yeah.
BY MR FI SCHER

Q Have rates typically been inplenented at the
end of the case without any delay for further study or
cust oner education?

A.  Yes, sir.
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Q D d you hear counsel this norning suggest that
there are -- and maybe earlier in the case, there are no
applicable billing determinants to be used in this case?

A.  Yes, | heard that.

Q And | believe she said, unless there's a
custoner mgration study?

A. Yes. | heard reference to a migration study.

Q Do you agree with Staff w tnesses that there
are no sufficient billing determnants in this case to
I npl ement the new C& rate design at the end of the case?

A. No, | do not agree with that presentation.

We've got the billing determ nants avail abl e through the
direct testinony of G aham Janes. And further, we've
taken steps through the course of the case and the
Interactions with Staff and others to prepare variations
of those files and have data ready to go once we have an
order fromthis case.

Q Would you explain what billing determ nants
have been supplied by Evergy to Staff?

A.  Yeah, at, at the nost fundanental |evel we've
given rate code |level information about the custoner's
usage, their billed usage, and how that totals up into
the revenues that they are producing. W further
provi ded information about each and every one of our rate

desi gn proposals. So, so a party or soneone could step
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t hrough the inpacts of those collective proposals.

Later, we further worked with MECG to show a
consol i dated view of those to help alleviate sone of
their concerns that they spoke to in rebuttal to help
them get confortable that these determ nants are
appropri at e.

Q So did you update your billing determ nants?
| s that what you're sayi ng?

A. In a sense, yes. | think in, in -- maybe it
m ght be nore accurate to say that we've aligned them
wth the positions that are in these cases and the
different stipulations that are before the conm ssion.

Q Wuld you descri be how you use the existing
billing determ nants to establish new rates if the
conmm ssion orders a rate increase?

A. Certainly. The, the -- at l|least three of the
stipulations require us to kind of harnonize our steps.
And so we would start with our commtnent to align wth
Staff and their determ nants. Then we would nove to the
ot her stipulations and |ayer those in until we reach the
conclusions that are collectively supported by those
sti pul ati ons.

Q Are there sone adjustnents that wll need to be
made to i nplenent the new rate structure?

A. Certainly, it's, it's a mathematical exercise

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

and we woul d establish targets that woul d keep us on, on
track throughout those steps, and ultimately would use a,
a couple of specific classes for us to dial it in and get
t hose dollars precise. But, yes.

Q Well, you have to nmake sone adjustnents to what
you have al ready.

A.  Yes, and in working through that with MECG
we' ve col lectively agreed that the small and nedi um
cl asses woul d be the place where we would feather in
those |l ast adjustnents to get everything precise.

Q Are the adjustnents the type of adjustnents
t hat woul d happen in other rate cases?

A.  Yes, sir.

Q Do you believe that the billing determ nants
are currently sufficient to inplenent the new C& rate
design at the end of the --

MR. PRI NGLE: Objection. Leading.

BY MR FI SCHER

Q Tell nme how you feel about the billing
determ nants and your ability to inplenent the rate
I ncrease.

A. | was personally satisfied and confortable with
what we had and was further made so through the agreenent
of MECG as custoners who ultimately pay these bills. |

feel that they would have the utnobst concern to nmake sure

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

that those determ nants were right. So that reinforced
ny pre-existing satisfaction.
Q Do you continue to support the provisions and

the stipulations that Evergy has entered into on rate

desi gn?

A. | do.

Q | believe there was a question fromthe bench
about the -- whether Evergy did a class cost-of-service
st udy?

A. Correct. | recall that.

Q Wuld you descri be what Evergy did regarding
cl ass cost of service studies in this case?

A. Certainly. Mich of that was reflected in the
testi nony of Graham Janes, but consistent with all of our
rate case filings, but for a fewin the conprehensive
energy plan days, we've always done studies, always have
done cl ass cost of service studies, which involve a full
al | ocation and assignnent of all costs to custoners and
t hrough using the determ nants and all ocations that we've
traditionally used.

Now certainly in this case, there's a | ot going

on. We've got the transitional nature for |arge | oad.
W had a | ot of rate design changes. So we did an
original cost of service as existing, and then we noved

everyone and we did it again on the end state that we've
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proposed. So the party and the comm ssion can see both
and hel p judge how to apply those results.

Q Didthe results of that class cost-of-service
study informor be consistent with the LLPS
recommendation in that stipulation on how revenues shoul d
be al |l ocated anong the cl asses?

A, Yes. Now, we did not reflect the 60 mllion
that actually ended up, but we had one of our earlier
nunbers that was in direct, that was utilized in the cost
of service. But, nmechanically it would be consistent.

Q Well, | guess let me sinplify it. Does it
support how Evergy and Google's stipulation shifts the
cost anong the classes?

MR. PRING.E: bjection. This is kind of
beyond the scope of the C& stipulation agreenent and M.
Lutz was not --

THE COURT: | actually agree. We're getting
out into the weeds a little bit. I've let stuff go by
where you say, does this support the stipulation? But we
are getting away fromthat.

MR. FI SCHER Maybe | shoul d rephrase it
because | think we had questi ons.

THE COURT: You can rephrase it so that it

I ncorporates the stipulation. Yeah.
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BY MR Fl SCHER:

Q Does the stipulation suggest a specific
al |l ocation of revenues anong the custoner classes?

A. It does.

Q And is that consistent at least in direction
wi th your class cost of service studies?

A Yes.

Q And are those cl ass cost-of-service study
results contained in the conpany's testinony in this
case?

A. They are.

Q Please explain why you believe that the revenue
al l ocation recomendation -- |I'lIl wthdrawit. | think
you' ve al ready answered it.

MR, FISCHER | think that's all | have, Judge.
Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you. Any cross-exam nation
from Googl e?

MR, SCHULTE: No. Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Any cross-exam nation from Vel vet

Tech?
MS. BELL: No, Your Honor.
THE COURT: MECG?
MR, LYSKOWBKI: No, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Renew?
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M5. MERS:. (No verbal response.)

THE COURT: No. Public counsel ?

MR. POSTON: Thank you. No.

THE COURT: Staff?

MR. PRINGLE: No questions. Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Any comm ssion questions? Chair
Hahn, go ahead.

CHAI R HAHN: Good afternoon. I'Il try to speed
t hi s al ong.

MR, LUTZ: Al good.

CHAI R HAHN: I n your estimation, what do you
t hi nk woul d be the outcone of a custonmer mgration study
or a billing determ nant study? I'mtrying to discern
the cost and benefits of such studies.

MR LUTZ: Well, in sone regards, | would offer
that those exist now W've done the mgration studies.
W' ve done those elenents and included themin our
direct. | perceive the issue as |'ve read testinony is
that Staff does not agree with the nechani sns that we've
used, not that there's no study.

| think depending on how Staff m ght get
confortable with what, what is needed, if we just refine
the studies that are there, that could be sonething
that's done quicker, but if we have to do sonething

wholly new, which | think is what's been insinuated, it
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could take the time that's been indicated by Staff. ']
say |'mnot supportive of it. |I think that we do have
what we need at hand.

CHAIR HAHN: | n your experience, have you ever
seen such a study occur at any point in tinme in any case?

MR LUTZ: | have not.

CHAIR HAHN: | n your other experience, where
there hasn't been a new cl ass cost of service, how are
costs generally allocated anongst the cl asses?

MR LUTZ: Yeah, it, it, it's kind of a nulti-
step process for sure, and in ny opinion, the cost-of-
service study is an indicator. It's a guide for the
comm ssion to use in setting just and reasonabl e rates.
| think | can say this confidently that we do not have
perfect alignnent with cost of service studies in any
variation of studies that |I've seen. There's al ways been
sone conm ssion discretion that would | ead you one way or
another on a price that was ultimately ordered.

So, simlar in this case, we have the
I nformati on avail able through the cost of service studies
to give you information to nake a judgnent. Then,
wei ghi ng other factors fromother w tnesses, the
conditions that you see, you can establish the rates that
are just and reasonabl e using that as an input to what

you' re doi ng.
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MR. PRI NGLE: Judge, I'mgoing to object to
that as a non-responsive and ask it to be stricken. My
recollection is the question is, "Wat has the conm ssion
typically done when there is no class cost-of-service
st udy?"

THE COURT: And why do you say that's non-
responsi ve?

MR. JABRA: | don't believe he's answered that
question. He's tal ked about cl ass cost-of-service
studi es and when they' ve been used, but | don't think
he's answered what the conm ssion typically has done
whenever there isn't one.

THE COURT: Do you know the answer to that
questi on?

MR, LUTZ: Certainly. | didn't recall that
bei ng the question. | apologize if, if that's howit was
asked. If there are no --

THE COURT: Hold on two seconds. I'mgoing to
overrule the notion to strike. And you may continue, but
you do need to answer the question.

MR, LUTZ: Okay, we'll do. Apol ogize for
m sunder st andi ng the question if | did. It was not ny
I ntent. There have been a couple of cases where there
have not been a class cost of service available in that

filing. The one | recall is in the conprehensive energy
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pl an days back around 2010 or so. There was an agreenent
under the conprehensive energy plan not to do an
addi ti onal study and incur those costs.

So in that case, the conm ssion just doesn't
have that input and then just can rely on the original
rates or information available to themin that
proceeding. It's just an additional input. It's not
absolutely required. But it is informative.

CHAIR HAHN: | appreciate that. One ot her
question regarding the percent increases to different
custoner classes. One of Staff's objections is that it's
| oner for the LPS class than the other classes. Can you
speak to that?

MR, LUTZ: Certainly. And, and can appreciate
the optics of it. But for where I"mat at this nonent
and what | nean that is this is a transitional case where
we do not have a custoner present in the test year to
informrate making. So, for ne, I've rolled back to
where we were in the EO docket, the LLPS rate plan, and
we designed that rate. We derived it fromthe LPS rate.
W |inked them together.

And so |I'mupholding to that context here. I|f
LPS goes up or down, | want LLPS to follow until we have
a custoner available to informany other behavior that

m ght be different.
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CHAIR HAHN: Did you do -- |I'massumng you did
alot of math to figure out what the percent or what the
dol l ars woul d be associated with the revenue requirenent,
and that still matches generally the MECG agreenent
anount ?

MR, LUTZ: Yes. Well, by using the
percentages, it allows us to flowwith the dollar anount.
So, as the comm ssion settles on a final revenue nunber,
t he percentages would allow us to track. So absol utely.

CHAIR HAHN: And in the next case, we would
know for sure what the revenue requirenent and billing
determ nants for the large |oad custoners are, and in
t heory, we could adjust accordingly.

MR, LUTZ: Yeah, especially for Metro. You
know, | want to nmake sure that we're clear there. For
Metro, in the next filing, we wll have |arge | oad
custoners present. W will have costs. W'Il| have al
of those elenents can bring forward the studies that you
woul d need around cost of service and the determ nants to
do rate nmaking. So absol utely.

CHAI R HAHN: Thank you, M. Lutz.

THE COURT: Any ot her Conmm ssion questions?

Okay. We're going to break now It is 12:44. | wll
come back for questions based on Conm ssion questions and

redirect. So we cone back and we will start up again at
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2 o' cl ock.

TOGETHER: Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: And let's go off the record.

(Of the record.)

THE COURT: Hope you all had a good | unch
break. When we |left off, we were doing cross based upon
Comm ssi on questions. Any cross based on Comm ssion
questions from Googl e?

MR, SCHULTE: No. Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Vel vet Tech?

M5. BELL: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: MECG?

MR, LYSKOWABKI: No questi ons.

THE COURT: Renew?

M5. MERS. (No verbal response.)

THE COURT: That's a no.

THE COURT: Public counsel ?

MR, POSTON: Thank you. No.

THE COURT: Staff of the conm ssion?

M5. JOHNSON: Just briefly, Judge.

THE COURT: Go right ahead.

M5. JOHNSON:. Thank you.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY M5. JOHNSON.
Q Good afternoon, M. Lutz.
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A. Good afternoon.

Q Sol want to try to wal k through kind of what
we know and what we don't know at this point in tine.

A Ckay.

Q So are you famliar wth the comm ssion's
ability or maybe even duty to consider all known and
measurabl e information in setting just and reasonabl e
rates?

A. And just as a general obligation?

Q Yes.

A. Sure. | can admt to that, yeah.

Q So at this point in tine, were you in the room
earlier when Comm ssi oner Kol kneyer was asking M. |ves
about the ESAs and were you here whenever the
comm ssi oners were tal king about ESAs?

A | was.

Q GCkay. So in these service agreenents, what
kind of figures -- and I'mgoing to be very careful here
to dance around these figures w thout saying them because
they are highly confidential -- so what kind of figures
at like what increnental point in time are included in
t he ESAs?

A. Wth respect to all terns or are you focused on
sonme specific aspect?

Q Sure, you're right. Thank you for that. So
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how about the, the | oad?

A. Correct. The -- as the large load rate pl an
filing woul d have di sclosed, the intent was to have a
customer capacity section and exhibit that detail ed that
custoner's expected |oads for the termof that ESA

Q And those would include | oads for a ranp up
period, and a scaling period and also for, let's say full
or maybe even expanded operation tinefranme, right?

A.  Yes. And again with the overlapping provisions
of the LLPS tariff itself for changes to that capacity,
shoul d there be a need to adjust that over tine.

Q So if we knowthat a load is going to increase
significantly, what woul d pose a greater risk? Wuld it
be a greater risk to rate payers across all classes to
use the information on load to set just and reasonable
rates? O would it be less risky to ignore the
I nformation and nove forward with let's say true-up
I nf ormati on?

MR. FI SCHER: Your Honor, | think I'll object
It. There hasn't been a tie to any of the stipulations
that we're considering on the record. It sounds |ike
It's nore cross. It should have happened when they had
the opportunity in the, the evidentiary hearing.

THE COURT: No, | believe she was aski ng about

particular parts of this would be inpacted. |Is that
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correct?

M5. JOHNSON: Yes. | said --

THE COURT: You said timng requirenents.
Timng requirenents for what?

M5. JOHNSON: It's specifically about the ESAs
and what information is known to the conm ssion. So
there's --

THE COURT: How does it relate to the
stipul ation?

M5. JOHNSON: The stipulations are |argely
ignoring the information that is avail able even though it
shoul d be considered and is wdely known. It's one of
Staff's main concerns with the stipulations and it's
listed in part of our objection.

MR. FI SCHER: Your Honor, | al so suggest that
this is the inappropriate wtness to ask that kind of a
guestion. Darrin Ives woul d have been the one to ask
t hat to.

THE COURT: Well, if he knows the answer, |I'm
going to | et himanswer.

MR, FI SCHER: Sure. Sure.

THE COURT: And if it is in fact in your
opposition, yeah, I"'mgoing to |let you pursue that |ine
of question.

MR, LUTZ: So, conceptually what you've
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described is, in some respects not unlike any rate
proceeding that we're in. There's always sone kind of
future event that is maybe even likely. Even with
smal | er custoners that nmaybe we woul d have dealt with
prior to large load. So I'mnot -- |I'manswering in that
respect that it's in some ways no different than any
ot her rate proceedi ng where we've had a true-up period
and we know things are going to change in the future.
But what | would say is the earnings-sharing
mechanismthat's part of the stipulation provides a
backstop of sorts to help alleviate sone of those
concerns, but in many respects | would have -- | would
have greater concerns to reach out forward |ike you're
sayi ng because |I'mnot sure where to stop.
| mean it seens sinple for large | oad to reach
out and grab that piece, but what about an auto
manuf acturer? We tal ked about earlier today if sonething
Is comng in their world that could change it. Do we
| ook ahead for that? Wat do we do about costs? You
know, that are also out there in the future. It just
starts to becone nore conplicated when you nove away from
t he normal conventions that we've observed in the past.
BY MS. JOHNSON:
Q Understood. Thank you for that. Do you have

t he sanme i nput whenever it's for known costs that are to
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the conpany's benefit |ike fuel contracts or |abor
contracts that we would not reach out, there's nore of a
risk in doing that?

MR. FI SCHER: Your Honor, |I'mjust going to
make another objection. | think we're really
relitigating the large | oad issue, which has been done in
the evidentiary hearing. And she can ask about the |arge
| oad stipulation, but these are not going to that at all.

THE COURT: Staff response?

M5. JOHNSON: All of the contracts and the
| oads that are in the contracts are going to inpact these
stipulations. The terns of the stip as put forward and
objected to by Staff will all be forced to use these
contracts and the nunbers that are included. |I'mnerely
trying to point out that there's a disparity in how those
things are treated and the stipulation is no exception to
that, whether it's to the benefit of the conpany or not.

THE COURT: |I'mgoing to overrule the
obj ection. Go ahead.

MR, LUTZ: So unfortunately | don't know that |
coul d answer this question. I, I'll admt that | don't
profess to have strong know edge of all aspects of the
fuel clause and the fuel elenents. Sonething nore around

rates and rate design | could be hel pful.

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

BY M5. JOHNSON:

Q You expressed famliarity with the ESAs that
Comm ssi oner Kol kneyer had asked M. [ves about earlier
and | apol ogi ze for not asking M. lves if that is
sonething that the comm ssion would like. |'m happy to
do the sane line of questioning if they'd like to recall
him So the (indiscernible) are you aware that at the
day after true-up cutoff, the load of the large | oad
customers di scussed at | east one of themin this case
I ncreased dramatically?

MR. FI SCHER: Judge, again, how does t hat
relate to our stipulation?

THE COURT: |'mjust curious. Wiy are we going
to facts, not in evidence?

M5. JOHNSON: Apol ogies. | believe that during
this live testinony, we can absolutely add facts that are
not in evidence if they are related to the information
that is being put in, in the stipulations and the
objections to the stipulations. So this is additional
evi dence that is absolutely related to those things.

THE COURT: Wiere are you going with this
I ncrease in |oad question?

M5. JOHNSON: |'mgoing to what the comm ssion
has the ability to know, and how the conpany thinks that

It's appropriate to reach out into the future whenever it
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benefits them |ike known cost of fuel, and they do not
reach out whenever it is not a benefit to themor the
parties they've entered agreenents wth.

THE COURT: Hold on just a second. | had a
t hought and then lost it.

MR. FI SCHER: Then | woul d suggest that she's
assum ng facts not in evidence.

THE COURT: Hold on. | renenber the question
asked. What do you nean when you say what the conm ssion
has the ability to know? That's a very broad statenent
that can apply to acquisition froma variety of sources.

M5. JOHNSON: Sure. So it's ny understandi ng
that the conm ssion has the ability whenever they are
setting rates, to take into account everything that is
presented here and other things that are wthin their
know edge.

So at this point the ESAs have been presented.
They are in nultiple dockets and have been di scussed
across the board. There is an order for one of the
utilities to provide themwhen they're entered into, and
there have been a lot of insinuations that it would al so
be Staff's preference that they be required to be
provi ded here. These docunents are binding contracts
much |i ke fuel and | abor that show what a capacity woul d

or could be.
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And | would go further to argue that we have --

t he comm ssi on has known and neasurabl e information that
has al ready been provided in the 3.190 data across the
board about what these |large |oad custoners are going to
| ook like, and it should be taken into account when
setting these rates.

THE COURT: WAsn't there a question around the
section when Kol kneyer was di scussing this where they
said if the conm ssion ordered themto provide the
contracts they woul d be subject to certain
confidentiality requirenents?

M5. JOHNSON: Yes - -

THE COURT: Are we just going over the sane
territory again?

M5. JOHNSON: It's not the sane territory. |
t hi nk that those contracts and the discussion about them
have been Ilimted to the true-up period, and | think that
t he comm ssion would be particularly interested in the
day imedi ately after true-up cutoff.

MR. SCHULTE: Judge, CGoogle has a pending
objection to the data that Staff attenpted to enter into
the evidence during their live supplenental direct
related --

THE COURT: Are you tal king about A and B?

MR. SCHULTE: Yes. B in particular. And there
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was some di scussion on where the information in the third
box on Attachnent B was comng fromand it was this 3.190
rul e that counsel for Staff referenced that was a post
pre-filed-testinony, post true-up-period information that
| think Staff received in Septenber. And so that was the
basis of our objection and we seemto be going back into
that territory now.

M5. JOHNSON: May | offer a brief response,

Your Honor ?

THE COURT: Yeah, give ne just a second. And,
and you're essentially tal king about the comm ssion's
duty to analyze in setting rates all relevant factors.

M5. JOHNSON: Yes, | do believe it's a pretty
broad di scretion.

THE COURT: I'mgoing to let you continue with
this Iine of questioning for a little while, but | want
you to try and tie it to the stip.

M5. JOHNSON: Sure.

MR LUTZ: If there's a question, would you
restate it please?

BY M5. JOHNSON:

Q Yeah, absolutely. I"'mtrying to recall what it
was. My question was about the information that we would
be, in your words, reaching out into the future to

Include in setting rates in a particular case like this
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one, and the difference between your suggested treatnent
of the ESA contracts and the |large |oad values that are
I ncluded in those contracts and how that is different and
shoul d not be included per your thought or the greater
risk was included with that as opposed to the known costs
that are to the conpany's benefit |ike fuel contracts or
| abor contracts that reach out into the future and are
included in a rate case.

THE COURT: Can you shorten that just a bit?

MS. JOHNSON: Sure.

THE COURT: Thank you.

M5. JOHNSON: Yeah, absolutely.

BY MS. JOHNSON:

Q Is it only whenever reaching out into the
future is that the conpany's benefit that it is
appropriate to do so?

A. |, | hope not. You know, |'m answering on
behal f of the conpany, but ny, ny reach tends to be a
rate design cost of service person. But it's ny
under st andi ng that we are seeki ng bal ance between any
kind of forward |look that all factors are considered so
that the comm ssion can nmake the best judgnent.

| know M. lves made a comment that if we're

going to fundanentally change the historic process that
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maybe we need to seek sonething else -- fornula rates or
forward test years or other nmechanisns that are better
designed to respond in that situation. But it, it would
be ny intent to seek bal ance between costs, revenues, in
any respect.

Q And so as M. lves suggested that we would
maybe need to | ook at nore forward-I|ooking approaches to
rate design. Does the solution in the neantine result in
t he conpany suggesting that the comm ssion ignore known
and neasurable quantities |ike the |arge increased |oad
of these entities that is contracted for?

M5. HANSEN:. Judge, | would just object because
t he question m scharacterized prior testinony.

M5. JOHNSON: This was testified to --

THE COURT: How did it m scharacterize it,
pl ease?

M5. HANSEN. The summary of M. lves's
testinmony is not accurate at the beginning of the
guesti on.

THE COURT: What was inaccurate about it?

MR. HANSEN: That she suggested that M. Ives
testified that the comm ssion should be forward-I ooking
In future ratenmaking processes, and he just sinply
di scussed possible alternatives to the current ratenaking

regi ne.

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

THE COURT: You didn't endorse anyt hing.
MR. HANSEN. That's right, sir.
M5. JOHNSON: Apol ogies. | can rephrase.
THE COURT: Pl ease.

BY MS. JOHNSON:

Q M. lves suggested it is a possibility for the
conm ssion to nove to a nore forward-|ooking idea of
rat emaki ng. What happens and who bears the risk if we
I gnore those things between now and t hen?

A. It's nmy opinion that the earnings-sharing
mechani sm conti nues to provide a backstop for any kind of
concerns. Then on top of that, | think historically the
comm ssion and any party would -- is it called a show
cause maybe order? I'mtrying to renenber the word for
it. | defer to legal onit. But there are ways to
conpel us to cone in if there's sone concern of
over ear ni ng.

| think there's mechanisns in place today that
woul d allow us to proceed until sone other nechani sm
m ght be derived. But | don't see a immedi ate burden or
risk to our situation.

Q Is there a clawback provision that would all ow
themto cone back out of rate base if they are spread
across rate base now?

A. Wiat i1s in rate base?

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

Q The costs of these large loads. Al costs that
are brought in and spread across rate base. |Is there a
cl awback provision to take --

MR FI SCHER Your Honor, | think we're
venturing beyond any questions that were asked fromthe
bench or from other counsel.

M5. JOHNSON: 'l w thdraw that question,

Judge. Thank you.
BY M5. JOHNSON:

Q | have one nore kind of unrelated and about DRs
and non-case subm ssions. Earlier, Google's counsel
mentioned the 3.190 data that Ms. Lange had testified
about and their standing objection to it --

A.  Yes.

MR. FI SCHER Yeah, there's another objection
comng too. It's way beyond.

THE COURT: Wy don't you hold your objection
until she finishes the question?

MR. FI SCHER: | apol ogi ze.

THE COURT: Go ahead, Ms. Johnson.

BY M5. JOHNSON:

Q M question is specifically about the tim ng.
So, do you recall that testinony, specifically that Staff
didn't have the information until Septenber?

A. | recall that testinony.
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Q Are you famliar wth when the conpany gets
that information?

A. Referring to the 3.190 data?

Q NMm hmm

A. Yeah, it's, | believe, like a 30-day | ag maybe
bet ween when it occurs and when it's submtted to the
comm ssion, | believe.

Q So it would be your testinony that the conpany
doesn't have al nost |ive know edge of that information?
Li ke (indiscernible) increnmental |oad information.

A.  For what, what-- let ne ask you first for what
pur pose? The data m ght exist in a systemor a neter or
sonepl ace, but to inply that we have |ike a dashboard on
our screen that lights up is probably not true. So, what
cont ext ?

Q I think that's plenty.

A, Kay.
Q | don't think I need anything further
A Well the -- | nean, the 3.190 data is, in ny

opi nion, not intended to be rate nmaking data. So | nean

the reliance on that is problematic in and of itself.

Q For rate nmaking?
A. Yes. And to informrate nmaking, even.
Q So the comm ssion should ignore that know edge?
A. No. | think they should seek to clarify what
(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
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It says before they use it.
Q Understood. Thank you for the clarification

M5. JOHNSON: Your Honor, | have sone
i nformation here that 1'd like to approach with, and |I am
going to ask that it be admtted at the concl usion of
this. It is a non-case subm ssion, which has a non-case
subm ssion nunber. |Is that sonething that you would
prefer to take notice of its existence and availability
in EFIS or would you prefer that | distribute and lay the
foundation with M. Lutz?

MR, FI SCHER: Judge, | don't think the
comm ssioners have asked that question, anything rel ated
to that.

THE COURT: | understand, M. Fischer. One
question at a tine. | think the Comm ssion could do
either. | think it could take adm nistrative notice of
such a filing or it could take it into evidence with
foundation. I, | think obviously it has got -- there's
got to be an opportunity for objections as this cones up.
So, | think what 1'd prefer you to do is rather than
focusing on howit's going to cone in, if it's going to
come in, is just approach him give it to him ask your
questions, and then we'll deal with objections as they
cone.

M5. JOHNSON:. Thank you for the direction,
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Judge. | appreciate that perm ssion to approach?
THE COURT: Pl ease.
(Ms. Johnson approaches the bench)
MR. LUTZ: Thank you.
THE COURT: But again, I'll be interested to
see how this relates to the stipul ation.
M5. JOHNSON: Woul d you like ne to address that
now antici pating the objections fromnore than one party?
THE COURT: No, I'd just like to take the
obj ections as they cone. And I'Il allow you to respond.
M5. JOHNSON: Thank you.
BY M5. JOHNSON:

Q M. Lutz, we've tal ked about non-case
subm ssions and that 3.190 data that is submtted. Do
you recogni ze the docunent in front of you as a
representation of that in EFIS?

A. | do recogni ze.

Q And are you famliar with the information
that's included in the 3.190 data?

A.  Yes, Chapter 3.190 covers generation resource
availability and incident reporting and such. And then,
this data elenent is appended to that.

Q And the reporting requirenent for that, is that
sonet hi ng that EMM does annual | y?

A. | believe this is nonthly for this data.
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Q Correct. Thank you.

M5. JOHNSON: At this time, | would nove to
admt -- | think we are up to 177 -- no, 178, excuse ne.
" msorry, Judge. W m ght have to check the exhibit
nunbering, but | would nove to admt the docunent
provi ded the non-case subm ssion of BE GR 2027-0117 into
evidence as a Staff exhibit at this tine.

THE COURT: Any obj ections?

MR. FI SCHER: Yes, Your Honor. | woul d object
on the grounds that this is not relevant to any
stipulation that's being discussed on the record
proceeding. |'d al so object on the grounds that the
comm ssion has already struck fromthe record, from M.
Lange's testinony, the paragraph that discussed this
data, and now, she's just trying to put the raw data in
underneath as a way to get around the fact that the
conm ssion has struck that data.

M5. JOHNSON: Your Honor, this is specifically
different data than what was included and struck from M.
Lange's testinony. Additionally, the conversation of the
ESAs and the | oad of the large custoners is an ongoing
conversation. It is part of what the conm ssioners have
asked about ongoing. It is a discussion that is
I npossible to take away froma stipulation that would

have an inpact on the literal rates that are set for
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| arge | oad custoners.

And we have a way to cal cul ate those and know
what they're going to be because we know what the
contracts say their capacity will at |least be. This data
hitting agai nst those contracts is absolutely what the
comm ssion should consider and it is highly related. |I'm
not sure how you separate them

MR. SCHULTE: |, | object to counsel attenpting
to testifying regarding the data and I would join
Evergy's objection to this informati on as exactly what
was di scussed and struck from Ms. Lange's conform ng
direct testinony at the top of page 7, which was
specifically about data froma Rule 3.190 report that was
after the testinony -- pre-filed testinony in this case,
and beyond the test year, and with no opportunity for
proper response in rebuttal pre-filed testinony.

MR. JABRA: Judge, if | may. It's
adm ni strative, not an objection. You have been, |
bel i eve, using new exhibit nunbers for those proceedi ngs?

THE COURT: That's correct. | wasn't going to
use the one Staff had offered, but --

MR. JABRA: Yeah, | think it'd probably be
Staff one.

THE COURT: That's correct. But we hadn't
gotten that far yet.
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MR. JABRA: |I'msorry then.

THE COURT: That's okay. Gve ne just a mnute
to look this over. M. Schulte, top of what page?

MR, SCHULTE: Page 7 of the conform ng direct
testi nony of Sarah Lange.

THE COURT: Thank you. Ms. Johnson, woul d you
explain to ne howthis is different? Because when we're
| ooking at the testinony that was struck, we're
di scussing the first hour of July 1st, which is what
you' re discussing right now, which is what happens
i mmedi ately after the true-up ended. So, howis this --
you said this is different data. Whay is this different?

M5. JOHNSON: Apol ogi es, Judge. | believe that
Ms. Lange had used a one nonth prior and we were using
one nonth after. Regardless of what nonth it is, | do
believe that this neets the requirenents of a business
record and should be admtted regardl ess.

THE COURT: Wiy is this relevant to the
stipulation? I"'mnot following. Is this relevant to the
stipul ati on because you say the stipulation doesn't
consider it?

M5. JOHNSON: It's relevant to the stipulation
because if the stipulation were to be accepted and put
into place. W have the ability to know what the | oads

are going to be at a certain point because of the ESAs.
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And further than the ESAs, we have real, actual data that
tells us what they are, and that is what they will Dbe.
So, the comm ssion should be able to apply this
information to the stipulation and understand what these
rates will do.

THE COURT: M. Fischer (indiscernible) say
sonet hi ng.

MR FI SCHER You know, | forgot ny objection,
but it's clearly now what they're suggesting is that this
Is the data that Ms. Langey had used in her testinony.
And it was struck fromthe record because we' ve gone
beyond the test year. That's what the argunent was, but
the reason why it was struck fromthe record is it was
Inserted after the fact whenever they had the
opportunity, and they pulled it out of a conm ssion
record nonths after the true-up period.

THE COURT: The majority of that is outside the
t rue- up.

M5. JOHNSON: | think whenever there --

THE COURT: There were no discrete adjustnents
made for this?

M5. JOHNSON: | think that's the issue. The
stipul ati on does not acknow edge this at all. And it is
known. The discrete adjustnent is just one nechani sm

but whenever considering this information regardless of
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whet her Ms. Lange brought it up, regardless of what she
wanted to use it for. | nean they're not including it
for annualization purposes. This information needs to be
i ncluded. | understand that it's outside the test year
and we reach out all the tine.

MR, SCHULTE: W woul d renew our objection and
based on Staff counsel's explanation, the request that
the conm ssion rely on data that was not previously
entered into the record during the pre-filed testinony
phase of the proceeding. The fact that this data has not
been provided with any context is, M. Lutz testified,
was context is necessary for the data before the
comm ssion use it. The normal process of a rate case is
to provide context for data and to enter this data at
this very late stage in the proceeding with no
opportunity to provide that context through other
W thesses' testinony is very problematic and that is the
basis for our objection.

THE COURT: We're going to take about a 15
mnute recess while | sort this out.

(O f the record.)

THE COURT: |'ve had a chance to | ook this over
briefly. Wien | struck Sarah Lange's testinony in regard
tothis, it was direct testinony, and it was struck

essentially for two reasons. One reason is sone of the
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Information there the comm ssion did not |ike how that
I nformati on was acquired. The other information | struck
because it was not knowabl e when she filed her original
direct or when she filed her conform ng direct.

However, that's not the case with this. This
Is not direct testinony. I'mgoing to take
adm ni strative or official notice of what |'mgoing to
call Staff's Exhibit 1, and that'll be admtted on to the
record, and the parties are wel cone to argue against the
wei ght of that.

(Staff's Exhibit 1 was received into evidence.)

MR. SCHULTE: Judge Cd ark, | have concerns. |
don't know how to find the original version of this
docunent on EFIS. | don't think |I have access to it.
It's a non-case subm ssion. | think only Staff has
access to it. | don't even know what the --

THE COURT: Well, if it's going to be an
exhibit, we're going to have to nmake it available to you,
obvi ousl y.

MR. SCHULTE: Are we naking the native version
of the Excel file avail able?

THE COURT: Let's get into the weeds. Let's
tal k about that. Wat could be available to them w thout
breaki ng rul es?

M5. JOHNSON. We certainly could nmake it
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avai l abl e the entire Excel file.

THE COURT: Doesn it need to be kept
confidential in any way, shape, or form or should it?

M5. JOHNSON: | believe that that would be up
to the conpany's discretion. It's their information.

MR, SCHULTE: It has to be highly confidential.
It's custonmer specific data, | think. | don't even know
If 1t's customer specific data. | don't think we've laid
even the foundation on what these are.

THE COURT: Not | acking foundation if I'm
taki ng adm ni strative noti ce.

So, how do we get that to the other parties so
that they have access to it, and yet it is highly
confidential? Can that be filed with that designation in
the case so parties nmay access it?

M5. JOHNSON: |'m concerned that the Excel file
m ght be too large. So we have ways that we typically
share during discovery. So I'mimgining that it wll
have to be one of those ways if it's not just available
in EFIS to them 1'Il have to talk with the data center
teamto see if access could be carved out for them

THE COURT: Well, I'mtaking it into evidence.
|"mgoing to leave it to Staff to be sure that they get
it, okay?

M5. JOHNSON: Understood. Thank you, Judge.
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THE COURT: All right.

MR, SCHULTE: There are a dozen Excel files
listed on this printout. Wat Excel files are we talking
about taking adm nistrative notice of?

THE COURT: | was taking adm nistrative notice
of the exhibit, the piece of paper that he's holding in
his hand. Is that correct? |I'mnot going beyond that.
Am | ?

M5. JOHNSON: That's correct. Staff doesn't
see a need to go beyond that, but if it is necessary, we
can certainly provide the information that the conpany
provi des when they do the 3.190 reporting. Al of this
information, all of these files cane fromthe conpany to
EFIS, to the comm ssion --

THE COURT: But the information you're talKking
about, the information you want to get in, the
i nformati on you want ne to take notice of, that's all on
t hat piece of paper, right?

MS. JOHNSON: Yes.

THE COURT: M. Schulte, is there a reason that
you woul d need sonet hi ng outside that piece of paper?

MR, SCHULTE: | can't even see the full colums
at the top of the page, so I'mnot sure how to interpret
this piece of paper.

THE COURT: Can you neke the paper and any
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I nformati on necessary to interpret it available to the
ot her parties?

MS. JOHNSON:  Yes.

THE COURT: M. Schulte, that information wl|
be nade available to you, okay? Go ahead, Staff.

M5. JOHNSON: Thank you, Judge. | have no
further questions for M. Lutz, but | do have a request
for sone clarification on related information and when
woul d be the appropriate tinme for that.

THE COURT: Well, you can't throw that out just
mysteriously expect nme to know. You have to tell ne what
it is for nme to decide what we can do with it.

M5. JOHNSON:. Apologies. | was | eaving space
for you to allow M. Lutz to step down, if | amthe | ast
in the line of cross for him

THE COURT: Well, there's redirect.

M5. JOHNSON: Okay, thank you. | can wait for
my clarification until we're done with M. Lutz. Thank
you.

THE COURT: You're done with your cross based
upon comm Sssi on questions?

M5, JOHNSON:  Yes.

THE COURT: Any redirect fromthe conpany?

MR. FISCHER: Just a little bit, Your Honor.
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REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR FI SCHER

Q M. Lutz, do you recall the discussion about
the 3.19 (sic) information?

A | do.

Q And are you generally famliar with the 3.19
I nformati on?

A | am

Q I'mgoing to ask you anot her question. But if
your answer needs to be in canera, will you tell us that?

A1 will.,

Q Inits revenue adjustnent in this case, do you
think Staff has relied upon the peak demand i nformation
In this docunent appropriately?

A. | do not.

Q Wuld you explain why?

A.  Yes. So, first, to set the context for what
this data represents under 3.190, if you roll back the
clock (indiscernible), it was at one tine the conpany
just providing a jurisdictional sales anmpbunt that could
be used to | ook at the generation. There was a
rul emaki ng, and that was changed to be class-|level data
I nstead of jurisdictional. So, in executing this
reporting the conpany basically just accunul ates the

kil owatt hour sales for each class and presents it on
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this report.

And so as you | ook at the headi ngs across the
third page of the exanple, you will see the rates of the
conpany. And so, if we start in the mddle, there's one
LGAE secondary, for exanple, and this will -- these
nunbers represent the accunul ated kil owatt hours for all
the custoners under that rate. Wat is happening is that
on the far right, there's only one custoner present in
t hat col um.

THE COURT: Can you hold on just a second?

MR. LUTZ: Yeah.

THE COURT: Can | get a copy of the exhibits?

MS. JOHNSON: Yeah.

MR LUTZ: And | think this is the point where
"1l need to go in canera for a nmonent if | may?

THE COURT: Just go in canmera. Please. Thank

you. |I'mnot taking your only copi es.










|
THE COURT: Yeah, hold on. | was trying to

think if | have some questions, but | think | can do m ne
W t hout staying in canera. Go ahead. (Indiscernible)
cone out of camera.
BY MR FI SCHER
Q Ddthe Staff contact you about the possible
use of this data in the rate case?
A.  No.

Q Is it anywhere in the discovery in the rate

case?
A.  No.
Q It wasn't -- no, |I'll leave it at that.

MR, FISCHER: That's all | have, Judge.

THE COURT: Thank you. | just have a couple of
questions. Now, you said it was not useful for certain
calculations. Is it useful for just -- | think what
Staff was putting forward was nore of a higher-I ower
thing. Is it useful for that? | nmean if you just want
to tell nore consunption, |ess consunption?

MR, LUTZ: Sure. | nmean it could be
directionally correct.

THE COURT: Isn't part of the reason for the
whol e sharing nmechanismthe idea that you don't know

exactly what's going to happen with revenues. You don't
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know, and so you're trying to deal with what if we're
Wr ong?

MR LUTZ: | believe that's fair. |I nean |I've
used the phrase "backstop" a couple of tines and, and
"1l stand by that phrasing that, you know, in sone
respects we, we have -- we have to allow things to happen
In sone respects, and, and this will keep us from goi ng
too far.

THE COURT: And | apologize. | didn't nean to
cut you off.

MR, LUTZ: No, you're good.

THE COURT: But | amright at the end of the
day. The need for this is wholly created by uncertainty,
correct?

MR LUTZ: | believe that's fair.

THE COURT: Thank you. Any cross based upon ny
questi ons? Googl e?

MR. SCHULTE: No questions. Thank you.

THE COURT: Vel vet ?

M5. BELL: No, Your Honor. Thank you.

THE COURT: MECG?

MR. LYSKOASBKI : No questions.

THE COURT: Renew?

M5. MERS: No questi ons.

THE COURT: Public Counsel ?
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MR, POSTON: Thank you. No.
THE COURT: Comm ssion Staff?
M5. JOHNSON: Yeah, | would just like to
clarify one thing, Judge. Thank you.
RE- CROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY MS. JOHNSON.

Q M. Lutz, the uncertainty in the 3.190 data and
the uncertainty about future | oads, do you feel that the
ESAs are uncertain?

A. | would certainly repeat ny testinony from
earlier, and ny answer to you earlier that they're
subject to change. | can definitely tell you that with
certainty, that there are provisions within the | arge
load tariff itself that allow all of those nunbers to be
revised. So nmaybe at its core, | would say that, that
coul d be equated wth uncertainty.

Q And do you have anything you can point to that
woul d indicate a trend for these particul ar custoners,
for Custoner A, of anything other than an escal ati on?

MR. FlI SCHER: Your Honor, | don't think |I heard
anything fromthe bench along this line. I'll object on
t hat ground.

M5. JOHNSON:. Judge, you asked about up or
down.

THE COURT: No, | agree. Overrul ed.
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MR LUTZ: So I'll point you back to this

exhi bit and, and maybe not calling out any nunbers but if
you woul d just | ook at the series of nunbers across this
two-day period, you'll see a variation that's down from
| ooking at it correctly. So -- | nean, just based on the
data that | have in hand, this would say the | oads coul d
go down.
BY MS. JOHNSON:

Q But this is the data that's not reliable,

right?
A. Well, for rate-making purposes, yeah, but |
mean, | -- this is neter data, so it's indicative to nyA

-- to nmy conmment back to the regulatory |law judge that it
IS probably directionally fair but | think wthin any
given tinme period you could see fluctuations. So, |
think it's -- you have to be careful with how you use it.
Q Sure. So, if you were to take the 3.190 data
and get a nonthly value fromthat, and it showed a
significant trend upward as consistent with the nunbers
in the ESAs, would you say that that would be accurate?
A If it were ne, as a practitioner, | would go to
the bills. | mean -- | think the bills are where the
buck stops. That's where everything is aligned with
revenues and purpose. The 3.190 is a rapid -- a nonthly

report, and so it's done out of efficiency to just get

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

data turned around. The billing is subject to nuch

hi gher |evels of control purpose. | would rely on
billing if it were ne to, to indicate any directional
novenent .

Q And so, we don't necessarily have the bills in
this record, certainly, right?

A. But they would be nonthly, as is this data.

So, | nmean, they, they all else being equal, they'd be
ki nd of the sane.

Q But you agree we don't have themyet?

A For?

Q In this record.

A. Correct, because the test year was the -- or
the true-up period ended in June, where that custoner was
still under a mninumbill, | believe.

Q Soif the bills are the nost reliable thing
that you, as a practitioner, would go to, and you don't
have those, should we do nothing with any of the other
I nformation that we have?

MR FISCHER ['ll object on the grounds it's
just very vague. Wo are we tal king about?

MR. LUTZ: | nmean in, in the context of --
sorry.

M5. JOHNSON: | can withdraw the question.
It's fine. Nothing further.

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

THE COURT: Any redirect based on ny questions?
MR. FI SCHER Yes, just very briefly.
REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR FI SCHER

Q The Judge asked you about the uncertainty of
the world, | think, and al so the sharing mechani sm

A Yes.

Q Was that taken into consideration by the
conpany when it affirmatively came forward and sai d,
"We're okay with doing a sharing nechanismif it's done
appropriately"?

A.  Yeah, that's ny understandi ng, yes.

Q And we have one already in place for Evergy in
Kansas, correct?

A. Correct, yes.

Q And that goes directly to the issues |ike that

i n Kansas?
A. Correct.
MR, FISCHER: That's all | have, Judge.

THE COURT: Thank you, M. Fischer. Evergy, do
you have any other witnesses you'd like to call in
service of the stipulation?

MR. FI SCHER Judge, | think I'd rather just
suggest we do have other wtnesses that are in the rate

design area, that if you had sone questions we'd be happy
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to bring themup. G aham Janes particularly would be

that witness, or if you have questions on any of the

ot her stipulations that we haven't addressed, we're happy
to bring up another witness, so. G herwise, | don't have
any W tnesses.

THE COURT: And | can't think off the top of ny
head. Gve ne a few mnutes. |I'll reserve the right to
call him

M5. JOHNSON: Pardon me, Your Honor. If it
woul d be hel pful, Staff can offer a list of the wtnesses
they have available as well. | believe that the parties
are in agreenent, or were to waive cross but for
conmm ssi on questions. So, if the conm ssion would |ike
to know which witnesses Staff have available for the
remai nder of the stips and also for LLPS and rate design.
Ch, sorry, maybe that's premature. W still have live
testinmony for rate design from Ms. Lange.

THE COURT: | nmay address it after that.

M5. JOHNSON: Thank you.

THE COURT: Who woul d be able to answer
questi ons about custoner prograns for Evergy?

MR. FISCHER: | would guess that M. Ives would
be our best witness. W can get the -- well, we could
try to get another witness, but -- Ch, I'"'msorry, M.

@unn. | forgot about M. Gunn. He is famliar with
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t hose.

MR, LUTZ: If it happens to be batteries or
solar, that could be ne.

MR. FlI SCHER: Yeabh.

THE COURT: M. Lutz, you can step down. Thank
you.

MR, SCHULTE: Judge one thing. Is Exhibit
Staff 1 confidential?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR, SCHULTE: W would request that it's highly
confidenti al .

THE COURT: Granted. Highly confidential.

MR. SCHULTE: Thank you.

THE COURT: And so, Staff, when you file it,
file it with that designation.

MS. JOHNSON: W I do.

THE COURT: | let you determ ne who woul d be
the best witness for the fixed-charge di scount?

MR FISCHER | would respectfully suggest that
M. Gunn woul d be the right guy.

THE COURT: M. @Gunn, would you take the stand,
pl ease? We're tal ki ng about prograns. Go ahead.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY M5. JOHNSON.

Q Afternoon!
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A.  Afternoon.

Q So the fixed charge discount was not offered in
the custonmer programstipulation. | understand the
affordability workshop is still ongoing. It seens |ike
that program has pretty good perfornmance neasures for
other utilities. Talk ne through Evergy's position on
t hat program

A Wll, w're, we're against it for -- | nean,
first of all because of the cost, but also, secondly,
what -- the eligibility. One of the things we were
trying to do with the prograns was expand eligibility for
ot her custoners. The eligibility for that would have
stacked prograns in LIHEAP, LIHEAP eligibility -- upon
LI HEAP eligibility, so we thought the alternative would
be to direct sone of those dollars nore towards the
expansi on of the other prograns.

There's a band directly above kind of the
LIHEAP eligibility of, of, of custoners that aren't
eligible for LIHEAP, but still could be a beneficiary of,
of ERP and sone of -- and sonme of the other prograns.

So, so as a trade-off to the custoner charge, one --

other than -- and, and we can get nore specific but there
are other cost issues with that. | have not done the

math on that, so I, | would have to get back to you, but,
but the idea is that we would -- we woul d expand
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eligibility of, of -- for exanple, the ERP programrather
than do the custoner waiver charge because we wanted to
reach that kind of just above LIHEAP eligibility group of
cust oners.

Q ©Cot it. And talk nme through -- there's another
programthinking of for a different regulated utility
that hel ps pay off arrearages as the custoner nakes
payments. | don't recall a simlar programfor Evergy.

A. The closest thing is probably the ERP, the
Econom ¢ Recovery Program whatever it is, is to help --
to help custoners that, that get behind in their bills.
And we've, we've added -- we've added noney to that
programin order to be able to help deal with sone of the
expanded potential eligibility of that program

Q Geat. One question about the program does it
all ow for arrearage forgiveness when you're mnaking
positive paynents toward your bill, toward your
arrearage?

A. Honestly, that would be a question for probably
Kati e McDonal d (phonetic) but we can provide that
i nformation for you in our brief.

Q Thank you. That'd be great.

A.  Yeah, absolutely.

THE COURT: Any questions based upon comm Ssion

questi ons? Googl e?
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MR, SCHULTE: No questions. Thank you.
THE COURT: Vel vet?
M5. BELL: No questions. Thanks.
THE COURT: MECG?
MR, LYSKOWBKI: No questi ons.
THE COURT: Public Counsel ?
MR. POSTON: Thank you. No.
THE COURT: Staff?
M5. HANSEN: No. Thank you.
THE COURT: Evergy?
MR FI SCHER: Just briefly.
CROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY MR FlI SCHER:
Q M. @unn, were you in the hearing roomwhen we
visited with Dr. Mark about the prograns or not?
A. | think that may have been on the Wdnesday
that I was not in the hearing.
Q | appreciate that. That m ght be right. Do
you recall reading his testinony? | think he may have
testified about that, that the program-- the custoner
charge wai ver program woul d have a soft cap?
A 1'll take your word for it. I don't recall
that specifically, but I"'msure that's in the testinony.
Q Wwell, if it's a-- let nme just represent that

that's what he said. Whuld it be inportant at whatever
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If the conm ssion did adopt a programlike that then it
woul d be specified and that woul d be revenue requirenent
noney added so that you could fund that progranf

MR, SCHULTE: Judge, I'mgoing to object. It's
goi ng beyond the scope of the chair's questions?

MR. FI SCHER: | thought she asked about the
program Judge.

THE COURT: Hold on. Sorry |'mthinking back
t hrough the questions. Overrul ed.

MR. GUNN. Can | ask? Are you tal king about
t he custoner waiver charge?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. GUNN: Yeah, absolutely, that woul d be part
of the -- those would be -- those would be dollars that
woul d be included in the -- in the waiver requirenent.
So, to have that nunber would be inportant.

BY MR FI SCHER:

Q So are you famliar with his suggestion that
perhaps it'd be $6 mllion, as a soft cap is what he
said, | believe. Are you famliar at all with his
testi nony?

A I, | believe that's correct.

Q And it would be 50/50. He said it could be.

"Il just represent to you that he suggested the record

will verify it that it could be as nmuch as $11.5 million

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

or $11 mllion.

A I, I, I was not here, but I wll -- 1 wll --
have no reason to di spute that.

Q If the custoners and sharehol ders split that
equal |y, that would be how nmuch noney?

A. You're naking nme do math. There would be five

and a half mllion dollars in addition to the
approximately -- | think it's approximately $3 m|li on.
That's -- it's a total of $6 mllion for the other

prograns, so that would be an addition to those dollars
out of the -- for the revenue requirenent.

MR FISCHER That's all | have, judge.

THE COURT: Thank you. M. Gunn, you can step
down.

MR. GUNN: Thanks.

THE COURT: You said you have no nore w tnesses
at this tinme unless we have questi ons.

MR. FI SCHER' Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. Staff?

M5. JOHNSON. At this point in time, | believe,
Staff would call Sarah Lange, and we would need to do a
little bit of attorney shuffling if you don't m nd.

THE COURT: Go right ahead.

(Ms. Johnson noves fromthe bench).

THE COURT: Ms. Lange, would you raise your
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right hand to be sworn. Do you solemly swear or affirm
that the testinony you're about to give at this on the
record is the truth?

M5. LANGE: Yes.

SARAH LANGE,
of | awful age, being produced, sworn, and exam ned
testified as foll ows:

THE COURT: Pl ease be seated. And state and
spell your name for the court reporter?

M5. LANCE: Sarah Lange, S-A-R-A-H L-A-N-GE.

THE COURT: Thank you. Go ahead, Staff.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY M5. HANSEN:

Q M. Lange, by whom are you enployed and i n what
capacity?

A I'"'man economst in the tariff and rate design
departnent of the industry analysis division of the Staff
of the Mssouri Public Service Conmm ssion.

Q Are you the sane Sarah Lange who adopted Marina
Gonzal ez rebuttal testinony and surrebuttal in this case,
mar ked as Exhibits 133 and 153, respectively?

A.  Yes.

Q Have you famliarized yourself with these
testinoni es?

A. Yes.
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Q Is the information in these testinonies true
and accurate to your know edge and belief?

A.  Yes.

Q And | believe | may have mi ssed a question. Do
you have any changes or corrections to this testinony?

A. Not that I'"'maware of at this tine.

M5. HANSEN:. Judge Clark, | offer Marina
Gonzal ez rebuttal testinony Exhibit 133, public version
and surrebuttal testinony; Exhibit 153, public and
confidential versions and tender. And | do have a couple
of direct questions for her as well.

BY M5. HANSEN:
Q M. Lange, did --

THE COURT: Hold on, hold on. you're wanting
to admt this testinony on the record or for the
evidentiary hearing? How are we doing this?

M5. HANSEN: It was ny understanding that this
was the live testinony. So, if you would prefer, | can
offer it when we do our cleanup.

THE COURT: Yeah, why don't we do that with
cl eanup and go ahead and ask your questi ons.

M5. HANSEN:. Apol ogi es.

THE COURT: No, thank you. I'"'mglad it cane to

my attention.
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BY MS. HANSEN:

Q M. Lange, did EMMrequest interclass revenue
responsibility shifts in direct testinony?

A. They did not. The stipulation -- the, the
position statenent of Metro and MECG in this case
concerning rate design is a change for Metro's direct
position, which was for an equal percentage increase
anong the cl asses.

Q ©Ddthe fact that EMM did not request revenue
shifts inpact Staff's decision not to do a CCOS study in
direct?

A It did. ACCOS study -- it, it takes a lot of
time and effort to do a good CCOS study and a | ot of good
data. It's, it's easy to do a bad study and it's hard to
do a neaningful study is the easy way of saying it. And
when the utility is not requesting changes in class
responsibilities, that, in addition to the reasons that |
di scussed in ny direct testinony and in the Staff CCOS
report, are anong the reasons that Staff didn't put that
time and effort into a CCOS study in this case.

Q Can you discuss the rate restructuring and how
It relates to the class cost-of-service and billing
det er m nant s?

A.  Yes. Unfortunately, this gets really

conplicated really quickly. So it is very unusual to
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have a case where a utility restructures its rates. And
what | nmean by that is what Metro requested in this case
Is going to result in custoners who were SGS custoners
becom ng MES custoners, custoners who are MSS custoners
becom ng SGS custoners, custoners who are MGS custoners
becom ng LGS custoners, custonmers who are LGS custoners
becom ng MES custoners, custoners who are LGS custoners
becom ng LPS custoners, and, and LPS custoners becom ng
LGS custoners.

So, in addition to those novenents anong the
cl asses, Evergy has al so requested changes in the demands
used to bill those custoners, and has introduced changes
In how energy is billed anong those custoners.

And so while we've got in one of the
stipul ations, an agreenent between Evergy and the Staff,
to what revenues are produced by current custoners and
current classes at current rates, there is no useful
information in this record about where custoners are
going to nove to, and what their demands w il be for
pur poses of cal cul ating demand charges for each of those
nonresi denti al classes, nor do we have the information
about once those custoners nove, what hours their energy
usage falls in that is necessary for calculating the time
rel ated conponents of the rates that Evergy has requested

and that are agreed to in the stipulation -- I'msorry,
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In the position statenment between Metro and MECG

So it's a convoluted answer, | know, but all of
these things are so intertwned. We couldn't do a CCOS
i n the beginning of the case because we knew these
custoners woul d be noving. W recommended when we filed
the report -- we asked DRs before we filed the report
where these custoners noving and give us this
I nformation, not based on assunptions -- not based on
sonme assunption that in general on-peak demand is 1.1
percent hi gher whatever M. Grahamtestified -- M.
G aham Janes testified to, but actual information that we
woul d need to do a study and actual -- to do a CCOS
study, and then when we didn't get that in tinme, the
actual information that we would need to cal cul ate
appropriate rates at the conclusion of this case. Those
are really inportant things; is the calculation of
accurate rates at the conclusion of the case.

Q Is Staff recommendi ng that EMM rates not be
rai sed until next fall?

A. No. And, and respectfully, I think this was a
little bit confused during the openings or the comm ssion
questions during the openings. Staff's recommendation is
-- it's, it's -- there's -- there's multiple reasons for
this. Qur literal recommendation is take the existing

cl asses, the existing rate structures for non-
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residential, non-LLPS custoners, and increase them by the
percentage increase at the end of this case. Every rate
that's currently on the tariff books, you would nultiply
it by if it's a 5 percent increase, the newrate starting
January 2nd woul d be 105 percent of that current rate.

Then, do the work to calculate the
determ nants, hopefully Evergy has started that work.
There's no reason they shouldn't have started that work.
But whenever those rate tariffs are done, which hopefully
woul d be by January 2nd, may or may not be, but you woul d
I ndicate that those new restructured rate tariffs would
take effect sonetine |ater.

We don't want to introduce a rate structure
change, especially one this substantial and this reliant
on on-peak denmand. W don't want to introduce that in a
January, in a February, in a July or a June or an August.
W want to do that in a shoul der nonth.

| deally we let the custonmers know ahead of tine
that this change is comng, but we definitely don't want
to introduce a significant change in rate structure
during a peak nonth, but we are not saying that Evergy
doesn't get a rate increase until we get that opportunity
to introduce those revised rates -- restructured rates, |
shoul d say.

Q Does Staff consider LMP as the energy price for
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all load in all classes?

A. W do. Wien we are able to do a class cost-of-
service study, that is what we use, is we price out the,
the cost to serve load at the -- at the normalized LMPs,
which are different whether it's | oad versus generation.
But we, we price those out at the existing -- the
exi sting hourly |l oads, which again in this case are
subj ect to change as that restructuring occurs,
mul tiplied by the applicable | oad LM.

And in fact we have that information that was
included in ny -- it was included either the class cost
of service report or in the rebuttal report wth regard
to what classes like SGS, MGS and LGS -- what their
average cost of energy is as the classes are currently
constituted. So that, that is -- that is what it costs
to serve | oad when you are a participant in a, a
I ntegrated energy marketpl ace such as Evergy Metro is, as
you are purchasing all of the energy to serve your | oad
back at whatever your |oad LM is.

M5. HANSEN: Thank you very nuch. No further
guesti ons.

THE COURT: Thank you. Any cross-exan nation
from public counsel?

MR. POSTON: Thank you. No.

THE COURT: Any cross-exam nation from Renew
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M ssouri ?
M5. MERS: (No verbal response.)
THE COURT: That's a no. Velvet Tech?
MS. BELL: No questions.
THE COURT: Googl e?
CROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY MR SCHULTE:

Q Good afternoon, M. Lange.

A. Afternoon.

Q You discussed the use of LMPs for purposes of a
cl ass cost-of-service study. |Is that right?

A. That's what we do when we have the infornmation
and, and the ability with hourly loads to do class cost-
of -service study, correct. That's been our practice
since around 2014, 2015. | forget the exact year.

Q And the purpose of a class cost-of-service
study is to allocate the revenues that have been
establ i shed through the cost of service process, right?

A It's to establish the cost of service. The
revenues are typically directly assigned to the class
that those revenues were cal cul ated for.

Q | just want to clarify. So the use of the LMPs
that you were tal king about before, that was for a class
cost-of -service study, right?

A, Staff, in cases where the data is avail abl e,
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mul tiplies each class's hourly |oad by the applicable LM
and considers that the cost of service for energy for
each class in that class cost-of-service study.

Q Rght. That's all within a class cost-of-
servi ce study? That application of LMPs.

A. So that's consistent wwth how Staff's fuel
nodel has operated since at |east 2014 with the use of
the Pl exos nodel, which is a dispatch to price nodel as,
as Staff applies it. So in Staff's fuel nodeling, the,
the | oad generation --

Q Sorry, | think you're going beyond ny questi on.
The use of LMPs that you were tal king about. |'mjust
trying to determ ne whether that is a cost that is passed
through to the custoners or whether it is a tool that is
used in a class cost-of-service study?

A. That's what | was answering. It is both of
those things. So Staff's use of the LMPs within the
cl ass cost-of-service study is consistent wwth Staff's
use of LMPs within its fuel and production cost nodeling,
which is also consistent wwth Metro and other utilities'
use of LMPs within their fuel and production cost
nodel i ng.

Q So is your testinony that the | ocationa
margi nal prices are used to determne the cost of fuel

and purchase power that is in the rate base that is
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charged to custoners?

A. So you just said, "rate base." | think you
probably neant "cost of service." So with that
clarification, the, the termthat you used about fuel and
purchase power, that's, that's only parts of what goes
I nto, whether you're tal king about the accunul ated net
energy cost or whether you're tal king about the nunbers
that literally go into the revenue requirenent. So there
are -- there are three pieces.

There's the cost to serve |load, which is the
| oad for each hour times the LMP for each hour. There's
the fuel, which is the, the fuel dispatched within a
given --wthin a given party's production cost nodeling.
And there's the revenues received for that energy sol d.
So the net of those three things is sonetines referred to
as net fuel and purchase power. It's sonetines referred
to a lot of shorthands. But for a utility participating
In an integrated energy market such as Evergy Metro,
those are three separate val ues.

One of them changes with changes in | oad. The
other two do not directly change wth changes in | oad.
The one that changes with changes in load is the cost of
energy to serve load which is the hourly product of each
hour's energy and each hour's LMP at the | oad LMP which

Is different than the generation LMPs, which is a
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practice Staff has integrated into its fuel and
production cost nodeling since roughly 2018 or '19 or so
when the utilities started using nultiple |ocational
mar gi nal prices for generation versus | oad.

Q | don't think you're answering ny question to
be honest with you. |I'mjust asking, does Staff use day-
ahead whol esal e cost of energy represented by the LMP to
charge retail custoners for the cost of fuel and
pur chased power?

A.  Yes.

Q So that is Staff takes the whol esal e cost of
energy at an LMP, and that is reflected in the custoner's
bills?

A. Along with every other cost of service and
every ot her net revenue and every other input into a cost
of service calculation as divided by billing
determ nants, correct.

MR. SCHULTE: | don't have any further
guesti ons.

THE COURT: MECG?

MR. LYSKOWBKI : No questi ons.

THE COURT: Evergy?

MR, FI SCHER: Just briefly.
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CROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY MR FI SCHER:

Q M. Lange, has Staff encouraged Evergy in the
| ast several cases to think about nodernizing their rate
structure?

A Yes.

Q And they've done that in this case. Does Staff
object to the restructuring of the conpany's bright
i nes?

A. As we indicated in our direct testinony, we do
not object to the Bright Lines that were sel ected by
Ever gy.

Q And do you object to the conpany's energy tine
peri ods?

A We, we did, because of where we are in the
i nterest of the conpany having the ability to rapidly
nove forward with the necessary work to calcul ate rates
in this case. W dropped that position in order to, to
get the conpany to nove forward and, and doing the
customer mgration and billing determ nant study that's
necessary to cal cul ate rates.

So we, we definitely think the energy tine periods
could be better and that is detailed in ny direct
testinmony -- sorry, in the class cost-of-service report.

Q Do you object to the 15-m nute on-peak denmand
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with the winter period starting at 7:00 a.m?

A. W did not object to the 15-m nute denand.
Staff believes that a better tine period would begin at
6:00 a.m, but in response to the change in position of
Evergy noving that demand from demand w ndow starting at
8:00 a.m, noving at 7:00 a.m, Staff dropped that
objection in the interest of, of the utility proceeding
wthits billing determ nants and custonmer m gration
st udy.

Q Does Staff object to elimnating the all-
electric rates?

A This is a timng issue. So Staff does not
support the end use rates. Staff has objected to the
end-use rates for sone tinme. However, Staff believes it
woul d be appropriate to continue with those rates and the
current rates until the restructured rates take effect.

So, so back to the questions that the chair had

during Staff's opening. The, the position is get rid of
the all-electric rates, but don't do it in a way that's
going to catch custoners flat-footed, especially during a
peak billing season.

Q But ultimately, no matter when it's
I npl emented, you're not opposed to elimnating the all-
electric rates?

A. Correct.
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Q And is that true for raising tine-related
pricing for current custoners?

A. Could you ask that again?

Q Well, | was just trying to clarify, Staff does
not object to freezing the tine-related pricing for the
current custoners?

A. W are not opposed to freezing it. W are
opposed to the stipulation increase, especially how that
Interacts to, to create further reduction of the LLPS and
LPS ratio, which is not disclosed in the stipulation.

Q I|'ve gotten lost track, but are there about
three custoners on that rate, the TR rate?

A. I'mnot certain. There's, there's not a |ot,
but whether it's one, two, three, or four off the top of
ny head, | can't recall specific accounts versus
prem ses.

Q D d Staff happen to neet with the conpany's
rate design experts to tal k about the class cost-of -
service study that they filed in this case?

A. Could you ask that again?

Q Sure. Did the Staff neet with the rate design
experts over at Evergy when they filed their class cost-
of -service study in this case?

MR. JABRA: |'mgoing to object to that as

bei ng vague. | don't know who they are.
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THE COURT: (I ndiscernible) your question?
MR, FISCHER: | could try to clarify it.
BY MR FI SCHER:

Q D dyou neet with G aham Janes and Brad Lutz to
tal k about the class cost-of-service study that they
filed in this case?

MR, JABRA: |I'will renew the objection.
still don't know who "they" are.

MR. FISCHER: What did | say? | thought | said

THE COURT: | didn't hear "they" that tine.

Did I mss sonething? Because it sounded |i ke he just
asked w tness, Lange, whether she had net wth two ot her
people to discuss it.

MR. JABRA: Ri ght, whenever they filed a class
cost-of-service study. | don't know if he's referring to
Staff, or is he referring to the conpany's filing?

MR FISCHER: |I'mgoing to clarify that it's
the conpany | was aski ng about.

THE COURT: If you'll re-ask the question.

BY MR FI SCHER:

Q D dyou neet with the Evergy experts, Brad Lutz
and Graham Janes, after the conpany filed their class
cost-of-service study -- two studies, | guess, in M.

Janes' S testinony?
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A. | know we didn't discuss this in the rate
noder ni zati on work prior to the filing. | don't recall
neeting outside of those ordered by the comm ssion, in
terms of the technical conference and settl enent
conference with regard to rate design. W, we net with
regard to the, the rules revisions. | don't recall a
nmeeting on rate design or, or class cost-of-service.

Q So you wouldn't have net with themto talk
about billing determ nants, correct?

A. Billing determnants is different than a cl ass
cost - of -servi ce study.

Q Well sanme question then. Did you neet with
themto tal k about billing determ nants?

A. There were -- ny understanding is that there
was significant concern with the manner and tim ng of
Evergy's responses to sone billing determ nants data
requests, and | believe that there were sone neetings
that occurred. There was not that | can recall anything
related to -- there, there may -- | think there was a
conference call with nyself and Marina Gonzal ez and Jay
Lubert (phonetic), talking about the, the mgration
process and ascertaining that we understood it correctly.
But I, | wouldn't call that class cost-of-service, but
that m ght be what you're referring to.

Q Wwell, did you neet with themto just talk about
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billing determ nants?

A | did not -- |, | don't understand your
question, | guess.

Q Well | guess were you aware that they had
billing determ nants in support of their class cost-of-

servi ce study?

A. There were billing determnants that Staff
expressed concern in the testinony of Mrina Gonzal ez and
inthis -- the, the conpany cane up with things that they
called billing determ nants, and Staff does not believe
they foll owed the proper process to do that.

Q But is it incorrect to say that there are no
billing determ nants in this case?

A.  I'mparsing through the negatives there. Can
you restate that?

Q Perhaps. Is it incorrect to say that there are
no billing determnants in this case?

A. | don't think anyone said there's no billing
determ nants in this case.

MR. FI SCHER. Well, thank you. | m sunderstood
your counsel. Thank you. That's all the questions |
have.

THE COURT: Any conmi ssion questions? Ms.

Col eman, go ahead.

M5. COLEMAN. Thank you, Judge. | wanted to
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verify a question that | heard M. Fischer say a nonent
ago and Ms. Lange's answer. | think it had to do with
custoner mgration. Did you ask a question about that?
Can you rem nd nme what that --

MR. FI SCHER We've been tal king about that,
yeah.

M5. COLEVMAN. Wel |, specifically you used the
word mgration and there was a response, and | didn't get
t he question or the response.

MR. FI SCHER Can | ask, what was the question?
|'d be happy to do that?

M5. COLEMAN. Well, or just remnd ne what the
questi on was.

MR FISCHER: | think the Staff's position, as
| understand it, is that there should be about a year
delay in inplenmenting restructuring theg case so that the
conpany can do a custonmer mgration study.

M5. COLEMAN: And what was your response?

M5. LANGE: | don't recall that exact question
but that's not an accurate characterization of Staff's
posi tion.

M5. COLEMAN. Judge, may | get an answer from
her then in response his question.

THE COURT: O course. O course.

M5. COLEMAN: Thank you.
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M5. LANGE: So we don't think it wll take a
year to do a custoner mgration study, as, as was noted
in the Staff objection to the rate design stip. This is
work that if, if they are able to pull the custoner
information fromtheir billing system | would think this
shoul d take |l ess than a week to do if people devote the
time to it at Metro. W' ve been asking for themto do
that since July -- before July we asked for them-- the,
the, the dates that we asked themto do at our own
testinony.

It just needs to get done. It shouldn't be a
bi g deal. You know, if you're changing how custoners --
what cl asses custoners are served on, you're changing
what, what they're being billed -- what their -- what
their -- what characteristics you're billing on. You
just have to do that math. We, we just need themto do
that work with billing determnants -- I'msorry, with
custoner usage. That isn't from 2024, but w th custoner
usage that is coinciding wth the end of the true-up
peri od.

So we're saying take the 12-nonth ending July,
and query your system for which custoners woul d be on
whi ch class now that you're changi ng what classes they're
on, and tell us what their 15-m nute demands are by

class, tell us what their on-peak energy is by class,
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and, and just do that math to tie to the billing
determ nants that they stipulated to for the current
cl asses. This, this shouldn't be a big deal if
everybody's doing their jobs tinely and efficiently.

M5. COLEMAN: So I'mtrying to determne if
that type of study is nore preferable than a CCOS study.

M5. LANGE: So there, there are two different
things, and, I, | apologize, we throw the word study
around a lot. Ckay. The CCOS study is sonething where
you' re | ooking at custoners in each class, and you're
saying we've got the total cost that the utility gets to
recover fromall ratepayers, which classes should pay
whi ch anmount, okay? And so we didn't have the
information to do that in this case, and since the
conpany didn't nmake it an issue in this case, we didn't
put the resources into -- to doing that, you know,
effectively.

| don't know if we could have done one if we
had deci ded to do one, but since it wasn't an issue, we
weren't going to nake it an issue. It would be ny
characterization. Ckay. So that's a class cost-of -
servi ce study.

This custoner mgration study is one of the
t hi ngs we woul d have had to have done back before

testinmony -- back before we filed our CCOS if we had --
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let me start over. | totally screwed that up. It
doesn't do much good to study the cost of serving a class
If the custoners who were in that class are going to
change, okay? That's, that's the starting point, okay?

So we had asked for themto do a custoner
m gration study that coincided with Staff's update peri od
in the case, and that did the, the math in the right
order, okay? So you have to |ook -- they're, they're
changi ng how you bill a custoner's denmand, but they
didn't take that into account when they said we think
these custoners are going to nove fromthis class to that
class. So they just did that in the wong order, and
t hat shoul d have been an easy fix back in April, | guess,
when we asked for that information.

They didn't do it then. So when we got to
July, we said, "No, no, you really need to do this,
because if you don't start on this now, we're not going
to be able to do rates at the end of the case.” And they
didn't do it. And here we are at the end of the case.
And so at this point, we need this custoner mgration and
determ nant study in order to set rates that fit the way
that they've restructured the cl asses.

So right now we don't have any information on
what the 15-m nute on-peak demand is between 7:00 a. m

and -- gosh, | forget the, the cutoff period in w nter
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nonths. That's just not a thing that exists, okay?

That's the information we need to know what that total is
for each class to divide the anobunt of revenue you want
to get fromdemand rates by that nunber, by the nunber of
nonths. | feel like | didn't directly answer your
question, but --

M5. COLEMAN: You gave ne the distinction that
| needed and the clarification. So has any rate
adj ustment previously been del ayed while Staff conducts a
st udy?

M5. LANGE: We've not had a restructuring |ike
this occur. The closest we've cone to this is when
Evergy West did sone rate work that just changed what
custoners were in what classes. It didn't change the use
of hours-use. It didn't change the use of all-electric
rates. It didn't nake those big changes in how demand is
billed. And on that case, the conpany worked with Staff
fromthe beginning to the end and was providi ng us
updat es.

And, you know, here's, here's where we think
t hese nunbers are, here's where they are now. That isn't
sonet hing we've seen in this case. So | have not been a
part of a case where this |evel of work is needed to be
done in order to do conpliance tariffs, and, and that's

across -- even, even where we've done big changes on gas,
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because we, we've had sone cases where sone big things
have changed on gas, it hasn't changed what the actual
determ nants are.

So while I think that nove to 15-m nute denmand
I's a good one, and while | think that nove to on-peak
demand is a really, really good one, we have to have what
t hose nunbers are in order to calculate rates at the end
of the case.

M5. COLEMAN: Thank you. Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Thank you, Conmm ssi oner Col eman.

Any ot her conmm ssion questions? |I've got a few because
you said sonme things that were interesting. You said
that we don't have the information to set rates, correct?

M5. LANGE: Correct.

THE COURT: This is a rate case.

M5. LANGE: Correct.

THE COURT: At the end of this, the conm ssion
will be issuing an order, and fromthat order, that's
where rates will cone from correct?

M5. LANGE: That is all correct.

THE COURT: So | don't understand what -- |
don't understand what Staff's asking here. Are you
asking that the comm ssion do an order that delays rates
taking effect until we have these. | guess |I'm not sure.

| can see where you' ve pointed out the problem Wat's
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t he sol ution?

M5. LANGE: Can | give you the ideal solution
that you can't order and then the practical solution that
you may have to order?

THE COURT: I'mfine with that. | |ike outside
t he box thinking.

M5. LANCGE: The practical solution that you
probably can't order is that M. Lutz and M. Janes go
honme this evening and pack a lunch tonorrow and query
their billing systemand say, "Based on our query of the
billing system and based on the work done in the correct
order, we think this many custoners are going to be in
SGS going forward, we think this many custonmers are going
to be in MSS going forward, and we think these custoners
are going to be in LGS going forward.

And then, we have queried the systemto see
what their 15-m nute non-coinci dent demands are during
the tine period set out in the non-unani nous stip. And
then, we have queried their hourly | oads to determ ne
what their on-peak and super-off-peak energy usages at
the tinme period set out in the non-unani nous stip. And
Staff, here is howthat information relates to the
billing determ nants for current classes that we all
agreed upon."

That's the thing that you can't order, but that
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It would sure nake a | ot of sense for themto do. And if
they do that, then we can calculate those rates for
conpliance tariffs. And all of the conmpliance tariffs
can be put on the books starting January 2nd, except that
set of restructured tariffs, wll say to take effect
begi nning April 1st, May 1st, June 1st, or Cctober 1st or
Novenber 1st of 2027, and another set of rates that | ook
exactly like the rates that currently exist will go in
where each rate conmponent is just increased by, let's say
5 percent if it's a 5 percent overall increase, 10
percent if it's a 10 percent overall increase, and that
those tariffs would have a stanp on themthat says for
service until, and that sane date that is on the
restructured tariffs.

That woul d be the ideal outcone, but | don't
know t hat you can order that.

THE COURT: Well, why couldn't we? Wy
couldn't the conmm ssion?

M5. LANCE: Because they would have -- 1, |
don't know. The, the alternative, | guess, would be that
your report and order says, "Evergy, go do this study.
In the nmeantine, increase your current tariff rates by
the 5 percent or the 10 percent, and we will reserve for
a further conpliance filing rates that reflect the

restructured rates, which you shall file no later than --
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pick a date at your leisure. | would anticipate if they
filed it by June for Novenber, or if they filed it by the
end of January for a March or April type tinme franme."

THE COURT: (I ndiscernible) contenplating sone
order, sonething like that in the conmm ssion report and
order?

M5. LANGE: | would hope it doesn't cone to
that. | would hope that we get a filing by Evergy that
says, "Conm ssion, we are going to do the determ nant
study and we are going to provide Staff with the -- with
the work that is needed to conplete conpliance tariffs in
atinmely fashion in this case," and | woul d hope that
that's sonething that they woul d decide as a good use of
their tinme, and that they would go ahead and provi de that
work to us, and | suspect that's how | would then be
spending nmy future weekend or future Thanksgi vi ng break
or sonething doing that math.

THE COURT: Thank you. Step away fromt hat
question for a nonent. You' ve just pointed out what you
appear to believe is another inpedinent to the conmm ssion
setting rates in this case. Sone of the other
| npedi nents |'ve heard are sone of the usual ones, the
studi es are no good, inaccurate, mssing data, things
like that. And then, the new one of, "Oh, we're

I ntroduci ng a new custonmer into the mx and we don't have
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any of those custoners in the test year."

And so there's been a | ot of accounting for how
does this get right. Do we do a revenue sharing? |
guess ny question is -- let's go the other direction for
just a second. Let's say we get it wong. Let's say
that rates get set wong and LPS revenues are not what
expected either one way or the other. Then, where's the
comm ssion at? Are we stuck until the next rate case?

M5. LANCGE: Sure. If | may start with one
clarification though, you said that those were
| npedi nents to setting rates. In fact, those are just
| npedi nents to doing a class cost-of-service study. |
don't believe that any of those are inpedinents to
setting rates in this case. | think you have to set
rates in this case.

And what do we do if the conm ssion gets it
wong, |, | would say, first we | ook at ways that
mtigate the risk of the comm ssion getting it w ong.
One of those would be FAC option 1 at a reasonabl e | evel
of LLPS energy consunption, which mtigates the risk of
over-recovery, and, and really it's over-recovery that we
need to talk about as the risk to mtigate. Because if
there's under-recovery, we just see this utility back
here sooner. Right?

They're fully in control of risk of under-
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recovery. |, I, | think that FAC -- the FAC is intended
as a tool to mtigate negative regulatory lag. What we
have in this case is we're in a situation where we know
there's going to be positive regulatory lag. So there
are several tools available to the utility that mtigate
negative regulatory |l ag. However, there's not really any
tool available to the comm ssion to mtigate positive
regulatory lag. And it's that interaction of taking away
the negative lag while naintaining the positive |lag that
Is really setting us up to have non-LLPS ratepayers
payi ng hi gher costs than they should due to growth of
LLPS cust oners.

So if what you do in this case is you go with
FAC option 2. That will keep other ratepayers from
payi ng nore costs between cases than they should. It
wi Il not keep ratepayers fromhaving as | ow of rates as
t hey woul d have, due to the positive regulatory |ag that
Evergy is enjoying. Again, | don't knowif | answered
your question, but | sure tried to.

THE COURT: You did. You gave ne your answer,
which is just fine. One thing that occurred to ne, is
this -- is this a situation where a tracker woul d be
good?

M5. LANGE: So, that would be simlar to what
Greg Meyer (phonetic) recomended in his direct. Staff

(888) 893-3767 Lexitas operates in all 50 states and is licensed where required ALEXITAS
www.lexitaslegal.com Nevada Registration #116F - California Firm Registration #179



Transcript of Proceedings
October 13, 2026

did not recommend any type of earnings-sharing nmechani sm
or tracker in our direct because we were trying to stay
away fromas nuch disruption of the large |oad cases as
we coul d, okay? So, M. Meyer recommended a tracker.
believe nmy rebuttal testinony said, "We didn't recomrend
di srupting the stip, but if you' re going to disrupt the
stip, I can do M. Meyer's math," okay?

Then, sinmultaneous to that, Evergy filed and
said, "W want our Kansas nmechanismon these terns," an,
and provi ded that earnings-sharing nechanism So, Ms.
Bolin, in surrebuttal, that was Staff's first opportunity
to weigh in on the earnings-sharing nechanism idea that
Evergy brought out in its rebuttal. So that's a | ong way
of saying, "Atracker is a tool that could be used to do
this. The details of a tracker woul d be convol ut ed;
however, because Evergy rai sed the earnings-sharing
mechanismidea in its rebuttal, Staff's surrebutta
position and Staff's position, in fact, is to do an
ear ni ngs-sharing nmechanismsimlar to the Areren

mechanismin lieu of doing a literal tracker." Sorry, |
had to think through that answers.

THE COURT: No, | appreciate it -- no, |
appreciate you taking ne on the trip because it's very
difficult for ne to follow So what's Aneren doi ng?

M5. LANGE: For a whole lot of detail, you're
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going to want to talk to Ms. Bolin.

THE COURT: | don't want a whole |lot of detail.
| want a very cursory overview.

M5. LANGE: The, the cursory overview is that
what's different between -- that, that you' re | ooking at,
effectively, cash -- what Aneren is doing is we're
effectively | ooking at cash out the door for any reason
and cash in the door due to LLPS -- or, in their case,
LLCS, and you're seeing how nmuch change that makes in
terns of the awarded ROE. And then, where there is a
difference related to LLPS and the awarded -- the awarded
RCE, you're splitting that 50/50 ratepayers and
sharehol ders. And again, |, | defer to Ms. Bolin if I, |
got that details wong there.

THE COURT: You said a tracker would be
convoluted. Do you think it's just not a good idea?

M5. LANGE: Ch, | don't think a tracker would
be convoluted. |I think a tracker is very sinple. But,
an earni ngs-sharing nechani sm addresses nore factors and
IS necessarily then nore convol ut ed.

THE COURT: But the earning sharing is designed
to do sonething in real time, where a tracker is for

future. Is that correct?

MS. LANGE: That is correct. |, |, | don't
mean to be blunt, but I, I -- ne, which is several rungs
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down on the totem pole, so for earning sharing mechani sm
versus tracker, Ms. Bolin or Ms. Eubanks really would be
the, the better witnesses to address, you Staff's,
Staff's preference between those.

THE COURT: Thank you very much. Any cross
based on Conm ssi oner bench questions from public
counsel ?

MR. POSTON. | think I will ask a few.

CROSS EXAM NATI ON

BY MR POSTON:

Q You got questions about trackers and earnings
sharing nmechani sns. Are you famliar with -- it's now
call ed Anmeren M ssouri, but Union Electric Conpany's
experinmental alternative regulatory plan that preceded
Staff filing a conplaint for overearnings?

A. Cenerally, yes.

Q And how did that work?

A. I'msure that if the comm ssion desired, we
could offer those docunents as an exhibit. | do not
trust ny nmenory of the early 2000s to get into any detail
on that.

Q Just a broad sweep.

A I, I'm--1 really, I"'mnot --

Q Don't recall?

A.  Yeah, |I'msorry.
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MR POSTON: | think I'Il leave it at that.
Thank you.

THE COURT: Renew M ssouri ?

M5. MERS:. Thank you. No.

THE COURT: Vel vet Tech?

M5. BELL: No questions.

THE COURT: Googl e?

MR. SCHULTE: No questi ons.

THE COURT:. MECG?

MR. LYSKOWASBKI : No questions.

THE COURT: Evergy?

RE- CROSS EXAM NATI ON

BY MR, Fl SCHER:

Q M. Lange, just to clarify. Conm ssioner
Col eman asked you a question. | think it was the | ast
question that she asked, and | thought it was a yes or no
question. And it went sonething like, "Has Staff ever
requested a magration study in the mddle of a rate
case?" And did | understand your explanation? But it
was basically a no?

A. | guess | would defer to, to the question as
asked and answered. |, | don't recall the details of, of
what specific questions.

Q If I ask you that now, would it be a no?

A. Has Staff ever needed to request a --
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Q Yeah, a mgration study in the mddle of a rate
case?

A. So we have had mgration studies in rate cases
before, yes. That's, that's not what -- that's not ny
recol l ection of, of (indiscernible) so ny answer to that
question is yes, that has been a thing that has occurred.
Yes.

Q Has the Staff requested the utility to do a
mgration study in the mddle of a rate case?

A.  Yes.

Q Yes. Wiich one was that?

A. M recollectionis at a mninmmthat woul d have
been an Spire rate case where they changed their billing
demands. That al so woul d have been in an Enpire rate
case where they changed their billing demands and cl ass
cutoffs. Those are the -- those are the first two that
conme to m nd.

Q Let nme ask you this question. | believe you
I ndi cated that you'd requested the conpany to start a
mgration study in July of this year. Is that right?

A | -- so we, we asked for one through a data
request and | think the tineline of that was in April,
but the date of that was in ny direct testinony, and we
asked for one again in our class cost-of-service report,

what ever that filing date was (indiscernible) July cones
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to m nd.

Q D d Evergy know whether the conm ssion was
going to approve its restructuring request in July?

A. | wouldn't think so. No.

MR, FISCHER: That's all | have. Thank you.
THE COURT: Thank you. Any redirect?
M5. HANSEN:. Yes. Thank you, Judge d ark.
REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY M5. HANSEN:

Q EMM just asked you about restructuring in July.
Can you discuss a little bit nore on that?

A. Sure. So Staff had, had discussions with the
conpany. Staff read the conpany's testinony. Staff read
M. Janes' representations of, of what his testinony did
and did not do. Staff reviewed M. Janes' stips and
Staff started asking data requests about the specific
work that M. Janes did. And then Staff asked for the
conpany to provide the sane sort of information that M.
Janes had, had used, but to do that information in the
ri ght order.

So to first nove to 15-m nute demand, then nove on
to on-peak demand, then do the class, | guess, |anding
the, the actual magration work, and then to provide that
i nformati on.

My recollection is the conpany refused those data
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requests and the conpany's responses are included in the
Staff class cost-of-service report (indiscernible) in
case |'m m srenenbering any details or, or, or tine
periods in that.

So then as part of the class cost-of-service
study report, Staff filed a recomendati on of exactly
what work needed to be done and exactly what order, and
indicated that it's supported both the Bright Lines, and
It supported the 15-m nute demand, which are the two --
the two big question marks, | guess, that the conpany
woul dn't know i f the comm ssion was approving or not.
But Staff indicated its support of, of those two itens,
and indicated the tinme periods that it believed was nost
appropriate, and recomended the conpany i nmedi ately
begin work on, on the work needed to, to do billing
determ nants to calculate rates at the end of this case
Wi th those restructured cl asses.

And | believe attached to Staff's objection to
the rate design stip in this case, staff has provided
essentially those sanme docunents, but |'ve adjusted the
dates and tinme periods for consistency wwth, wth where
we are now, which is accepting sone of the conpany tine
peri ods, even though we believe they're suboptinml, and
W th where we are, you know, with the close of evidence

here soon upon us.
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Q And just to clarify, | think you said 12 nonths
ending July. Did you nean June by chance?

A Yes, I'msorry. W would want to the -- to the
full est extent possible, it would be best to have the
customer migration and determ nant studies aligned with
the tinme period that is the basis for the current class
revenues and determ nant stipulation entered into between
Staff and the conpany, which was not objected to by any
party.

Q And we did not make it an issue -- we did not
make the CCOS an issue, because the conpany's direct was
an equal percentage increase to all custoners. Is that
correct?

A.  Anbng many reasons, that is one of the reasons.
You know, we're just, just |ooking at how, how many
docunents to put in the record, how best to spend our
time. But, but at the end of the day, knowi ng that LLPS
was coming in, knowng that there's a | ot of noving
pieces within the C& classes that we, we didn't want to
I nduce little changes that woul d further conplicate
t hi ngs and confuse custoners. Utimately -- al so just
cane down to tine.

You know, we, we get |less than two weeks to
deal wth class cost-of-service study and, and rate

desi gn, and everything doesn't always get done the way we
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would if we had unlimted tinme and resources. But at the
end of the day, the, the real issue is just it didn't
make sense to do a CCOS in a case where the conpany is
sayi ng equal percentage to all classes, and where you're
bringing in a factor like LLPS that is just going to have
a trenendous inpact on the production allocation, the
transm ssion allocation, and the allocation of

adm ni strative and general cost of service, which are --
whi ch are huge conponents of a class cost-of-service case
or study.

And then in addition to that, we have the sane
probl em goi ng back several cases nowwith the ability to
get information concerning distribution classification
and distribution allocation, whichis, is noted in ny
rebuttal testinony.

Q Thank you. One nore question for you. So you
may have al ready touched on this, but could you pl ease
reiterate why the custonmer mgration and billing
determ nant study is inportant?

A. That's the information that's needed to set
rates. There is no information in the record right now
about how many kil owatt hours of energy will be sold to
the MES class that cones out of restructuring during peak
hours in each nonth. There is no information in this

case about how many KW of 15-m nute on-peak billing
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demand wi || be applicable to the LGS class that cones out
of LGS class that is going to cone out of the
restructured classes in this case.

My job's really, really sinple with all the
I nformation, but without that information, ny, ny job in,
in conpliance tariffs is inpossible. W have to know how
much nmoney i s supposed to be recovered, and we have to
know how many units are being sold to do that. There is
no information in this case about on-peak and super off-
peak energy by class. There is no information in this
case about 15-m nute on-peak denmand.

M5. HANSEN:. Thank you. No further questions.

THE COURT: Did you want to address your
Attachnents A and B now?

M5. HANSEN. Yes, thank you.

MR. PRI NGLE: Seeing as how they were nunbered
during the other proceeding, | guess we can give them new
nunbers here or address those there.

THE COURT: Wiy don't we give them new nunbers
here and then address those and cl ean up.

MR. PRINGLE: Ckay. So, yeah, those would be
the Attachnents A and B to the Staff objection to the
LLPS stipulation and agreenent. W wll go ahead and |
guess mark those as Staff Exhibits 2 and 3. | think they

woul d be right now.
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THE COURT: Wth A being 2 and B being 3.

MR PRINGE: It sounds good to ne. And both
are still highly confidential.

THE COURT: Any objections to Staff Exhibit 2
or 37

MR. FI SCHER: Judge, can | clarify one thing?

s 91 -- was that admtted into the record? The exhibit
that we had in response to that.

THE COURT: Are you tal king about that chart?

MR. FlI SCHER: Yeabh.

THE COURT: That |ves got up about?

MR. FlI SCHER: Yeabh.

THE COURT: That was admtted in as a Conpany
Exhibit 1, | believe.

MR, FI SCHER: Ch, 1, okay. Thank you. Well, |
think that may have been the opening statenent, but we
did get admtted that chart that M. Ives tal ked about.

MR. PRINGLE: | have it in nmy notes, yeah.

THE COURT: | renmenber admtting.

MR FISCHER If it's admtted, | have no
obj ection to that.

THE COURT: If it hasn't been admtted, allow
me to clarify nowthat it is admtted. Thank you.

MR, SCHULTE: Google objects to the portion of
Attachment B, which is Exhibit 3.
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THE COURT: And that's that bottom box,
correct?

MR. SCHULTE: Yes, because it is -- and we have
had this discussion before, but | want to nake sure that
the objection is clear for the record that we object to
that third box on Attachnent B. Because it is based on
after the true-up period and information that was not
avai |l abl e during the pre-filed testinony portion of the
case. It was received via Rule 3.190 report, and the
inability to fully respond is prejudicial to Google.

THE COURT: Thank you, M. Schulte. That
objection will be overruled. Staff Exhibit 2, Attachnent
A, and Staff Exhibit 3, Attachnment B are admtted onto
the hearing record.

(Staff Exhibit 2 and Staff Exhibit 3 was
received into evidence.)

MR. PRI NG.E: Thank you, Judge. And Ms. Lange
poi nted out we do have the attachnents to the objection
to the MECG C&l, rate design, stip. Those are, for the
nost part, just updated portions from Staff's testinony.
For ease of the commission, | can enter those exhibits if
you'd like, but they are al so addressed in testinony.

THE COURT: Excuse ne. Say that. You |lost ne
very quickly there.

MR. PRINGLE. So this was the attach the
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Staff's objection to the LLPS.

THE COURT: Correct.

MR. PRINGLE: And then we al so have Staff's
objection to the MECG Evergy rate design stipulation.
Ms. Lange kind of brought up, we have two attachnents on
there that for the nost part are just they are addressed
In our testinony but updated to reflect nore of what's in
that stipul ation.

THE COURT: Are you asking to admit those?

MR. PRINGLE: Yes. And those would be Exhibits
4 and 5 per Staff.

THE COURT: Hold on. Let nme find themfirst.

VWi ch stipulation is attached -- which objections is
attached to?

MR. PRINGLE: The objection to the MECG Evergy
rate design stipulation. That woul d have been Staff's
second objection. And Ms. Lange does have a copy of it.

THE COURT: Are we tal king about the customner
educati on recomendati ons and m gration and determ nant
study reconmmrendati on?

MR. PRINGLE: That is correct.

THE COURT: Did everybody seen those? These
are just Staff's recomendati ons.

MR. PRI NG.E: For the nost part, yeah. This

addressed in testinony, but for ease of --
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THE COURT: Is this denonstrative?

MR. PRING.E: For the nost part, it would be
denonstrative, yes. Because the substances are --

THE COURT: Denonstrative.

MR. PRI NGLE: Yeah.

THE COURT: Well this is 30 percent admtted
and 70 percent denonstrative. W're not --

MR. PRI NGLE: Yeah. The changes to it just
pretty much is for the nost part just nore in line with
our opposition to the stip, but it was for the nost part
a quick little sheet for you to glance (indiscernible).

THE COURT: So it is denonstrative?

MR. PRI NGLE: Yes.

THE COURT: Any objection?

MR. FI SCHER Well, Judge, | will point out,
whenever we asked to have our affidavit that was attached
to the support of the stipulations, we were denied. And
this is the sane kind of thing. Only it's on an
objection. So | will object on those.

THE COURT: What's the affidavit cover? \Wat
am | m ssing here?

MR. FI SCHER. Well, that was the Darrin |ves
LLPS Affidavit.

THE COURT: No, | renmenber it was his. |'m

just --
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MR, FI SCHER: Staff suggested that was i nproper
and we were not allowed to get it in.

THE COURT: No, | understand. I'mtrying to
think back as to -- the affidavit was for not sonething
attached to it, but to it itself, correct?

MR. FISCHER: That's right.

THE COURT: So the affidavit was for the
entirety of the response.

MR. FI SCHER: Yeah, his response in support of
the stipulation of the LLPS stipulation.

MR. PRI NGLE: Wich that is not what Staff has
attached to his objection. Those are for the nost part
nothing really -- there's nothing new in those two
attachnents.

MR. FISCHER: Then |I'd suggest it's repetitive
and shoul d be denied on that ground.

THE COURT: |'mgoing to overrul e your
objection. I"mgoing to admt themonto the hearing
record and give themtheir due weight, which may not be
much.

MR PRI NGE: Thank you, Judge. Any of the
rest is just our testinony we can do for the cleanup
portions and that has to do with wtnesses who did not
take the stand due to various stipul ations.

M5. HANSEN:. Judge, |I'msorry. Just for ny
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notes, are those denonstrative? | think they were
offered as denonstratives, and | think you just entered
themonto the hearing record. Wiichis it?

THE COURT: That's to do denonstrative.

M5. HANSEN: Thank you.

THE COURT: 1'I1 call those Staff Exhibits 4
and 5, and those are denonstrative exhibits and are
adm tted as such.

(Staff Exhibit 4 and Staff Exhibit 5 was
received into evidence.)

MR. PRI NG.E: Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Does Staff have any ot her
W t nesses?

MR. PRI NG.E: None that we plan on calling, but
I f the comm ssion does have any further questions for
LLPS, we still also have Kim Bolin, Caire Eubank, Brooke
Mastriani. For rate design, M. Eubanks, if you have any
questions that weren't addressed by Ms. Lange, and then
I f you have any further questions on prograns there's Kim
Bol i n, Brooke Mastriani, Caire Eubanks, and Sarah Lange
I f the comm ssion has any questi ons.

THE COURT: | don't see any questions at this
time. MECG you had a witness for this. Is that
correct?

MR. LYSKOWSKI : Yeah, Jessica York (phonetic)
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I's here and available. | have no intention to put her up
for any sort of direct on ny behalf, but if there are any
questions by any parties, she is available, as is Brian
Andrews. W can get himavail able as well.

THE COURT: Bear with nme just a nonent. |
don't see -- and forgive ne if | mssed this -- | don't
see where we put M. Andrews' surrebuttal in. Is that
correct? That hasn't been admtted yet or has? |
(i ndi scernible).

MR. LYSKOWSKI: Let ne check a second.

THE COURT: | don't believe there are any
questions for Andrews, but | want to be sure that the
testi nony.

MR, LYSKOWMBKI: | filled in the table as | was
doing it, and | do reflect that we admtted it as MECG
Exhi bit 303.

THE COURT: And that has been admitted?

MR LYSKOWSKI : Yes.

THE COURT: | nmake a star. Wien we go back on
the cleanup, remnd nme to go over that again just to be
sure.

MR. LYSKOWBKI : Thank you.

THE COURT: There are no conm ssion questions
for those witnesses, so | think we are done with issues

now. |Is there anything el se that needs to be taken up at
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t he on-the-record?

MR, SCHULTE: Judge d ark, Google also had Dr.
Barry avail able on the sane basis as the MECG wi t nesses,
avai |l abl e for any judge questions or conm ssioner
guesti ons.

THE COURT: | don't see where we have any.

MR, SCHULTE: (I ndiscernible) cleanup for the
evidentiary hearing when we get to it.

THE COURT: Well, if nobody el se has anything
that they want to offer in regard to the stipulations, |
w il adjourn this on-the-record presentation.

(Proceedi ngs concluded at 4:52 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATE OF DI G TAL REPORTER

|, LAURA STEWART, Digital Reporter, do hereby

certify:

That the w tness whose testinony appears in the
f or egoi ng proceedi ngs was duly sworn by nme; that the
testi nony of said witness was accurately captured wth

annot ati ons by ne during the proceeding.

| further certify that | amnot related to any of
the parties to this action by blood or marriage, and that

| amin no way interested in the outcone of this nmatter.

IN WTNESS THERECF, | have hereunto set ny hand this
13t h day of October, 2026.

II -I
'\._Ill'

y
UL 24, fi fowant
Laura Stewart

Digital Reporter
CER- 4313
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|, SANAL SETHUMADHAVAN, do hereby certify:

That said audio transcription is a true record

as reported by ne, a disinterested person.

| further certify that | amnot interested in
t he outcone of said action, nor connected with, nor
related to any of the parties in said action, nor to

their respective counsel.

IN WTNESS THERECF, | have hereunto set ny hand

this 21st day of October, 2026.

’g/*'\”\/w

Sanal Set hunadhavan
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