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State Corporation Commission
of Kansas*nlt.DENTONS 

June 21 , 2017 

Ms. Lynn M. Retz 

Susan B. Cunningham 
Counsel 

susan.cunningham@dentons.com 
D +1 816 460 2441 
M +1 785 817 1864 

Secretary to the Commission 
Kansas Corporation Commission 
1500 SW Arrowhead Road 
Topeka, KS 66604 

Re: Revised Appendix to List of Contested Issues 
Docket No. 16-GIME-403-GIE 

Dear Ms. Retz: 

Dentons US LLP 
4520 Main Street 

Suite 1100 
Kansas City, MO 64111-7700 

United States 

7..!!l ~ fllC s Dectoa ~Long 
dentons com 

Please accept for filing in the above-referenced docket the Revised Appendix herein, which replaces the 
Appendix attached to the List of Contested Issues filed on June 16, 2017. 

Should you have any questions or require additional information regarding this filing, please do not 
hesitate to contact undersigned counsel. 

Attachment 
Copy: Parties on Service List 

Sincerely, 

ts! Susan 13. Cunningham 
Susan B. Cunningham 
Counsel 



Contested Issue Staff 

Whether utillbff ~ hiiw thrl option to uNquely Identify SS Rf'pty Cotnmenu, PP- H; E
ulniti.iCommmti.pp 16; 

DG cuttCHMn within the retem.kJnc proc:.-ss, thtouth • ot nued dlrectty, tM.lt uwmed 
ffP9r•t• d.ss 0t sub-din, bec•use of the ' IJnifiant diff.,.ent udy settled 1n s&A from 11 S 

""',. d\9rect.Hhtia of thoM c:ustome" 

Whethrlr the two~rt rate cwnntty UHd 11 ~le f« 

lcomnwnts Arf' wnttf'n from that 

Jw,1nui1epotm) 

rnklential prlv1te DG cuttOtnef'f ~UH ft does not recotttr lc;!Hs Initial Comments, pp 1 ·2; 

111 of the •m•nd c:osb of pro'lidinc &ervk:e to thole customers 

Whethrlr tM followinc r•t• des/am •r• 1ppropri1te f<>< 
residential priv•t• DG customers to better reco vef' the cOJts of 

lprovldint ••rvk•· 

• · ThrH-JNrt r•t• co nslst lnc of• customer chfr1e, dem•nd lotass Initial Comments, pp. 14 ; 

chu1e, •nd eMrlV cMr&• fc;IHs Reply Comments, pp. s.6; 

b. Grid accen ch.arc• bliMd upon e ither the DG output or 

namepl•t• r1tinc 

c. Cost of S«Yi<e bliHd customet ch.tr&• tNt h tiered bl.Md 
1 • ........, • custornet"s CIPMitv reQUlfem41nts 

d . MiMnum bitHnc to rKowr the m•r&fnll °' lnuem.ntal 

cosb differences fro other re~ tUJtOMfft 

a . AdclitioMI r1te dtifrn opdons cormlnitd Jn the comments of~ss lniwl Commt-nts. PP- 4, 10-ll; 

the PMtiet ~SS Repty ComfMnts, PP- 5 

Whether r1tes fOJ prlv1te rffldentt.I DG custome" sho\Ad be 

cost·IMMCI •nd whether or not• v•I'-- of rflOWC• •pprot<h 
shoutd be considered H pfrt o f the 11tem•klnc process 

Whether a dan cost of sel'Vk:e study provtdei suffk lent 

support for resldent l•I OG t • tlff chfnps 

Whether •nv ~flts of rHldentlal DG shoutd be consider.d In 

tc;iass lntt1illl c.omments, PP- 3, l!t; 

~"' Replv Commenu, pp 2-3; 

jGtass lnlt i•I Comments, pp. 5,16; 
jGlass Reply Comments, PP- S-6; 

the r•temakinc process •nd, ff so, whether they should bli !Gtns lnit i1I Comments, pp. 3, 15; 

required to be quantifi•bfe •nd distlncuishabie from benefits ~us Reply Comments, pp. 2-3; 

provldtd by utility sea .. resources 

Whether •nv tdditloMI study Is MCess.rv for purposei of this 
lenitfk docket or whether any costs and benefits to be lc;a..ss lniWI Comments, pp 8; 
COMidued should be consktered In utility-spedfic nit• use iG•ss Replv Comments, pp 3; 

dockets 

Whether DG customen Sntfft"ONWKted under p11rallel 

pneqtion taritfl shoukt be trHted the ume., DG customers 

intffcOMeeted wfth net meterln1: 

Whether the rec:OJd In this dodet c:ont•IN wffk '-"t 
stlbsbnti•I and compttent: •'iklenc• to support the •pproval of fGt.ass lniw.I Comrntftts, pp 16; 

•nil• desit:n poUcy for rnklentitl diit ributed pnention lc;t.ss Reply Comments. pp l, 6; 

Whether adcitional IC•mas-spiKtfic: daill h nec.ssary In ordff 

to~• r•t. desllft poflcy for resldentlfl distributed ...,., .... 
Whether r•te deiicn chlnaes •uthorited by this docket shcMlkf 

•ppfy to customers who N11e lmtatt.d DG prior to the order 

daite In this docket 
Whether the setdem• nt 1ppro\l'H by the Commission In 

Westar's 11.st 1ener•I 11te n1e re11rdlna the crHtlon o f the 
"'Resldentl•I Sllndud Of1t ributtd Gener1tlon" t•rlff 11 llilt 
effective such thllt customen who added DG on or after 

October 21, 2015, will be subfect to tht nt• de1l1n chln1es 

eppto\lt'd In thfs docket•n<I the r1tecMnces •PPf'o\lt'd In 
futwe rete use dockets 

j<;lns ln1Ual Comments, pp. 8; 

jc:it.u Reply c.ommenu, pp. 3; 
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Westar 

In.~ Comments, pp. 3-8; 
M¥bn ln.bll A~t, pp 2-3; 

Empire Sunflower/ MKEC 

Catchpole tnrt~I Ce>mmeflts. pp 7-9, lfliruqui lniti.t Affida'llt. pp 3-C, 1~11; 11n1t11t Comments W_..m EIChtNln. pp 2 

bldclnit .. l~U.pP 4, 8fownln.rtui1Affidrllt,pp.2J.25; 3,EdvNnReplyAfftd1vrt,pp 4;Rf'pty l initi.tCommenu,pp 2 

1C11dcR~Comt'Mt'!ts, PP- 2-4 RepfyCom~u. PP- J.6; Affidavit of WiliMn Eichman, p.1 
M MWI Repty Atfldwtt, pp. 2; 

C1tchpole lrvtlfl COmmenu, pp 11; 

Klldc: IM1f1 Comments, PP- 3-4; 

C•tchpole lniti•I Comments, pp. 13--16, 

19, KflCIC lnlti•I Comments, pp 7·8 

K1lck; lnltl•I Comments. pp. 4 S 

K•loc lnit•ll Comments. PP- S-6 

Kfktc lniwt Comments. pp 4 

K•kk lnib•l Commfl'tl, Pe>- 4-6 

Cltchpole IMtat Commt-nu, pp 13; 

K1kiC Rtply Comments, pp 2 

Cltchpole 11\1111! Comments, pp 11-16, 

19; Kalcic tnW1I Comments, pp, 7-8 

fMUQUI Rej)ty~'llt, PP- 1-2; 

ln1~J C0mrnfl!IS, pp. 8-13; 

M•rtln ln1t.•I Affld.m, pp. 3-.4; 

hruquJ IM1.al Affidfv1t. pp S-S; 
Brown \nm.al Affidavit, pp. 2S-27; 

M• rtin Repty Affld.avit, pp. 2·3· 

ln1ttal Comments, pp. lS-20; 

M1rtln lnitlal Affidavit, pp.4-5; 

F1ruqul Initial Affidavit, pp_ 12-22; 
Brown IMlll Affid1v1t, pp 41 -42; 

Repty Commen1s, pp. 7; 
Martin Reply Affid.vit, pp. >6; 
f1ruqui Reply AffldaYJt, pp, 1-2; 

Brown Reply Affid.aYJt,_ pp 1-4 

MartJnR~Affid;wit,pp 9-14; 

&town tniiu.I Affidrlrt, PP- 34--41, 
Reply Comments, PP- ll-14; 
Maron Reply Affodillvit, PP- 9-14, 

hruqut Reply Affidavit, pp 4-S; 

ln1t••I Comments, PP- 21·28, 

Martin tn1bal Affidavrt. pp 6-10; 

&rown IMlll Affid1v1t, PP- 43-56; 
Rtply Comments, PP- l 1·18; 
faruqui Rtply Affidavit, pp. 2-4; 

lkown Repty Affidavit, pp. 10-lS 

Reply Comments, pp. 11·18; 

Martin Reply Affidavit, pp. 5-6; 

Faruqu! Re-ply Affidavit, pp. 2-3· 

Eld\rn.anlniti.lllAffid.llv1t, PP- 2 

EidvNn lnlt•ll Affid1v1t. pp. l 

Eie:hmln IMlll Affoet.v•t. pp. 2 

Eichman IM11l A.ffidr11t, pp S; IM"'111 

Commenu W11U1m E1e:hm•n. PP- 3-5; 
Eichm•nn Reply Affid1v1t, pp 4; Reply 
Affid1v1t ofw11:1am C'<:hm1n, pp 2·l 

Eiehm• n lnlt1•I Affld1vtt, pp S; 
fichm.nn Repfy Affidavit, pp. 2,4 

Eichman lnlt l1I Affidavit, PP- 3; tnlua/ 

tnft11l Comments. pp. 4 

ln•tlll Com~nis, pp 4-5 

ln.tlf.I ComrMnts, pp. 4-5 

IMlfl ComrMntS, pp 3--4 

1nlt11I Comments, pp. 3 

Catchpole IM11t Comments, pp. 11 16, 

19. K•lck Reply Comme"ts, PP- 2 

lnit lat Comments, pp. 22·28; 
Faruqul lnitlal Comments, pp. 25; 

Brown lnltlal Comments, pp. 43·56; 

Reply Comments, pp. lS-17; 

~=:=~~.~:·:,:~I~~=::~:!,~.~- 2 IRepfy Comments, pp. 2·3 

Reply Comments, pp.11-12, 17-18; 

C1tchpolt lnol<llComments, PP- 11·16, IM•rtJn RelpyAff!davit, pp. 8; 

19 F1tuquffleplyA.ffld1YJt,pp. 2-4, 

CltchpotelMlill~C~U,pp 1M6, .. 
K1ktc 1nlt11I Comments, pp. 7 

K•kkl" ltl•I Comments, PP- 1 

Brown Reply Afflda'llt, pp '-ll 

Rtpty Comments, pp. 11-11; 

Martin R'1)ty Affid.t'llt, pf>. 5-6; 
flruqui fleptyAffid1vrt, pp. 2-3, 

ReplyCommfl'ls, pp. 11-12, 11·18, 

M1rtin R~ Affidrtit. pp. 8; 

faruqul fle-pty AffidlYlt, pp. 2~ • 
Brow-n Repty Affidavit pp. 9-13 

ln1tlll Com~ts, pp. 1·2; 

M•rtin IMi•I Affidavit, pp. l; 

lnltliil Comments, pp. 1-2; 

Mart1nl nftlal Affld1v1t,pp.2; 

3 

Editnfn lnit"' Affidavit. PP- 5; 
Edvnann Rqiy Aff!CNvit, PP- 2,4 

Repty Comments, pp 4 

IMwil Commtnts. pp. 3 

Reply Comme-nts, pp. 4 

IBEW 

IBf.W ReptyCOn'lments, pp. 2 

IBEW Repty Com~nts, pp 2 

IBEW Reply Comments, pp. 3 

IBEW Replv ComiMnU, pp 3 

IBEW Reply Comme-nts, pp. 3 

IBEW Reply Comments, pp. 3 

IBCWReptyCommtntt, PP- 34 

t8EW Reply ~ts. pp 3 

IBEW Reply Comments. pp 3-4 



REVISED APPENDIX 
TO CONTESTED ISSUES LIST 

DOCKET NO. 16-GIME-403-GIE 

Contested Issue Southern Pioneer I KEC 

Whether udtitJ.s lhcMJtd heve the option to uniquety identify §'ti.I Ccimtnents, pp. S; lnitt.I 
DG customen Within the ,.tffnllkinc proc:eu, throuch • _ tMnts, p. 7 (we pM• 17); Southe-m 

Hptr•t• d e.u or sub·dau, bec•use of the sienffi<ant diffitrttnt t0ntt1 II~ ~ts, p & (SH us.,. cN rktef'istkt of thoH an:tomen rts 19-20) 

wtMthef' the two-.ptrt r•t• cun-ently Ul4ld Is lnacMquate f« 
re1Jdential priv-1te DG customen becaUH h: does not recovet" l1n1t1al Comn1ent s, pp. 5-7 

all of the demand c01tJ of provtdinc Mf'Vk:a to those cmtomen 

Whittt.r the foUowlnc rat• dffl1m u a appropriate for 
rinldentlal private DG customers to better re<ov., the costs of 

l0tovkti1'11Mf"'k e: 

Cromwell 

Crom""' ti Repty Cotnnwnts, pp 2 

Cromwell Reply Comment s, pp 3-.4 

• · ThrH-put rate comlstlnc of• c0ttomu cNr1•. demand 
chllr1•. and anerrv d\9tl• 

[

Initial Comments, PP- 7; Southern 

Piooe-er Reply Comments, p_ 7 (see par• IC 
11 

R ..i.... C 
4 17-18), KEC Rept>., Comments, pp 3-4 romwe e.,., omments, pp 

b. Grid ac:c:es1 d-.r,. bllHd upon e ither the DCi output« 

nam.-pl•t• ratu'll 

:see pairH 12-13) 

M~I Com""nts. PP- 7; 
Southern PK>nttr Repty Com~nts. pp 

Jg; KEC ReptyComments pp. 3-4 (paru 

12-13) 

<. Cost of Mf'Vi(e bued <ustomet' c:harp that k tiered tt.sed IK[c R~ Comments pp. 3-4 (p.r.s 12· 

I.-• <ustomer"1 <•PMhY re<Mr.ments lu1 

d Minimum billinc to recowr the rn11rtinal Of' inc:remenul 

<osb differffl<*I fro other r•sul•r <ust CMMn 
IKECR~C«TKMnts PP- 3-4 (pafH 12 IUomwd!lltpfyCoff\rnents. pp 9-10 
13) 

S
~ Comments, pp. 7-1; 

e . Adctttional r11ta ctWsn options <ont• ined ln the comments of thef PIOl'tttf Reply Cotn~nu. pp 7 I 
the pertles EC Repty ~ts PP- 3-4 (paru Cromwen Reply Comments. pp. 9-10 

12-13) 

Whether nitu for priwit• .-.sk»ntlal DG c:urtomers shotAd be ~n1h•1 ~ts, pp. 4, Southefn 

<ost-0.Hd •nd whether or not• value of rHOUrc:e •wo.c:h Pi<>nttr Reply Comments, pp. 1-2; KEC ICtomweH lnit~I Comments. pp I 
ihoutd be comi<Mred H ptrt ol the r•temakinc proc:us epty Comments. PP- 4 

Whether• ct.u <ost of 1ervke study pro~dff 1uffK:Mnt 

support fOf r.sldentlal DG t ariff cM~s 
lcomments, p. 3 (see par• 9) 

Whether •nv benefits of residential DG should be considered in I' 1 1 C 1 4 So th n ti• ommen s, pp. ; u ern 
the n1tem•klnc proc:eu • nd, If 10, whethef" they shoutd be Pioneer Reply Comments, p. 6 (see pair• 

;:"v:! :,-::::~~:=c:tlncuisheble from benefits 16), KEC Reply , 

Whether •nv .ctditlontl study Is M<-•ts•rv for purposes of this ~thern PiOne. er Reply Comments, pp 
aeMrk docket or wMther any costs and btnefits to be ,6; KEC Reply Comments, pp. 41; 

consklered should bt considered fn utillty-iope<lfic: rate t•sa U'lern Pioneer Repfy Comments. p 

docke ts 10 (see para 24 ) 

Whethef 0G c:ustCHNn lnt.,tON'leCted ~r p1ir11llet 

l'ftl'"tion tariffs lhould bt tre•ted the s.eme es DG customers 

int.rconne<ted with net meterinl: 

Whether the r.c:otd In this docket tontalm w ffid ent 

iubd•nti•I Mtd competent evidence to support the •wo-1 ofi-cEc Reptyc.omments. PP- 4-S 
• r•t• dnicn potky for reddentlal ddtributed ,.nereUon 

Whether eddidonel Kllra.1-specffic detl h necess.ry in «der 
to de"'°P • rate deslsn potky for reddent!al distributed 

feMrelion 

Whether rate dtslsn c:henc*' authorized by this docket should 

•Pl>fv to custOMen who Mw lmteHed OG prior to the order 

date In thk dod;et 

Whether the H-ttlernent approved by the Commhs5on In 

Westar's lut ,.,...,., r•t• UH- rt11rdinc the c:,Htion of the 
-wtesldentlal Standard Distributed Gener•tion" tariff Is i tlll 
effe<tlw such thet customers who added DG on or after 

October 21, 2015, wlll be 1ubjec:t to the r•t• dtslsn chances 

appto\led In this docket and the rate chanc•• approwd In 

futureretecase doc:lteu 

ts<>utt.em PIOOttl" Repty Comments, pp 
'2.6; KECReplyComments, pp. 4 

Cromwell lnlUat Comments, pp 8 

CtomweU lnlii.•I Corn~nu. pp 6-7 

Cromwd Reply Cornmf'nts. pp. 2 

Ctomwtl Rtply Comments. pp. 4 -!> 

Uomwttl ln1t••I Comments, pp 6-7 

Midwest 

1nit1<1I Comments, pp. 3, S-6, 8, R~ 

Comments, PP- 2-t 

tn1t1al Comments, pp. 6; 

Reply Comments, pp. 2 

Reply Comments, pp. 2 

lnit••I Comments, PP- 4; Repty 

Commenu, pp 1 

lnit !•I Comments, pp, 4; Repty 

Comments, pp. 2 

IM1•I Commertts, pp. 4~ 
Reply Comments. pp. 2 

ll'llbill Comments. pp. 4; 

Rtply Comments, pp. 2 

KCP&l 

luU IM.al CotnmHlts. pp 24; 

Luu Repfy eomnwnu. pp a 

Luu IM~ICornmt'nts. pp ll-24 

lutl tnlt1•1 Comments, pp. 2S; 
Lutl Repty Comments, pp. 9-10 

Lutz Repty ComrMnts. pp. 10 

Luu Repty Comments. PP- 1 t 

Luu Repty Comments, PP- 11 ·16 

CEP 

Giu...m Repty Commenu, pp. 8-10 

Glhm R~ Comments, pp 11 

G11haim Reply Comments, pp. 13·18 

Lutz lmt~I Comments, pp. 21·22; 27·28• •Bernett 1nit1•l Commenh, pp. 3 
lu11 Reply Comments pp 3-1 

Lutz Reply Comments, pp. 4 

Luu RepfyCommenu, pp 3 

LUU lnlt••I Com~nts, pp. 22; 
Lutz Repfy Commtnts, pp S-7 

Lutz Reply Commenls, pp 4 

Luu IM~I Comn\flltS, pp 22; 
lutJ: RtptyComments, pp S-7 

Lutz Repty Comments, pp 16 

B•rnett IMlat Comments, pp. 3 

Barnett tnlt••I Comments, pp. 4-7; 

CEP Repty Comments, pp.4; 

G11~m Reply Comments, pp. 18·22 

8arnen lnitr.el Comments, pp. 4-7; 

CEP R~ Comments, ppA; 

~m Repty Comments, pp. 18-22 

United Wind 

K1pl•n lnftial Comments, pp_ S·6 

Kapl.n ln•t...I Comment t., PP- 4 S 

Kaplan !mt.al Comments, pp. 4-S 
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