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Introduction and Qualifications

> e P R

Would you please state your name and business address?

My name is Paul Owings. My business address is 1500 Southwest Arrowhead Road,
Topeka, Kansas, 66604.

By whom and in what capacity are you employed?

I am employed by the Kansas Corporation Commission (Commission) as Chief Engineer of
the Operations and Pipeline Safety Section of the Utilities Division.

Please state your educational and employment background.

I received Bachelor and Master of Science Degrees in Civil Engineering from Kansas State
University, Manhattan, Kansas. I have worked in various capacities as an engineer for the
past 12 years. I am licensed as a professional engineer in the state of Kansas and Missouri.
For the last year, I have assisted the Kansas Corporation Commission in matters dealing
with electric utility operations. I have also performed functions including managing the
pipeline safety program, working on open dockets relating to utility operations, and
managing the administration and enforcement of the underground utility damage prevention
program. Prior to working for the Commission, I worked as a Civil Engineering consultant
performing design and construction contract administration for a variety of utility and
development projects.

Have you previously testified before this Commission?

Yes. I testified in the 24-GBEE-790-STG docket.

What is the overall purpose of your testimony?

Evergy is requesting the Commission predetermine ratemaking principles for two

Combined Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT) Projects and a solar project within its petition. The
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purpose of my testimony is to summarize how Evergy proposes to implement the projects

and to discuss and support the need for project construction tracking and reporting.

Testimony Overview

How does your testimony relate to Evergy’s petition?

Evergy is requesting the Commission predetermine ratemaking principles and treatment for
two CCGT generating facilities and one solar facility. Evergy describes the CCGT projects
and solar addition project in Mr. Olson’s and Mr. Carlson’s Direct Testimony, respectively.
I provide Staff’s perspective of Evergy’s efforts to successfully manage and implement
these projects. I also recommend the Commission require ongoing construction tracking and
monitoring reports from Evergy related to the projects. My reporting recommendations are
contingent on the Commission predetermining the requested ratemaking principles and
Evergy choosing to proceed with the projects.

Why do you think construction tracking and monitoring reporting is necessary?
Evergy’s petition is requesting the Commission approve the ratemaking principles and
treatment for certain generation investments prior to them occurring. Implicit in that
decision, is the assurance from the Commission that the cost of the facilities is recoverable,
up to the Definitive Cost Estimate (DCE) determined to be reasonable by the Commission.
Projects of this nature are subject to risk and uncertainty and absent a DCE, Evergy
ratepayers may be exposed to financial risk associated with project cost overruns. Because
ratepayers may be asked to compensate Evergy for any cost overruns and because Evergy
is best positioned to manage that risk, Evergy should be required to provide ongoing
progress reports to promote transparency and continual review of the project

implementation.
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Has Evergy proposed any requirements for filing progress reports with the
Commission related to this project?

Evergy indicated they would provide quarterly project updates, however, there are no
specific reporting requirements proposed in Evergy testimony. The various contracts
between Evergy and its suppliers and contractors associated with these projects have
specific reporting requirements. [ have included those requirements as Confidential Exhibits
PCO 2-5 to my testimony.

For purposes of filing progress reports with the Commission, what reporting
requirements are you recommending?

I recommend that reporting requirements should establish a high-level summary of the
construction progress for the major components of each project but with enough detail to
allow Staff to investigate if there are slippages in the schedule or project cost. Rather than
set specific reporting requirements, however, I recommend the Commission establish a
compliance docket associated with this case.

Do you have any examples of reporting requirements from previous dockets?

Yes. In the last predetermination docket related to a large electric generation facility, Staff
and the Applicant reached an agreement on reporting requirements that were filed in a
compliance docket, refer to attached exhibit PCO-1.! I propose a similar approach in this
docket where Staff and Evergy file a reporting template for Commission approval.

Are you providing an opinion on the prudency of the generation investments?

No. Staff witness Justin Grady is focusing on the prudency of the investments in terms of

the types of generator projects, their size, timing of construction, their associated financing,

! See Exhibit CBG 2011 5, Rebuttal Testimony of Chris B. Giles on Behalf of Kansas City Power & Light Company,
Docket No. 11-KCPE-581-PRE (June 24, 2011).
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and other factors. My testimony is intended to supplement Mr. Grady’s testimony and is

only relevant should the Commission elect to approve the requested ratemaking principles.

Please describe how the testimony that follows is organized.

My testimony is organized in the following sections:

e (CCGT Projects:

O

O

Project Overview.

Site Selection.

Owner’s Engineer (OE).
Power Island Equipment (PIE).

Engineering, Procurement, and Construction (EPC).

e Solar Project:

(@)

(@)

Project Overview.

Engineering, Procurement, and Construction (EPC).

Project Overview (CCGT Projects)

Q. Please summarize the scope of the CCGT projects.

A. Evergy proposes the construction of two advanced class 710 megawatt (MW) combined

cycle gas turbine (CCGT) generating facilities (collectively, CCGT Projects).? The facilities

are known as the Viola Generating Station and the McNew Generating Station within

Evergy’s petition.

Q. Please summarize Evergy’s implementation approach for the CCGT Projects?

2 Petition of Evergy Kansas Central, Inc., Evergy Kansas South, Inc. and Evergy Metro, Inc. for Determination of
Rate Making principles and Treatment; p. 9, § 15 (Nov. 6, 2024) (Petition).
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Evergy’s proposes an integrated approach to project implementation within the Direct
Testimony of Kyle Olson. Evergy intends to furnish a majority of the equipment and hire
an EPC contractor. I plan to provide a broad overview of Evergy’s implementation approach
within this section. I will then provide more detail relating to specific aspects of the project
implementation within the following sections.

Why do you describe Evergy’s approach as integrated?

I describe Evergy's approach as integrated because they are utilizing multiple project
delivery methods in conjunction. A majority of the work will be completed under an EPC
contract. Typically, equipment is procured under the umbrella of the EPC contract.
However, for the CCGT projects, Evergy procured major equipment under separate
agreements. Thus, the project does not exclusively rely on an EPC contract but also includes
other equipment procurement agreements.

Would you describe Evergy’s approach as “turnkey”?

No. In my opinion, a “turnkey" approach would create a single point of responsibility for
project delivery. The proposed implementation approach procures major equipment under
the PIE agreement. By removing the procurement of major equipment items from the EPC
scope, the project is no longer “turnkey” and single point of responsibility is lost.

Can you summarize the equipment being furnished by Evergy to the EPC contractor?
Equipment being furnished by Evergy is referred to as Owner Furnished Equipment (OFE)
within the Direct Testimony of Kyle Olson. The OFE equipment includes long lead items
such as the Generator Step-Up Transformer (GSU) and the 345kV breakers.> The OFE

equipment also includes equipment furnished under the Power Island Equipment (PIE).

3 Direct Testimony of J Kyle Olson, p. 6, lines 3-4 (Nov. 6, 2024) (Olson Direct).
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Did Evergy explain why it procured the GSU and 345KV breakers ahead of time?
Kyle Olson states within his Direct Testimony the GSU and 345kV breakers have extremely
long lead times and were procured ahead of time in an effort to reduce project risk.*

Do you feel procuring the equipment in advance reduces project risk?

In my opinion, the primary advantage with procuring the equipment in advance relates to
an improved project schedule. Removing equipment from the EPC contractor’s scope
generally increases project risk by degrading single point responsibility.

Why did Evergy procure the PIE equipment in a separate contract?

It appears that the primary driver relates to project schedule. Evergy negotiated a
Reservation Agreement to irrevocably reserve a slot in the manufacturing line for the
equipment.® I surmise mitigating schedule risks was a higher priority than having single-
point responsibility under one EPC contractor.

Is the proposed integrated approach reasonable?

In my opinion, the proposed integrated approach is reasonable. Evergy elected to procure
equipment outside of the EPC contractor’s scope. This will improve the project schedule.
However, by doing this Evergy no longer has a single point responsibility within the EPC
contract. Utilizing an integrated project approach is not problematic in itself, but it requires

careful management to control the scope, schedule, and cost of the project.

Site Selection (CCGT Projects)

Q.

Please summarize the location of the Viola and McNew construction sites.

4 Olson Direct, p. 6, lines 3-6.
S1d., p. 20, lines 2-4.
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A. The proposed location of the Viola facility is in Sumner County, Kansas approximately 24
miles southwest of Wichita, Kansas. The proposed location of the McNew facility is in Reno
County, Kansas less than one mile south of the City of Hutchinson, Kansas.

Did Evergy perform a study to assess potential locations for electric generation plants?
Evergy engaged Power Engineers to complete siting study titled 2023 Studies Conventional
Generation Siting Study dated September 29, 2023 (Siting Study).®’” The Siting Study
assessed multiple potential sites located in 52 Kansas Counties and 35 Missouri Counties.®
Was the Siting Study specifically prepared for the Viola and McNew facilities?

No. It appears that the study was more general in nature. The Siting Study was performed
“to locate, investigate, and evaluate potential sites for Evergy to construct potential large
scale electricity generations facilities...for two approximately 520-800 megawatt (MW)
generating facilities with the goal of *_
-**”9 While the siting study was not specifically prepared for the proposed
facilities, it appears that Evergy used the results of the study in part to determine the location
of the proposed CCGT Projects.

What were the preferred site recommendations within the Siting Study?

powerEngincrs o *
I S
[

6 Olson Direct, p. 11, lines 5-9.

7 See Confidential Response to KIC Data Request No. 1-24, contained in Staff Exhibit PCO-6, Power Engineers 2023
Studies Conventional Generation Siting Study (Siting Study). All Confidential Data Requests referenced are attached
as Exhibit PCO-6. Due to the voluminous nature of the document referenced within the response, the document is not
attached to my testimony but can be made available upon request.

8 Olson Direct, p. 11, Figure 1.

? See Confidential Response to KIC Data Request No. 1-24.

07d,p. 2.

.
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Did Evergy explain why theﬁ-_isite was not used?

l

kK

Was the McNew site considered in the Siting Study?

No. The McNew site was not specifically considered within the siting study. ' *-

x4

What factors lead to the inclusion of the McNew Site?

Evergy engaged the Hutchinson/Reno County Chamber of Commerce (Chamber) to find a
similar site near Hutchison with better availability to gas and similar water and electric
transmission resources. >

Did Evergy analyze the McNew site?

Not formally. Staff requested Evergy’s analysis of the site, and Evergy produced a four-

page document which consisted of a few emails from Burns & McDonnell (BMcD).!®

| *

12 See Confidential Response to Staff Data Request No. 30, contained in Staff Exhibit PCO-6.
13 Olson Direct, p. 13, line 6.

4 1d., p. 13, line 8.

5 1d., p. 13, line 8-10.

16 See Confidential Response to Staff Data Request No. 29, contained in Staff Exhibit PCO-6.
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N

Are there risks associated with the McNew site?

As the project develops, unknown site conditions may emerge. The site conditions could
add cost to develop the project. Evergy has considered the primary infrastructure needs for
the CCGT Projects such as gas supply, transmission supply, and other utilities; however,

additional site-specific conditions may emerge.

Owner’s Engineer (CCGT Projects)

Q.

Did Evergy hire a consultant to assist with project management and implementation?
Yes. Evergy has selected BMcD to provide Owner’s Engineer (OE) services throughout the
entirety of the project.

What is the role of the OE?

Amon othe tems, the serices incloce:» [N

Does BMcD have experience with these types of projects?
Yes. They have provided advisory and review engineer services for over 2500 MW of new

generation. As an engineering firm located in the Kansas City area, they also have extensive

17 See Statement of Work Number EV17302 between Evergy Services, Inc. and Burns and McDonnell Engineering
Co. Inc., provided in response to NRDC Data Request No. 10.
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experience working on Evergy projects. BMcD also has direct experience as a standalone
EPC contractor. '8

Are there reporting requirements included in the BMcD statement of work?

Yes. Exhibit PCO-2 provides a list of the OE duties with respect to administering the

equipment and EPC contracts. '’

Power Island Equipment (CCGT Projects)

Please describe the PIE.

As described in Mr. Olson’s testimony, the PIE agreement provisions the major equipment
that is included in the CCGT. It consists of the gas turbine, the generator, the heat recovery
generator, and a steam turbine. PIE equipment is being purchased as a package from one
manufacturer.

Has Evergy selected the PIE for the proposed projects?

Yes. After preparing an RFP with the assistance of BMcD, Evergy selected Mitsubishi
Power Americas (MPA) as the provider.

Was MPA a reasonable choice as the PIE supplier?

In my opinion, yes. Evergy received bids from General Electric Vernova (GEV), Siemens
Energy (Siemens), and MPA. An evaluation matrix is presented within Kyle Olson’s Direct
testimony on page 18. The matrix compared plant output, price, price per kW, heat rate,
reliability guarantee, long term service agreement cost, and commercial exceptions. In my

opinion, MPA’s proposal was most competitive and therefore is a reasonable choice.

18 Olson Direct p. 10, line 10-11.
19 See Phase 1V- Project Execution requirements. Exhibit D to Statement of Work provided in response to NRDC-10.

10
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Have you reviewed the contract between MPA and Evergy for the delivery of the
equipment?

Yes.

Does the contract provide sufficient reporting and oversight for Evergy to monitor the
progress of the contract deliverables?

Yes. Exhibit C of the contract between MPA and Evergy requires MPA to *-
I
I
-**20 I have attached the project control agreement and the reporting format as

Exhibit PCO-3 to my testimony.

Engineering, Procurement, and Construction (CCGT Projects)

Q.

A.

Please define an EPC contract approach.

As described in Mr. Olson’s testimony,?! the EPC contract methodology is often described
as a “turnkey” style of contract. It typically uses one contractor to provide all aspects of the
engineering design, procurement of equipment, and construction of the project. Engineering
design often includes development of detailed drawings and specifications for civil,
structural, mechanical, and electrical work. Procurement typically refers to the acquisition
of equipment associated with the project. Construction is the act of building the project in
accordance with the detailed design and any manufacturer requirements associated with
procured equipment.

Did Evergy self-procure major equipment items?

20 Supplemental Testimony of John Olson Exhibit JKO-12.
21 Olson Direct, p. 6.
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As I discussed earlier in my testimony, Evergy procured major equipment items separately
from the EPC contract. Evergy is utilizing a hybrid approach which integrates multiple
project delivery methods.

Is EPC an acceptable approach for construction of the CCGT Projects?

Yes. EPC is commonly utilized in the power industry and has been successfully used in past
power plant projects. While Evergy procured major equipment outside of the EPC scope,
the EPC framework still limits Evergy’s exposure to increases in cost and delays in
schedule.

What are some of the advantages associated with utilizing an EPC contractor?
Evergy negotiated a fixed price (with certain exceptions), fixed schedule form of EPC
contract.?? A fixed-price, fixed schedule EPC contract decreases risk associated with
changes in contract value and changes in project schedule.

Could you summarize the exceptions to the fixed price?

The exceptions to the fixed price contract include *_

What are the disadvantages to an EPC contract?

EPC contracts are less flexible and require negotiation of price increases and schedule
modifications if a change in scope is desired by the owner.

How was the Request for Proposal (RFP) developed for the EPC contractor?

In this case, Evergy developed the RFP with the assistance of their OE, BMcD.

How many companies bid on the EPC contract for the CCGT Project?

22 Olson Direct, p. 24, line 7-8.
23 See Confidential Response to Staff Data Request No. 48, contained in Staff Exhibit PCO-6.

12
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Two companies provided detailed bid proposals, Black & Veatch (B&V) and Kiewit Power
Constructors Co. (Kiewit). Gemma Power Systems was also invited to bid but declined due
to a lack of capacity to execute the project.?*

Has Evergy selected an EPC contractor?

Not at this time. Evergy has reviewed the bids and utilized them to develop the DCE. Evergy
expects to select an EPC contractor sometime in the second quarter of 2025.%

How will Evergy monitor the progress of the EPC contract?

Based on the RFP for the EPC contractor, the successful bidder will be required to comply
with specific reporting requirements. [ have attached the RFP reporting requirements for the
EPC as Exhibit PCO-4 to my testimony.?® While Evergy has not entered into a contract with

the EPC contractor, Staff anticipates the requirements will be substantially similar to those

presented in this exhibit.

Project Overview (Solar Project)

Please summarize the scope of the CCGT projects.

The Kansas Sky Solar project is a 200 MWpc / 159 MW ac solar field. The proposed location
of the project is in Douglas County, Kansas near the Lawrence Energy Center.?’

Who originally developed the project?

The project was originally developed by Savion.?®

What portions of the project development were completed by Savion?

24 Supplemental Direct Testimony of J Kyle Olson; p. 3, lines 7-9 (Feb. 14, 2025).

BId.,p.3,line 17.

26 See Confidential Response to Staff Data Request No. 36, as contained in Staff Exhibit PCO-6, Sections 12.4 through
12.6 of proposed contract between the parties, and Exhibit G without attachments. Due to the voluminous nature of the
documents referenced within the response, the documents are not attached to my testimony but can be made available
upon request.

%7 Direct Testimony of John R Carlson; p. 6, lines 3-4 (Nov. 6, 2024).

2 1d., line 4.

13
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Savion is responsible for securing land rights, permits, interconnection rights, and
development of a 30% design for use in an EPC bid package.?

After Evergy acquires Savion’s development assets, how will the project continue?
Evergy will be responsible for project implementation following the acquisition of Savion’s
development assets including remaining development, construction, and commissioning of
the project. Evergy has hired an EPC contractor to complete engineering, procurement, and
construction of the project, similar to the CCGT projects.*’ Like the CCGT projects, Evergy
has procured the long-lead items.

Did Evergy acquire the services of an OE for this project?

With respect to project management of the solar installation, it appears that Evergy **l
What portions of the project did Evergy self-procure?

Evergy self-procured the solar panels and the generator step up transformer.

Has Evergy secured agreements for the solar panel supply and generator step up
transformer supply?

Yes. Evergy has secured agreements for the solar panel supply and generator step up
transformer supply.>?

Is Evergy’s project implementation approach reasonable?

In my opinion, Evergy’s project implementation approach to the solar project is reasonable.

Engineering, Procurement, and Construction (Solar Project)

Q.

Will the EPC contract be similar in form to the CCGT EPC Contract?

¥ Id.,p.9,lines 17-19.

301d., p. 13, lines 8.

31 See Confidential Response to Staff Data Request No. 47, contained in Staff Exhibit PCO-6.
32 Supplemental Direct Testimony of Jason Humphrey; p. 5, lines 6-22 (Feb. 14, 2025).

14
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Generally speaking, the EPC contract will be similar in form to the CCGT EPC Contract.
While the scope of the project is different, the EPC contractor will be responsible for
engineering, procurement (except long lead time items), and construction. The proposed
contracting methodology is similar in form but different in scope.

Has Evergy selected an EPC contractor for the solar project?

Yes. Evergy selected *-** as the EPC contractor for the solar project. >

How will Evergy monitor the progress of the EPC contract?

Based on the Scope of Work and Technical Requirements, *-** will be required
to comply with reporting requirements. I have attached the reporting requirements for the

EPC as Exhibit PCO-5 to my testimony.>*

Progress and Performance Reporting

Does Evergy plan on providing the Commission with periodic reports?

Within the Direct Testimony of Mr. Olson, Evergy proposed to submit quarterly project
status updates.>’

Did Evergy describe the report contents?

No. Evergy did not describe the specific report contents. It appears that Evergy plans to

——

33 See Confidential Response to Staff Data Request No. 9, contained in Staff Exhibit PCO-6. Due to the voluminous
nature of the documents referenced within the response, the documents are not attached to my testimony but can be
made available upon request.

34 See Confidential Response to Staff Data Request No. 55, contained in Staff Exhibit PCO-6, Exhibit A — Attachment
2 Section 11, Attachment 11, and Attachment 12. Due to the voluminous nature of the document referenced within the
response, the document is not attached to my testimony but can be made available upon request.

35 QOlson Direct, p. 32, line 19.

36 See Confidential Response to Staff Data Request No. 47, contained in Staff Exhibit PCO-6.

15
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Has the Commission required reporting as a condition of predetermined ratemaking
principles in the past?

Yes. Within Docket No. 11-KCPE-581-PRE (11-581 Docket) the Commission approved an
agreement between Kansas City Power & Light Company (KCP&L) and Staff regarding
the filing of reporting metrics.?’” The reporting requirements from that docket can be found
within my testimony as Exhibit PCO-1.

How frequently were reports required?

The Commission required KCP&L to submit monthly reports to Staff.

Did the Staff report to the Commission?

The Commission required Staff to bring to their attention any information reflecting a
significant event or problem regarding implementation of the project.

What type of metrics were included in the reporting requirements within 11-581
Docket?

The reporting metric used to track cost and schedule was an Earned Value Management
(EVM) report. EVM reporting takes a snapshot of the project at a specific moment in time
and gathers data that includes the actual cost incurred as of that date, the planned value as
of that date, and input from the construction management team regarding percentage of
completeness of the project.

Do you think similar reporting requirements would be appropriate for these projects?
Yes. A progress report of this nature allows for high level tracking of the project’s schedule

and cost.

37 Order Granting KCP&L Petition for Predetermination of Rate-making Principles and Treatment, 11-581 Docket
(Aug. 19, 2011).

16
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Conclusion

Please summarize your testimony.

Evergy’s petition is requesting the Commission to approve ratemaking principles and
treatment for certain investments prior to them occurring. Projects of this nature are subject
to risk and uncertainty, and if the Commission predetermines rate making principles, Evergy
rate payers may be exposed to financial risk associated with project uncertainty, assuming
those project cost overruns are determined prudent. Because rate payers may be exposed to
financial risk and Evergy is best positioned to manage that risk, Evergy should be required
to provide ongoing progress reports to promote transparency and continual review of the
project implementation.

Has Evergy proposed a progress reporting protocol to keep the Commission informed
of its progress?

While Evergy has committed to providing quarterly reports, there are no specific reporting
requirements proposed in Evergy testimony. However, the various contracts between
Evergy and its suppliers and contractors associated with these projects have specific
reporting requirements.

Would you expect Evergy to file reports with the same detail as is provided by their
contractors?

Not necessarily. I believe any reporting requirements should establish a high level summary
of the construction progress for the major components of each project but with enough detail

to allow Staff to investigate if there are slippages in the schedule or cost of the projects.

17
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Recommendations

Q.

Do you have any recommendations for the Commission’s consideration regarding
reporting requirements?

I recommend the Commission establish a compliance docket associated with this case and
require Evergy to file quarterly progress reports for each of the projects. Regarding the
content of the reports, I recommend Evergy work with Staff to develop a reporting template
that will be filed for Commission approval prior to initiating the compliance reports
Does this conclude your testimony?

Yes.

18
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EXHIBITS

Exhibit No.  Descriptions

PCO-1 Project Reporting Requirements for Docket 11-KCPE-581-PRE

PCO-2  CCGT Owner’s Engineer Project Reporting Requirements CONFIDENTIAL
PCO-3 CCGT Power Island Equipment Contract Reporting Requirements
CONFIDENTIAL

PCO-4 CCGT RFP EPC Reporting Requirements CONFIDENTIAL

PCO-5 Solar Kansas Sky Project Proposed EPC Reporting Requirements
CONFIDENTIAL

PCO-6  Referenced Discovery Responses CONFIDENTIAL

19
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JOSEPH R. ASTRAB, CONSUMER COUNSEL

CITIZENS' UTILITY RATEPAYER BOARD
1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD

TOPEKA, KS 66604
joseph.astrab@ks.gov

SHONDA RABB

CITIZENS' UTILITY RATEPAYER BOARD
1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD

TOPEKA, KS 66604
shonda.rabb@ks.gov

Randall F. Larkin, ATTORNEY
CITY OF LAWRENCE

PO Box 708

Lawrence, KS 66044
rlarkin@lawrenceks.org

Kathy Richardson, SUSTAINABILITY DIRECTOR

CITY OF LAWRENCE

PO Box 708

Lawrence, KS 66044
krichardson@lawrenceks.org
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TONI WHEELER, DIRECTOR, LEGAL SERVICES DEPT.
CITY OF LAWRENCE

CITY HALL

6 EAST SIXTH ST

LAWRENCE, KS 66044

twheeler@lawrenceks.org

CATHRYN J. DINGES, SR DIRECTOR & REGULATORY
AFFAIRS COUNSEL

EVERGY KANSAS CENTRAL, INC

818 S KANSAS AVE

PO BOX 889

TOPEKA, KS 66601-0889

cathy.dinges@evergy.com

DANIEL J BULLER, ATTORNEY
FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP

7500 COLLEGE BOULEVARD, STE 1400
OVERLAND PARK, KS 66201-4041
dbuller@foulston.com

SARAH C. OTTO

FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP

7500 COLLEGE BOULEVARD, STE 1400
OVERLAND PARK, KS 66201-4041
sotto@foulston.com

C. EDWARD WATSON I, ATTORNEY
FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP

1551 N WATERFRONT PKWY STE 100
WICHITA, KS 67206-4466
cewatson@foulston.com

Kevin M Fowler, COUNSEL
Frieden & Forbes, LLP

1414 SW Ashworth Place Ste 201
Topeka, KS 66604
kfowler@fflawllp.com

DOROTHY BARNETT

CLIMATE & ENERGY PROJECT
PO BOX 1858

HUTCHINSON, KS 67504-1858
barnett@climateandenergy.org

LESLIE WINES, SR. EXEC. ADMIN. ASST.
EVERGY KANSAS CENTRAL, INC

818 S KANSAS AVE

PO BOX 889

TOPEKA, KS 66601-0889
leslie.wines@evergy.com

MOLLY E MORGAN, ATTORNEY
FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP

1551 N. Waterfront Parkway
Suite 100

Wichita, KS 67206
mmorgan@foulston.com

LEE M SMITHYMAN, ATTORNEY
FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP

7500 COLLEGE BOULEVARD, STE 1400
OVERLAND PARK, KS 66201-4041
Ismithyman@foulston.com

JAMES P ZAKOURA, ATTORNEY
FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP

7500 COLLEGE BOULEVARD, STE 1400
OVERLAND PARK, KS 66201-4041
jzakoura@foulston.com

Constance Chan, SENIOR CATEGORY MANAGER -
ELECTRICITY & BUSINESS TRAVEL

HF SINCLAIR EL DORADO REFINING LLC

2323 Victory Ave. Ste 1400

Dalla, TX 75219

constance.chan@hfsinclair.com
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Jon Lindsey, CORPORATE COUNSEL

HF SINCLAIR EL DORADO REFINING LLC
550 E. South Temple

Salt Lake City, UT 84102
jon.lindsey@hfsinclair.com

JUSTIN GRADY, CHIEF OF REVENUE REQUIREMENTS,
COST OF SERVICE & FINANCE

KANSAS CORPORATION COMMISSION

1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD

TOPEKA, KS 66604

justin.grady@ks.gov

CARLY MASENTHIN, LITIGATION COUNSEL
KANSAS CORPORATION COMMISSION
1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD

TOPEKA, KS 66604
carly.masenthin@ks.gov

LORNA EATON, MANAGER OF RATES AND REGULATORY
AFFAIRS

KANSAS GAS SERVICE, A DIVISION OF ONE GAS, INC.
7421 W 129TH STREET

OVERLAND PARK, KS 66213

lorna.eaton@onegas.com

PAUL MAHLBERG, GENERAL MANAGER
KANSAS MUNICIPAL ENERGY AGENCY
6300 W 95TH ST

OVERLAND PARK, KS 66212-1431
mahlberg@kmea.com

DARREN PRINCE, MANAGER, REGULATORY & RATES
KANSAS MUNICIPAL ENERGY AGENCY

6300 W 95TH ST

OVERLAND PARK, KS 66212-1431

prince@kmea.com

BRIAN G. FEDOTIN, GENERAL COUNSEL
KANSAS CORPORATION COMMISSION
1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD

TOPEKA, KS 66604
brian.fedotin@ks.gov

PATRICK HURLEY, CHIEF LITIGATION COUNSEL
KANSAS CORPORATION COMMISSION

1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD

TOPEKA, KS 66604

patrick.hurley@ks.gov

JANET BUCHANAN, DIRECTOR OF RATES &
REGULATORY

KANSAS GAS SERVICE, A DIVISION OF ONE GAS, INC.
7421 W 129TH STREET

OVERLAND PARK, KS 66213

janet.buchanan@onegas.com

ROBERT E. VINCENT, MANAGING ATTORNEY
KANSAS GAS SERVICE, A DIVISION OF ONE GAS, INC.
7421 W. 129TH STREET

OVERLAND PARK, KS 66213
robert.vincent@onegas.com

TERRI J PEMBERTON, GENERAL COUNSEL
KANSAS MUNICIPAL ENERGY AGENCY
6300 W 95TH ST

OVERLAND PARK, KS 66212-1431
pemberton@kmea.com

JAMES GING, DIRECTOR ENGINEERING SERVICES
KANSAS POWER POOL

100 N BROADWAY STE L110

WICHITA, KS 67202

jging@kpp.agency
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COLIN HANSEN, CEO/GENERAL MANAGER
KANSAS POWER POOL

100 N BROADWAY STE L110

WICHITA, KS 67202

chansen@kpp.agency

ALISSA GREENWALD, ATTORNEY
KEYES & FOX LLP

1580 LINCOLN STREET STE 1105
DENVER, CO 80203
agreenwald@keyesfox.com

PATRICK PARKE, CEO
MIDWEST ENERGY, INC.
1330 Canterbury Rd

PO Box 898

Hays, KS 67601-0898
patparke@mwenergy.com

VALERIE SMITH, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT
MORRIS LAING EVANS BROCK & KENNEDY
800 SW JACKSON

SUITE 1310

TOPEKA, KS 66612-1216
vsmith@morrislaing.com

GLENDA CAFER, MORRIS LAING LAW FIRM
MORRIS LAING EVANS BROCK & KENNEDY CHTD
800 SW JACKSON STE 1310

TOPEKA, KS 66612-1216
gcafer@morrislaing.com

WILL B. WOHLFORD, ATTORNEY

MORRIS LAING EVANS BROCK & KENNEDY CHTD
300 N MEAD STE 200

WICHITA, KS 67202-2745
wwohlford@morrislaing.com

LARRY HOLLOWAY, ASST GEN MGR OPERATIONS
KANSAS POWER POOL

100 N BROADWAY STE L110

WICHITA, KS 67202

Iholloway@kpp.agency

JASON KEYES, PARTNER
KEYES & FOX LLP

580 CALIFORNIA ST 12TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104
jkeyes@keyesfox.com

AARON ROME, VP OF ENERGY SUPPLY
MIDWEST ENERGY, INC.

1330 CANTERBURY DRIVE

PO BOX 898

HAYS, KS 67601-0898

arome@mwenergy.com

TREVOR WOHLFORD, ATTORNEY

MORRIS LAING EVANS BROCK & KENNEDY
800 SW JACKSON

SUITE 1310

TOPEKA, KS 66612-1216
twohlford@morrislaing.com

RITA LOWE, PARALEGAL

MORRIS LAING EVANS BROCK & KENNEDY CHTD
300 N MEAD STE 200

WICHITA, KS 67202-2745

rlowe@morrislaing.com

ASHOK GUPTA, EXPERT

NATIONAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
20 N WACKER DRIVE SUITE 1600

CHICAGO, IL 60606

agupta@nrdc.org
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DAN BRUER, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
NEW ENERGY ECONOMICS

1390 YELLOW PINE AVE

BOULDER, CO 80305
dan.bruer@newenergyeconomics.org

ANNE E. CALLENBACH, ATTORNEY
POLSINELLI PC

900 W 48TH PLACE STE 900
KANSAS CITY, MO 64112
acallenbach@polsinelli.com

JARED R. JEVONS, ATTORNEY
POLSINELLI PC

900 W 48TH PLACE STE 900
KANSAS CITY, MO 64112
jievons@poilsinelli.com

JAMES OWEN, COUNSEL
RENEW MISSOURI ADVOCATES
915 E ASH STREET

COLUMBIA, MO 65201
james@renewmo.org

Peggy A. Trent, CHIEF COUNTY COUNSELOR

The Board of County Commissioners of Johnson County
111 S. Cherry Ste 3200

Olathe, KS 66061

peg.trent@jocogov.org

J.T. KLAUS, ATTORNEY

TRIPLETT, WOOLF & GARRETSON, LLC
2959 N ROCK RD STE 300

WICHITA, KS 67226
jtklaus@twgfirm.com

TIM OPITZ

OPITZ LAW FIRM, LLC

308 E. HIGH STREET

SUITE B101

JEFFERSON CITY, MO 65101
tim.opitz@opitzlawfirm.com

FRANK A. CARO, JR., ATTORNEY
POLSINELLI PC

900 W 48TH PLACE STE 900
KANSAS CITY, MO 64112
fcaro@polsinelli.com

Greg Wright

Priority Power Mgt.

12512 Augusta Dr

Kansas City, KS 66109
gwright@prioritypower.com

TIMOTHY J LAUGHLIN, ATTORNEY
SCHOONOVER & MORIARTY, LLC
130 N. CHERRY STREET, STE 300
OLATHE, KS 66061
tlaughlin@schoonoverlawfirm.com

ROBERT R. TITUS
TITUS LAW FIRM, LLC
7304 W. 130th St.

Suite 190

Overland Park, KS 66213
rob@tituslawkc.com

KACEY S MAYES, ATTORNEY

TRIPLETT, WOOLF & GARRETSON, LLC

2959 N ROCK RD STE 300
WICHITA, KS 67226
ksmayes@twgfirm.com
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TIMOTHY E. MCKEE, ATTORNEY
TRIPLETT, WOOLF & GARRETSON, LLC
2959 N ROCK RD STE 300

WICHITA, KS 67226
temckee@twgfirm.com

DAN LAWRENCE, GENERAL COUNSEL - USD 259
UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 259

903 S EDGEMOOR RM 113

WICHITA, KS 67218

dlawrence@usd259.net
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JOHN J. MCNUTT, GENERAL ATTORNEY
U.S. ARMY LEGAL SERVICES AGENCY
REGULATORY LAW OFFICE

9275 GUNSTON RD., STE. 1300

FORT BELVOIR, VA 22060-5546
john.j.mcnutt.civ@army.mil

KEVIN K. LACHANCE, CONTRACT LAW ATTORNEY
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ADMIN & CIVIL LAW DIVISION

OFFICE OF STAFF JUDGE ADVOCATE

FORT RILEY, KS 66442

kevin.k.lachance.civ@army.mil

Anin Murphy

Ann Murphy





