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I. INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE 1 

Q: Please state your name and business address. 2 

A: My name is Ronald A. Klote. My business address is 1200 Main, Kansas City, Missouri 3 

64105. 4 

Q: Did you provide Direct Testimony for EKC in this docket? 5 

A: Yes, I submitted Direct Testimony in support of the Petition filed herein on November 6, 6 

2024. 7 

Q:  What is the purpose of your Rebuttal Testimony? 8 

A: The purpose of my Rebuttal Testimony is to (1) respond to recommendations of HF Sinclair 9 

El Dorado Refining (“HF Sinclair”) witness Justin Bieber regarding allocation of costs 10 

recovered through the CWIP rider, (2) respond to concerns expressed by various parties 11 

about fairness in cost recovery from new large load customers and explain our intent with 12 

respect to large load customers and the CWIP rider, (3) respond to assertions in USD 259 13 

witness Addi Lowell that the total rate increase for this docket and other contemporaneous 14 

proceedings is 25%, and (4) respond to New Energy Economics witness Jones’ assertion 15 

that EKC should have considered the rate impacts for costs recovered through the Retail 16 

Energy Cost Adjustment (“RECA”) clause in this docket. 17 

Q: To what recommendations of HF Sinclair would you like to respond? 18 

A: In his Direct Testimony, HF Sinclair witness Bieber expresses concerns about how the costs 19 

recovered through the CWIP rider will be allocated among customer classes.   20 

Q. How does EKC respond to this concern? 21 

A. EKC’s position is similar to what Mr. Bieber appears to suggest in his testimony, that the 22 

costs recovered through the CWIP rider should be allocated among classes in the same 23 
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manner that all other generation costs are allocated and recovered from the various 1 

customer classes. EKC had presumed that in this instance the allocation among classes 2 

would be determined in the course of the currently filed general rate case, Docket No. 25-3 

EKCE-294-RTS (“25-294 Docket”). I am aware that Mr. Bieber suggests the allocation 4 

method referred to as Average & Excess Demand-Four Coincident Peak (“AED-4CP”) is 5 

the appropriate allocation method for these costs. EKC states that this method is a possible 6 

allocation method for this purpose, but believes the appropriate venue to advocate for any 7 

particular allocation method and to fully discuss the merits of those methods is not in this 8 

docket, but rather in the 25-294 Docket.  9 

Q. Assuming EKC’s Petition is granted and the Commission approves the CWIP rider, 10 

how does EKC plan to handle new LLPS class customers of EKC that are added after 11 

the CWIP rider is approved? 12 

A. The amounts recovered through the CWIP rider will be allocated to the customer classes 13 

on the same basis that the costs of the underlying generation plant are allocated to customer 14 

classes in the 25-294 Docket, as adjusted by future rate cases or other Commission orders 15 

establishing allocation of costs among classes for generation plant  16 

Q. How do you respond to USD 259 witness Addi Lowell’s assertion that, between this 17 

docket and other contemporaneous proceedings, total rate increases for all dockets 18 

for EKC customers will be 25%? 19 

A. This assertion is not accurate. USD 259 explained the basis for Ms. Lowell’s assertion in 20 

response to Evergy-USD 259 DR 1-1. The response shows that Ms. Lowell’s assertion 21 

oversimplifies the issues and overstates all-in bill impacts. Notably, although it does not 22 

specifically relate to this docket, the assertion that rate changes in the 25-294 Docket will 23 
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cause a 14.96% increase to USD 259 bills is not accurate. That figure, which was included 1 

in EKC’s application in the 25-294 Docket, represents the total system-wide increase to 2 

base rates for the identified classes. It does not represent an all-in bill impact forecast for 3 

the school district, which would be lower than 14.96%.   4 

In addition, USD 259’s response appears to assume that rate impacts related to this 5 

docket will occur at once, and can be compiled to determine total bill impacts for EKC 6 

customers. As the Commission is aware, the rate impacts related to this docket will vary, 7 

and will occur at different intervals as construction of the facilities is completed and the 8 

facilities are placed into service. Therefore, it is inaccurate to compile or add-up Evergy’s 9 

stated expected rate impacts and suggest that EKC customers will incur the sum of those 10 

impacts at one time.   11 

Importantly, as a number of Company witnesses have testified, the use of the CWIP 12 

Rider reduces the overall cost of construction of the assets recovered in rates in a manner 13 

that is favorable to EKC customers and their rate impacts. In addition, other factors, 14 

including increased load and customer base, are anticipated to reduce these expected rate 15 

impacts in practice to the average EKC customer by spreading recovery of these costs over 16 

a broader base of customer usage. These principles also apply with respect to expected rate 17 

impacts to EKC customers related to the 25-294 Docket in which the filed positions of 18 

other parties are not yet known.   19 

In addition, as discussed in my Direct Testimony, the cumulative rate impacts from 20 

the two natural gas facilities and the solar facility, if they were added together and assumed 21 

implemented at the same time, would equate to an estimated 9.3% in total. Over a 5-year 22 

period through 2030 this would equate to an annual CAGR percent increase of 1.8%. This 23 
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amount is below the expected federal reserve targeted annual inflation percentage of 2%.  1 

This is also before consideration of the addition of expected large load customers, which 2 

should further reduce the impact to customers over this period. Ultimately, these impacts 3 

are very reasonable overall for the addition of these important generation resources, and 4 

because it is anticipated that other utilities in the region will have to make similar 5 

investments in their generation fleets, the rate impacts are at a level that will be competitive 6 

with peer utilities in the coming years. 7 

Q. How do you respond to the assertion of NEE witness Jones that EKC should have 8 

considered the rate impacts for costs that will be recovered through the RECA as part 9 

of its rate impacts analysis? 10 

A. I disagree with this assertion. It is simply not realistic to be able to estimate these costs in 11 

a manner to allow EKC to model specific rate impacts likely related to costs recovered 12 

through the RECA.  Alternatively, if the Commission accepts Mr. Jones’ recommendation 13 

and does not approve the Petition as it relates to the CCGT facilities, EKC would likely 14 

have to acquire more expensive purchased power to meet customer needs in the future.  15 

The costs of such purchased power would be recovered through the RECA, resulting in 16 

greater cost to be recovered through the RECA, and EKC would likely not be able to 17 

accurately model and predict the rate impacts related to those costs. Therefore, Mr. Jones’ 18 

recommended course of action would inherently be less transparent and predictable than 19 

the current predetermination proceeding. EKC believes the predictability and transparency 20 
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of the predetermination proceeding and the cost recovery mechanisms inherent in this 1 

proceeding are preferrable under the circumstances. 2 

Q. Please summarize your Rebuttal Testimony? 3 

A. My Rebuttal Testimony has addressed questions and concerns raised in the Direct 4 

Testimonies of certain witnesses regarding rate recovery in connection with the Company’s 5 

proposals in this docket. Yet, there has been no substantial, analytically supported 6 

opposition to the rate recovery requested in the Company’s Petition or filed testimony. I 7 

would reiterate our request for the Commission to approve the ratemaking treatment 8 

requested for the following: 9 

▪ Request, pursuant to K.S.A. 66-1239, that EKC be permitted to implement a CWIP 10 

rider not sooner that 365 days after construction of the generation facility begins, 11 

and EKC will recover through the CWIP rider the return on up to 100% of amounts 12 

recorded to construction work in progress on EKC’s books for its stake in the two 13 

natural gas plants, not exceeding the definitive cost estimates for each plant 14 

approved by the Commission, unless otherwise ordered by the Commission in a 15 

subsequent proceeding.  In addition, this rider will be allowed to have periodic 16 

increases not more than every six months.  EKC requests that it be permitted to 17 

accrue costs in CWIP to be recovered from customers up until the time that the 18 

natural gas plants are placed in service and EKC will be permitted to recover a 19 

return on those costs through the CWIP rider until new base rates reflecting EKC’s 20 

investment in the natural gas plants take effect; 21 

▪ Request recovery in rate base through a general rate case for costs up to the 22 

definitive cost estimate, unless otherwise ordered by the Commission in a 23 

subsequent proceeding, with amounts spent in excess of the definitive cost 24 

estimate(s) subject to prudence review, wherein EKC should bear the burden of 25 
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proof to show that any amount it incurs in excess of these DCEs is prudently 1 

incurred and is reasonable to recover from ratepayers; 2 

▪ Request that, also pursuant to K.S.A. 66-1239, when new base rates reflecting 3 

EKC’s investment in the natural gas plants take effect, EKC requests those base 4 

rates include a deferral for depreciation expense incurred and carrying costs on any 5 

unrecovered portion of EKC’s investment in the natural gas plants at EKC’s 6 

weighted average cost of capital determined in the rate case to include such costs 7 

in rates, incurred between the time the natural gas plants are placed in service and 8 

the time the investment in the natural gas plants is included in base rates; 9 

▪ Request that, in lieu of including the solar generating facility in rate base, a 10 

levelized revenue requirement of the solar facility be included in EKC’s total 11 

revenue requirement in the Company’s next general rate case following the date the 12 

solar generating facility is placed in service. This levelized revenue requirement for 13 

the Kansas Sky generating plant to be fixed for the first thirty years of the life of 14 

the generation site, at the end of which, the levelized revenue requirement will be 15 

reevaluated; and 16 

▪ Request that the Commission approve construction accounting treatment, under 17 

which EKC would be permitted to defer and recover as a regulatory asset over the 18 

remaining life of the Kansas Sky generating plant the pretax rate of return, 19 

depreciation expense, and actual operating and maintenance expense, offset by the 20 

value of the production tax credits, incurred between the time the Kansas Sky plant 21 

is placed in service and the effective date of rates that include the levelized revenue 22 

requirement, with the recovery of the regulatory asset to begin with the general rate 23 

case that coincides with the inclusion of the levelized revenue requirement in rates 24 

and recovered over the life of the plant. To the extent the regulatory asset needs 25 

trued-up, the updated balance will be addressed in the following general rate case. 26 

  In conclusion, I would note that Staff had no opposition to EKC’s requested rate 27 

recovery treatment and only included minor conditions to the proposals put forth by the 28 

Company. Evergy witness Darrin Ives more fully discusses in his Rebuttal Testimony the 29 
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recommended conditions that Evergy can accept from Direct Testimonies filed by parties 1 

in this docket. 2 

Q: Does this conclude your testimony? 3 

A: Yes, it does. 4 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I do hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document has 
been emailed, this 4th day of April 2025, to all parties of record as listed below: 

JAMES G. FLAHERTY, ATTORNEY 
ANDERSON & BYRD, L.L.P.  
216 S HICKORY 
PO BOX 17 
OTTAWA, KS  66067-0017 
 jflaherty@andersonbyrd.com 

SHELLY M BASS, SENIOR 
ATTORNEY 
ATMOS ENERGY CORPORATION 
5430 LBJ FREEWAY 
1800 THREE LINCOLN CENTRE 
DALLAS, TX  75240 
 shelly.bass@atmosenergy.com 

KATHLEEN R OCANAS, DIVISION VP 
OF RATES & REGULATORY AFFAIRS 
ATMOS ENERGY CORPORATION  
25090 W 110TH TERR 
OLATHE, KS  66061 
 Kathleen.Ocanas@atmosenergy.com 

JOSEPH R. ASTRAB, CONSUMER 
COUNSEL 
CITIZENS' UTILITY RATEPAYER 
BOARD  
1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD 
TOPEKA, KS  66604 
 Joseph.Astrab@ks.gov 

TODD E. LOVE, ATTORNEY 
CITIZENS' UTILITY RATEPAYER 
BOARD  
1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD 
TOPEKA, KS  66604 
 Todd.Love@ks.gov 

SHONDA  RABB 
CITIZENS' UTILITY RATEPAYER 
BOARD  
1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD 
TOPEKA, KS  66604 
 Shonda.Rabb@ks.gov 

DELLA  SMITH 
CITIZENS' UTILITY RATEPAYER 
BOARD  

1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD 
TOPEKA, KS  66604 
 Della.Smith@ks.gov 

Randall F. Larkin, Attorney 
CITY OF LAWRENCE  
PO Box 708 
Lawrence, KS  66044 
 rlarkin@lawrenceks.org 

Brandon  McGuire, Asst. City Manager 
CITY OF LAWRENCE  
PO Box 708 
Lawrence, KS  66044 
 bmcguire@lawrenceks.org 

Kathy  Richardson, Sustainability 
Director 
CITY OF LAWRENCE  
PO Box 708 
Lawrence, KS  66044 
 krichardson@lawrenceks.org 

TONI  WHEELER, DIRECTOR, LEGAL 
SERVICES DEPT. 
CITY OF LAWRENCE  
CITY HALL 
6 EAST SIXTH ST 
LAWRENCE, KS  66044 
 twheeler@lawrenceks.org 

DOROTHY  BARNETT 
CLIMATE & ENERGY PROJECT 
PO BOX 1858 
HUTCHINSON, KS  67504-1858 
 barnett@climateandenergy.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 

LESLIE  WINES, Sr. Exec. Admin. 

mailto:jflaherty@andersonbyrd.com
mailto:shelly.bass@atmosenergy.com
mailto:Kathleen.Ocanas@atmosenergy.com
mailto:Joseph.Astrab@ks.gov
mailto:Todd.Love@ks.gov
mailto:Shonda.Rabb@ks.gov
mailto:Della.Smith@ks.gov
mailto:rlarkin@lawrenceks.org
mailto:bmcguire@lawrenceks.org
mailto:krichardson@lawrenceks.org
mailto:twheeler@lawrenceks.org
mailto:barnett@climateandenergy.org
mailto:Cathy.Dinges@evergy.com
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Asst. 
EVERGY KANSAS CENTRAL, INC  
818 S KANSAS AVE 
PO BOX 889 
TOPEKA, KS  66601-0889 
 leslie.wines@evergy.com 
 
DANIEL J BULLER, ATTORNEY 
FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP  
7500 COLLEGE BOULEVARD, STE 
1400 
OVERLAND PARK, KS  66201-4041 
 dbuller@foulston.com 
 
MOLLY E MORGAN, ATTORNEY 
FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP  
1551 N. Waterfront Parkway 
Suite 100 
Wichita, KS  67206 
 mmorgan@foulston.com 
 
SARAH C. OTTO 
FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP  
7500 COLLEGE BOULEVARD, STE 
1400 
OVERLAND PARK, KS  66201-4041 
 sotto@foulston.com 
 
LEE M SMITHYMAN, ATTORNEY 
FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP  
7500 COLLEGE BOULEVARD, STE 
1400 
OVERLAND PARK, KS  66201-4041 
 lsmithyman@foulston.com 
 
C. EDWARD WATSON, ATTORNEY 
FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP  
1551 N WATERFRONT PKWY STE 
100 
WICHITA, KS  67206-4466 
 cewatson@foulston.com 
 
JAMES P ZAKOURA, ATTORNEY 
FOULSTON SIEFKIN LLP  
7500 COLLEGE BOULEVARD, STE 
1400 
OVERLAND PARK, KS  66201-4041 
 jzakoura@foulston.com 
 
Kevin M Fowler, Counsel 
Frieden & Forbes, LLP  
1414 SW Ashworth Place Ste 201 
Topeka, KS  66604 

 kfowler@fflawllp.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 
 
Jon  Lindsey, Corporate Counsel 
HF SINCLAIR EL DORADO REFINING 
LLC  
550 E. South Temple 
Salt Lake City, UT  84102 
 jon.lindsey@hfsinclair.com 
 
BRIAN G. FEDOTIN, GENERAL 
COUNSEL 
KANSAS CORPORATION 
COMMISSION  
1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD 
TOPEKA, KS  66604 
 Brian.Fedotin@ks.gov 
 
JUSTIN  GRADY, CHIEF OF 
REVENUE REQUIREMENTS, COST 
OF SERVICE & FINANCE 
KANSAS CORPORATION 
COMMISSION  
1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD 
TOPEKA, KS  66604 
 Justin.Grady@ks.gov 
 
PATRICK  HURLEY, CHIEF 
LITIGATION COUNSEL 
KANSAS CORPORATION 
COMMISSION  
1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD 
TOPEKA, KS  66604 
 Patrick.Hurley@ks.gov 
 
CARLY  MASENTHIN, LITIGATION 
COUNSEL 
KANSAS CORPORATION 
COMMISSION  
1500 SW ARROWHEAD RD 
TOPEKA, KS  66604 
 Carly.Masenthin@ks.gov 
 
JANET  BUCHANAN, DIRECTOR OF 
RATES & REGULATORY 

mailto:leslie.wines@evergy.com
mailto:dbuller@foulston.com
mailto:mmorgan@foulston.com
mailto:sotto@foulston.com
mailto:lsmithyman@foulston.com
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mailto:jzakoura@foulston.com
mailto:kfowler@fflawllp.com
mailto:constance.chan@hfsinclair.com
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KANSAS GAS SERVICE, A DIVISION 
OF ONE GAS, INC.  
7421 W 129TH STREET 
OVERLAND PARK, KS  66213 
 janet.buchanan@onegas.com 
 
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 
 
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 
 
PAUL  MAHLBERG, GENERAL 
MANAGER 
KANSAS MUNICIPAL ENERGY 
AGENCY  
6300 W 95TH ST 
OVERLAND PARK, KS  66212-1431 
 mahlberg@kmea.com 
 
TERRI J PEMBERTON, GENERAL 
COUNSEL 
KANSAS MUNICIPAL ENERGY 
AGENCY  
6300 W 95TH ST 
OVERLAND PARK, KS  66212-1431 
 pemberton@kmea.com 
 
DARREN  PRINCE, MANAGER, 
REGULATORY & RATES 
KANSAS MUNICIPAL ENERGY 
AGENCY  
6300 W 95TH ST 
OVERLAND PARK, KS  66212-1431 
 prince@kmea.com 
 
JAMES  GING, DIRECTOR 
ENGINEERING SERVICES 
KANSAS POWER POOL  
100 N BROADWAY STE L110 
WICHITA, KS  67202 
 jging@kpp.agency 
 

COLIN  HANSEN, CEO/GENERAL 
MANAGER 
KANSAS POWER POOL  
100 N BROADWAY STE L110 
WICHITA, KS  67202 
 chansen@kpp.agency 
 
LARRY   HOLLOWAY, ASST GEN 
MGR OPERATIONS 
KANSAS POWER POOL  
100 N BROADWAY STE L110 
WICHITA, KS  67202 
 lholloway@kpp.agency 
 
ALISSA  GREENWALD, ATTORNEY 
KEYES & FOX LLP  
1580 LINCOLN STREET STE 1105 
DENVER, CO  80203 
 AGREENWALD@KEYESFOX.COM 
 
JASON  KEYES, PARTNER 
KEYES & FOX LLP  
580 CALIFORNIA ST 12TH FLOOR 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94104 
 JKEYES@KEYESFOX.COM 
 
PATRICK  PARKE, CEO 
MIDWEST ENERGY, INC.  
1330 Canterbury Rd 
PO Box 898 
Hays, KS  67601-0898 
 patparke@mwenergy.com 
 
AARON  ROME, VP OF ENERGY 
SUPPLY 
MIDWEST ENERGY, INC.  
1330 CANTERBURY DRIVE 
PO BOX 898 
HAYS, KS  67601-0898 
 arome@mwenergy.com 
 
VALERIE  SMITH, ADMINISTRATIVE 
ASSISTANT 
MORRIS LAING EVANS BROCK & 
KENNEDY  
800 SW JACKSON 
SUITE 1310 
TOPEKA, KS  66612-1216 
 vsmith@morrislaing.com 
 
TREVOR  WOHLFORD, ATTORNEY 
MORRIS LAING EVANS BROCK & 
KENNEDY  

mailto:janet.buchanan@onegas.com
mailto:lorna.eaton@onegas.com
mailto:robert.vincent@onegas.com
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800 SW JACKSON 
SUITE 1310 
TOPEKA, KS  66612-1216 
 twohlford@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 
 
RITA  LOWE, PARALEGAL 
MORRIS LAING EVANS BROCK & 
KENNEDY CHTD  
300 N MEAD STE 200 
WICHITA, KS  67202-2745 
 rlowe@morrislaing.com 
 
WILL B. WOHLFORD, ATTORNEY 
MORRIS LAING EVANS BROCK & 
KENNEDY CHTD  
300 N MEAD STE 200 
WICHITA, KS  67202-2745 
 wwohlford@morrislaing.com 
 
ASHOK  GUPTA, EXPERT 
NATIONAL RESOURCES DEFENSE 
COUNCIL  
20 N WACKER DRIVE SUITE 1600 
CHICAGO, IL  60606 
 agupta@nrdc.org 
 
DAN  BRUER, EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR 
NEW ENERGY ECONOMICS  
1390 YELLOW PINE AVE 
BOULDER, CO  80305 
 DAN.BRUER@NEWENERGYECONO
MICS.ORG 
 
TIM  OPITZ 
OPITZ LAW FIRM, LLC  
308 E. HIGH STREET 
SUITE B101 
JEFFERSON CITY, MO  65101 
 tim.opitz@opitzlawfirm.com 
 
ANNE E. CALLENBACH, ATTORNEY 
POLSINELLI PC  
900 W 48TH PLACE STE 900 
KANSAS CITY, MO  64112 

 acallenbach@polsinelli.com 
 
FRANK  A. CARO, ATTORNEY 
POLSINELLI PC  
900 W 48TH PLACE STE 900 
KANSAS CITY, MO  64112 
 fcaro@polsinelli.com 
 
JARED R. JEVONS, ATTORNEY 
POLSINELLI PC  
900 W 48TH PLACE STE 900 
KANSAS CITY, MO  64112 
 JJEVONS@POLSINELLI.COM 
 
Greg  Wright 
Priority Power Mgt.  
12512 Augusta Dr 
Kansas City, KS  66109 
 gwright@prioritypower.com 
 
JAMES  OWEN, COUNSEL 
RENEW MISSOURI ADVOCATES  
915 E ASH STREET 
COLUMBIA, MO  65201 
 JAMES@RENEWMO.ORG 
 
TIMOTHY J LAUGHLIN, ATTORNEY 
SCHOONOVER & MORIARTY, LLC  
130 N. CHERRY STREET, STE 300 
OLATHE, KS  66061 
 tlaughlin@schoonoverlawfirm.com 
 
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 
 
ROBERT R. TITUS 
TITUS LAW FIRM, LLC  
7304 W. 130th St. 
Suite 190 
Overland Park, KS  66213 
 rob@tituslawkc.com 
 
J.T.  KLAUS, ATTORNEY 
TRIPLETT, WOOLF & GARRETSON, 
LLC  
2959 N ROCK RD STE 300 
WICHITA, KS  67226 
 jtklaus@twgfirm.com 

mailto:twohlford@morrislaing.com
mailto:gcafer@morrislaing.com
mailto:rlowe@morrislaing.com
mailto:wwohlford@morrislaing.com
mailto:agupta@nrdc.org
mailto:DAN.BRUER@NEWENERGYECONOMICS.ORG
mailto:DAN.BRUER@NEWENERGYECONOMICS.ORG
mailto:tim.opitz@opitzlawfirm.com
mailto:acallenbach@polsinelli.com
mailto:fcaro@polsinelli.com
mailto:JJEVONS@POLSINELLI.COM
mailto:gwright@prioritypower.com
mailto:JAMES@RENEWMO.ORG
mailto:tlaughlin@schoonoverlawfirm.com
mailto:peg.trent@jocogov.org
mailto:rob@tituslawkc.com
mailto:jtklaus@twgfirm.com
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KACEY S MAYES, ATTORNEY 
TRIPLETT, WOOLF & GARRETSON, 
LLC  
2959 N ROCK RD STE 300 
WICHITA, KS  67226 
 ksmayes@twgfirm.com 
 
TIMOTHY E. MCKEE, ATTORNEY 
TRIPLETT, WOOLF & GARRETSON, 
LLC  
2959 N ROCK RD STE 300 
WICHITA, KS  67226 
 TEMCKEE@TWGFIRM.COM 
 
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 
 
DAN  LAWRENCE, GENERAL 
COUNSEL - USD 259 
UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 259  
903 S EDGEMOOR RM 113 
WICHITA, KS  67218 
 dlawrence@usd259.net 
 
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 
 

  
 

/s/ Cathy J Dinges    
Cathy J. Dinges 

mailto:ksmayes@twgfirm.com
mailto:TEMCKEE@TWGFIRM.COM
mailto:john.j.mcnutt.civ@army.mil
mailto:dlawrence@usd259.net
mailto:kevin.k.lachance.civ@army.mil
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