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Q. Please state your name and business address. 12 

A. Jason Huffman, 200 Madison Street, Jefferson City, MO 65102. 13 

Q. By whom are you employed and in what capacity? 14 

A. I am employed by the Missouri Public Service Commission (“Commission”) 15 

as a Utility Regulatory Auditor II.  16 

Q. Please describe your educational background and experience. 17 

A. I graduated from the Columbia College with a Bachelor’s of Science degree 18 

majoring in Accounting and Finance in May 2009.  In December 2011, I graduated from 19 

William Woods with a Master’s of Business Administration with an emphasis in Accounting.  20 

Prior to joining the Commission in June 2013, I was employed as a Credit Analyst with 21 

Hawthorn Bank.  As a Credit Analyst, I assisted commercial loan officers with making credit 22 

decisions by examining the profitability and collateral position of commercial loan projects.  23 

Q. What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony? 24 

A. The purpose of my rebuttal testimony is to address the direct testimony of The 25 

Empire District Electric Company (“Empire”) witness W. Scott Keith regarding the 26 

termination of Empire’s current energy efficiency programs and cancellation of existing 27 

programs’ tariff sheets when the new rates for this case are effective.  28 

Q. Please describe Empires’ current energy efficiency programs. 29 
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A. Empire started its seven energy efficiency programs during the 2005 – 2009 1 

timeframe as the result of a stipulation and agreement in File No. EO-2005-0263 (Approval of 2 

an Experimental Regulatory Plan).  Empire also conducts quarterly meetings with its demand-3 

side management advisory group (“DSMAG”) members to receive stakeholder feedback and 4 

advice regarding programs’ objectives; screening and pre-implementation evaluation of 5 

potential programs; program design; and post-implementation evaluation of programs.  6 

During 2013 Empire’s seven energy efficiency programs resulted in incremental annual 7 

energy savings of approximately 6,080 MWh at a total cost of $1.2 million.  Schedule JH-1 8 

contains information concerning Empire’s pre-MEEIA programs from the Status Report in 9 

File No. AO-2011-0035.   10 

Q. Why is Empire requesting that its current energy efficiency programs be 11 

terminated? 12 

A. Empire is requesting the termination of its current programs and programs’ 13 

tariff sheets, because Empire made an October 2013 application under the Commission’s 14 

Missouri Energy Efficiency Investment Act (“MEEIA”) rules (Case No. EO-2014-0030) for 15 

approval of a portfolio of energy efficiency programs that would replace the existing 16 

programs.  Empire’s MEEIA filing also has an improved cost recovery mechanism that 17 

enables Empire to continue to offer energy efficiency alternatives to its customers without the 18 

financial disincentives associated with the existing pre-MEEIA cost recovery methodology.  19 

Q. What is current status of Empire’s current MEEIA application (Case No. 20 

EO-2014-0030) which was filed in October 2013? 21 

A. Despite its efforts to improve its MEEIA programs and its demand-side 22 

programs investment mechanism (“DSIM”), Empire has been unable to gain support for its 23 
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MEEIA plan from its stakeholders.  On November 24, 2014, Missouri Public Service 1 

Commission Staff (“Staff”) supplied Empire with a list of deficiencies that needed to be 2 

further addressed in Empire’s November 10, 2014 proposed draft stipulation and agreement 3 

(“Agreement”).  To date, Empire has addressed only a few of Staff’s listed deficiencies.  4 

Q. Has Empire discussed with its DSMAG members its plans to discontinue its 5 

current programs effective with new rates in this rate case? 6 

A. No. 7 

Q.  What is your recommended treatment of Empire’s pre-MEEIA energy 8 

efficiency programs and existing programs’ tariff sheets? 9 

A. I recommend that Empire’s existing pre-MEEIA programs and existing 10 

programs’ tariff sheets remain in effect, since the programs are small and are being used by 11 

customers.  Also, this general rate case is not the time to discontinue these programs and 12 

cancel the tariff sheets.  Historically, pre-MEEIA programs and programs’ tariffs of Ameren 13 

Missouri, KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations, and Kansas City Power & Light have been 14 

terminated at the same time the Commission-approved MEEIA programs and MEEIA 15 

programs’ tariff sheets became effective.  Empire should request their pre-MEEIA programs 16 

and tariffs to be discontinued when their MEEIA portfolio is approved by the Commission.  17 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony? 18 

A.  Yes.  19 
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