BEFORE THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Resource Plan of )
KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations Company ) Case No. EO-2013-0538

DOGWOOD ENERGY, LLC’S COMMENTS AND REQUEST FOR HEARING

COMES NOW Dogwood Energy, LLC (“Dogwood”) and respectfully submits its
Comments and Request for Hearing in this proceeding pursuant to 4 CSR 240-22.080, as
follows:

1. On June 20, 2013, KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations (GMO) submitted
information pursuant to the Commission’s Electric Utility Resource Planning (Chapter 22)
reporting requirements.

2. GMO’s filing consists of an annual update which it erroneously asserts
complies with the Joint Filing made between it and stakeholders, including Dogwood,
regarding its prior triennial IRP submitted in File No. EO-2012-0324.

3. GMO now seeks acknowledgement of its 2012 triennial IRP filing as
amended by its 2013 annual update filing, pursuant to 4 CSR 240-22.080(17).

4. On December 19, 2012, in File No. EO-2012-0324, the Commission issued its
Order Regarding 2012 Integrated Resource Plan regarding the triennial integrated resource
plan filed by GMO. In its Order, the Commission stated that “since GMO will be revising a
substantial portion of the IRP in its 2013 annual update report as part of the proposed
remedies” for the deficiencies and concerns identified by Dogwood and the other
stakeholders, “the Commission concludes it would be premature to make a determination on
whether the IRP complies with Chapter 22 of the Commission rules or to schedule a hearing

at this time on the unresolved deficiencies and concerns alleged by the parties.” Further, the



Commission stated “given the continuous nature of the IRP filings, the Commission will
require GMO to address these unresolved deficiencies and concerns in its 2013 annual update
report.” Accordingly, the Commission approved the remedies proposed in the Joint Filing
submitted by the parties and also ordered GMO to address the remaining deficiencies and
concerns for which  no remedy had yet been developed.

5. In the Joint Filing approved by the Commission, among other things, GMO
agreed with Dogwood and the other stakeholders to address the deficiencies in the supply-
side analysis of GMO’s IRP that had been identified by Dogwood in its Report submitted in
File No. EO-2012-0324 on September 6, 2012 (which Report is incorporated herein by
reference). Specifically, GMO agreed “to conduct analysis of at least one alternative resource
plan to quantify the effect of minority ownership in the Dogwood facility.” GMO also
agreed to “provide at least one alternative resource plan that simulates the impact of a
retirement of the Crossroads plant.” GMO agreed to conduct such analyses “using the same
analytical method and assumed regulatory treatment applied to all other retirement
alternatives in the 2013 Annual IRP Update, and including the same net capacity additions as
the other plans to which they are compared.” GMO was to conduct such analyses to address
violations of the Commission’s IRP rules and prior orders that had resulted from its failure to
use minimization of net present value revenue requirement (“NPVRR”) as the primary
selection criteria, failure to fully evaluate supply-side resource options, and failure to address
concerns raised about prior IRP submittals. (Joint Filing p. 9-15).

6. In agreeing to the Joint Filing approved by the Commission, Dogwood reserved all
rights to seek relief from the Commission for any breach of the Joint Filing regarding GMO’s

triennial IRP as well as all rights regarding annual update submittals. (Joint Filing p. 9-15).



7. GMO’s June 20, 2013 annual update filing does not meet the requirements of
the Joint Filing or the Commission’s Order approving the Joint Filing, regarding the
deficiencies identified by Dogwood.

8. Contrary to the requirements of the Joint Filing and Commission order, GMO
did not analyze the supply side options of acquiring a minority interest in the Dogwood
facility and/or retiring the Crossroads plant in a manner that used the same methods,
assumptions and net capacity additions as the other alternative resource plans that it studied.
Instead, it skewed its analysis by artificially inflating the NPVRR of the alternative plan
involving the Dogwood plant as a resource and of the alternative plan examining retirement
of Crossroads. In particular, GMO did not analyze these alternatives using the same methods,
assumptions and net capacity additions as it used in developing its preferred plan, thereby
precluding an accurate determination as to which of the plans should be selected as preferred
in accordance with the Commission’s IRP rules. For example, it assumed replacement of the
Crossroads plant with 79 MW of excess capacity rather than on a one-to-one basis or on the
basis of needed capacity. It also did not consider Dogwood as a potential replacement for
Crossroads. Nor did it consider plant retirements and conversions that it is otherwise
planning to make according to its “preferred plan”. Likewise, in its study of the Dogwood
plant, it did not consider plant retirements and conversions on the same schedule as indicated
by its other studies or that otherwise should have been considered in light of assumed
capacity needs.

9. GMO has not complied with the Joint Filing and the Commission’s Order
approving it, and GMO’s IRP submittals do not comply with the Commission’s IRP rules.

GMO continues to fail to use minimization of NPVRR as the primary criterion for selecting a



preferred alternative resource plan and continues to fail to fully evaluate supply-side resource
options. As a result, it continues to fail to develop a sound plan to protect and serve the
public interest.

10.  The Commission should schedule a hearing pursuant to Rule 22.080 regarding
the still-unresolved deficiencies of GMOQO’s IRP submittals and its related violation of the
Commission’s Order approving the Joint Filing. After conducting such hearing, the
Commission should order GMO to conduct new analyses in compliance with the IRP rules
and remedy deficiencies in its resource planning.

WHEREFORE, Dogwood respectfully requests that the Commission set a prehearing
conference, direct the parties to submit a proposed procedural schedule, and set this matter
for hearing to address deficiencies in GMQO’s attempts to comply with the Commission’s IRP
rules, 4 CSR 240-22, and grant such other relief as the Commission determines to be just and
reasonable.

Respectfully submitted,
CURTIS, HEINZ,

GARRETT & O'’KEEFE, P.C.

/s/ Carl J. Lumley
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