BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Ninth Prudence Review of Costs
Subject to the Commission-Approved Fuel Adjustment
Clause of Evergy Missouri West Inc., d/b/a Evergy
Missouri West

)
) File No. EO-2020-0262
)
)

In the Matter of the Third Prudence Review of Costs )
Subject to the Commission-Approved Fuel Adjustment )
Clause of Evergy Metro, Inc., d/b/a Evergy Missouri )
Metro )

File No. EO-2020-0263

EVERGY MISSOURI METRO’S AND EVERGY MISSOURI WEST’S REPLY TO
STAFFE’S OBJECTION TO SUPPLEMENT REBUTTAL TESTIMONY OF BRIAN FILE

COME NOW, Evergy Metro, Inc. d/b/a Evergy Missouri Metro (“Evergy Missouri
Metro”) and Evergy Missouri West, Inc. d/b/a Evergy Missouri West (“Evergy Missouri West”)
(collectively “Evergy” or the “Company”), by and through undersigned counsel and, for their
Reply to Staff’s Objection to Motion to Supplement Rebuttal Testimony of Brian File respectfully
state as follows:

1. On December 4, 2020, Evergy witness Brian File filed his rebuttal testimony in
this case which responded to the direct testimony of the Office of Public Counsel (“OPC”) witness
Lena Mantle. Despite the fact that OPC witness Mantle asserted the same basic arguments that
Staff asserted in the MEEIA Proceeding?, Evergy did not file its MEEIA Proceeding testimony to
rebut that OPC testimony.

2. Rather, Evergy witness File drafted rebuttal testimony which was proportionate to
OPC’s direct testimony in this case which sought to include Staff (“Staff”) for the Missouri Public

Service Commission’s (“Commission”) arguments in the MEEIA Proceeding. Witness File’s

1 Case No. EO-2020-0227/0228.



rebuttal testimony was fifteen (15) pages long and responded to OPC’s witness Mantle’s direct
testimony.

3. On January 13, 2020, Staff witness J Luebbert filed his surrebuttal testimony in this
case. Witness Luebbert’s surrebuttal testimony was fifteen (15) pages long and responded to
Evergy witness File’s rebuttal testimony. However, with MEEIA attachments, his testimony is
over 200 pages.

4. In his surrebuttal testimony, Staff witness J Luebbert makes no pretense about the
addition of his MEEIA testimony being responsive to Evergy’s rebuttal testimony in this case.

Rather he clearly states, “For the sake of making the record clear in this case | have appended

the Staff MEEIA Prudence Reports, my direct testimony, and my surrebuttal testimony from Case
EO-2020-0227, which more thoroughly explain the disallowances that I recommend the
Commission order as adjustments to the DSIM.” Luebbert Surrebuttal, P. 4, 1. 10-13. Emphasis
added.

5. Importantly, Evergy did not “open the door” on Staff’s issues in the MEEIA
Proceeding. That door was opened by the OPC which sought to include Staff’s issues in the
MEEIA proceeding in this case. Evergy responded to OPC witness Mantle’s direct testimony in
a way that sought to keep the testimony in the MEEIA Proceeding and this case separate.

6. Unfortunately, Staff responded to Evergy’s proportional response to OPC by filing
all of witness J Luebbert’s testimony in the MEEIA Proceeding in this case, ostensibly for the
purpose of “making the record clear in this case.”

7. While Evergy would have preferred that Staff show some restraint, like Evergy did
in its response to OPC’s testimony (not filing all of Evergy’s witness File’s MEEIA Proceeding

testimony into this case), Staff’s desire to “make the record clear in this case” is understandable.



Evergy has not sought to strike Staff’s MEEIA testimony from this case, because the door was
opened by OPC. However, that door cannot be open to only one party.

8. Evergy’s Motion to Supplement Brian File’s Rebuttal Testimony — given Staff’s
filing of witness Luebbert’s testimony in the MEEIA Proceeding — is absolutely necessary to
ensure a full, complete and clear legal record in this case. Allowing only Staff to file witness
Luebbert’s MEEIA Proceeding testimony in this case would be fundamentally unfair and prejudice
Evergy’s ability to defend itself in this proceeding.

WHEREFORE, the Company asks the Commission to grant its Motion to Supplement the

Rebuttal Testimony of Brian File.



Respectfully submitted,

[¢] Bogen W. Steiner

Robert J. Hack, MBN 36496
Roger W. Steiner, MBN 39586
Evergy, Inc.

1200 Main Street

Kansas City, Missouri 64105
Phone: (816) 556-2791
rob.hack@evergy.com
roger.steiner@evergy.com

James M. Fischer MBN 27543
Fischer & Dority, P.C.

101 Madison, Suite 400
Jefferson City, MO 65101
Telephone: 573-636-6758
Facsimile: 573-636-0383
jfischerpc@aol.com

Joshua Harden MBN 57941
Collins & Jones, P.C.

1010 W. Foxwood Dr.

Raymore, MO 64083

Telephone: 816-318-9966
Facsimile: 888-376-8024

Email: jharden@collinsjones.com

Attorneys for Evergy Missouri Metro and
Evergy Missouri West

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I do hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document has been hand-
delivered, emailed or mailed, postage prepaid, to counsel for all parties this 26" day of January
2021.

[o] Roger W. Stecner
Roger W. Steiner



mailto:rob.hack@evergy.com
mailto:roger.steiner@evergy.com
mailto:jfischerpc@aol.com
mailto:jharden@collinsjones.com

