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SURREBUTTAL TESTIMONY OF 1 

J LUEBBERT 2 

EVERGY MISSOURI WEST, INC., 3 
d/b/a Evergy Missouri West 4 

CASE NO. EA-2025-0075 5 

Q. Please state your name and business address. 6 

A. My name is J Luebbert.  My business address is P.O. Box 360, Suite 700, 7 

Jefferson City, MO 65102. 8 

Q. Are you the same J Luebbert who contributed to the Staff Recommendation 9 

report in this docket? 10 

A. Yes. 11 

Q. What is the purpose of your surrebuttal testimony? 12 

A.  I will provide a brief response to Michael Goggin, who wrote testimony on 13 

behalf of the Sierra Club regarding this matter. 14 

Q.         Mr. Goggin discusses the impact of congestion on the dispatch of generation 15 

units and the revenues that may be realized through the Southwest Power Pool (“SPP”) market.1  16 

Does Staff generally agree with the concept that nodal price differentials can drive differences 17 

in the revenues realized by a given generation facility? 18 

A.            Yes.  I have provided testimony on the topic of the importance of accounting 19 

for locational differences for proposed electric generation facilities in multiple CCN dockets.2  20 

The effects of the congestion and loss components of Locational Marginal Prices absolutely do 21 

impact the economics of each generating unit in SPP’s footprint. 22 

                                                   
1 This discussion begins on page 9 of Mr. Goggin’s rebuttal testimony. 
2 The most recent cases that I provided testimony regarding the subject of locational specific information include: 
EA-2024-0292, EA-2023-0286, and EA-2022-0328. 
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Q.           Does Staff agree that additional modeling of alternative resources is warranted 1 

based upon the flaws included in Evergy’s analyses? 2 

A.            Yes.  However, while it may be appropriate to require Evergy to conduct a 3 

more robust analysis, it would not be reasonable to order that any specific resource, other than 4 

the requested resources, be built as part of this application as other parties have not been 5 

provided with the specific costs and benefits for a specific alternative resource that would meet 6 

Evergy Missouri West’s identified need.  Those issues are better addressed in a separate docket. 7 

Q. Does this conclude your surrebuttal testimony? 8 

A. Yes. 9 




