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Q. Please state your name and business address. 6 

 A. My name is Brad J. Fortson and my business address is Missouri Public Service 7 

Commission, P. O. Box 360, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102. 8 

Q. By whom are you employed and in what capacity? 9 

A. I am employed by the Missouri Public Service Commission (“Commission”) as 10 

the Regulatory Compliance Manager of the Energy Resources Department. 11 

Q. What is your educational background and work experience? 12 

A. Please refer to Schedule BJF-r1 attached hereto. 13 

Q. Have you previously filed testimony before this Commission? 14 

A. Yes.  Please refer to Schedule BJF-r2 attached hereto for a list of cases in which 15 

I have previously filed testimony. 16 

Q. Is your rebuttal testimony consistent with Staff’s overall recommendation to 17 

reject Evergy Missouri West, Inc. d/b/a Evergy Missouri West’s (“EMW” or “Company”) 18 

Application1 for approval of a Special High Load Factor Market Rate tariff (Schedule MKT) 19 

(“Application”)? 20 

                                                   
1 Application filed on November 2, 2021, in Case No. EO-2022-0061. 
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A. Yes. Consistent with Staff witness Robin Kliethermes’ rebuttal testimony, and 1 

for the reasons stated in her rebuttal testimony, I recommend the Commission reject the 2 

Company’s Application. However, if the Commission approves the Company’s Application, 3 

I recommend the Commission order the Company to track all Schedule MKT-related costs and 4 

require certain filing requirements as it pertains to its fuel adjustment clause (“FAC”) to ensure 5 

those costs are excluded from the FAC.   6 

Q. Will customers under Schedule MKT be subject to FAC charges? 7 

A. As proposed by EMW, it is Staff’s understanding that customers under 8 

Schedule MKT would not be subject to FAC charges.  Company witness Darrin R. Ives states 9 

in his direct testimony2 that: 10 

Billing under the proposed tariff will be excluded from charges from the 11 

Company Fuel Adjustment Clause and other embedded cost recovery 12 

riders… The Fuel Adjustment Clause is designed to periodically adjust 13 

the price of energy sold to customers to account for changes in fuel costs 14 

not represented by the cost included in the base rates paid by customers. 15 

Prospective customers under this new tariff would be served under a 16 

special rate designed to address their incremental cost and would not 17 

subject to the base rates of the Company.  Further, prospective customers 18 

will be served by the SPP energy market and dedicated capacity 19 

resources obtained incrementally to serve the specific load. These factors 20 

do not support application of the Fuel Adjustment Clause for this 21 

customer. 22 

Q. Is it also Staff’s understanding that Schedule MKT-related costs will not be 23 

included in the Company’s FAC? 24 

A. Yes, through discussions with the Company, it is Staff’s understanding that no 25 

Schedule MKT-related costs will be included in the Company’s FAC. 26 

                                                   
2 Direct Testimony of Darrin R. Ives, pgs. 7 – 8, filed on November 2, 2021, in Case No. EO-2022-0061. 
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Q. Does Staff agree that Schedule MKT-related costs should not be included in the 1 

Company’s FAC? 2 

A. Yes. 3 

Q. How will the Company track Schedule MKT-related costs to ensure they are not 4 

included in the Company’s FAC? 5 

A. It is Staff’s understanding that the Company will track Schedule MKT-related 6 

costs similar to how it does for its Special Incremental Load (“SIL”) tariff customers, which is 7 

detailed on pages 4 – 6 of the Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement3 (“Stipulation”) filed 8 

on September 19, 2019, in Case No. EO-2019-0244. The public version of those pages are 9 

attached hereto as Schedule BJF-r3. 10 

Q. What was agreed to in that Stipulation as it relates to the FAC? 11 

A. In that Stipulation, the parties agreed that KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations 12 

Company (“GMO”), now EMW, would modify its FAC accounting to ensure SIL-related costs 13 

are not included in the FAC charge recovered from other customers. Exhibit 2 to that 14 

Stipulation, attached hereto as Schedule BJF-r4, details the expected modifications. It was 15 

further agreed that SIL-related costs would be tracked separately from other costs and 16 

specifically identified in the FAC monthly reports submitted to the Commission. 17 

Q. Does Staff agree that tracking of Schedule MKT-related costs similar to 18 

SIL-related costs is reasonable? 19 

A. Yes, it seems reasonable. 20 

Q. What should the Commission order in this case as it relates to the FAC? 21 

                                                   
3 On October 28, 2019, Midwest Energy Consumers Group filed its Notice of Withdrawal of Objection and on 

November 13, 2019, the Commission issued its Report And Order that deemed the unopposed Stipulation to be 

unanimous and approved it. 
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A. If the Commission does not reject the Company’s Application as recommended 1 

in the rebuttal testimony of Robin Kliethermes, I recommend the Commission order the 2 

Company to modify its FAC accounting to ensure Schedule MKT-related costs are not included 3 

in the FAC charge recovered from other customers.  I further recommend the Commission order 4 

the Company to track Schedule MKT-related costs separately from other costs specifically 5 

identified in the FAC monthly reports submitted to the Commission. 6 

Q. Does this conclude your rebuttal testimony? 7 

A. Yes, it does. 8 





   

 

Brad J. Fortson 

Education and Employment Background 

 I am the Regulatory Compliance Manager of the Energy Resources Department, Industry 

Analysis Division of the Missouri Public Service Commission.  Prior to my current position, I was 

employed at the Missouri Public Service Commission as a Regulatory Economist from 

December 2012 through March 2015 and August 2015 through February 2019. 

 I received an Associate of Applied Science degree in Computer Science in May 2003, 

Bachelor of Science degree in Business Administration in May 2009, and Master of Business 

Administration degree with an emphasis in Management in May 2012, all from Lincoln University, 

Jefferson City, Missouri. 

 Prior to first joining the Commission, I worked in various accounting positions within four 

state agencies of the State of Missouri.  I was employed as an Account Clerk II for the Inmate 

Finance Section of the Missouri Department of Corrections; as an Account Clerk II for the 

Accounts Payable Section of the Missouri Department of Health and Senior Services; as a 

Contributions Specialist for the Employer Accounts Section of the Missouri Department of Labor 

and Industrial Relations; and as an Accountant I for the Payroll Section of the Missouri Office of 

Administration.  From April 1 through July 31, 2015, I worked for the Missouri Office of Public 

Counsel before joining the Commission once again. 
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Case Number Company Issue Exhibit

HR-2014-0066 Veolia Energy Kansas City Revenue by Class and Rate Design Staff Report

GR-2014-0086 Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc. Large Volume Service Revenue Staff Report

ER-2014-0258 Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri Revenue by Class and Rate Design Staff Report

ER-2014-0258 Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri Revenue by Class and Rate Design Staff Report, Rebuttal & 

Surrebuttal Testimony

ER-2014-0351 The Empire District Electric Company Revenue by Class and Rate Design Staff Report & Rebuttal 

Testimony

ER-2014-0351 The Empire District Electric Company Revenue by Class and Rate Design Rebuttal Testimony 

EO-2015-0240 Kansas City Power & Light Company Custom Program Incentive Level Direct Testimony

EO-2015-0241 KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations Company Custom Program Incentive Level Direct Testimony

ER-2016-0023 The Empire District Electric Company DSM Programs and MEEIA Filings Staff Report

ER-2016-0023 The Empire District Electric Company DSM Programs and MEEIA Filings Staff Report, Rebuttal & 

Surrebuttal Testimony

EM-2016-0213 The Empire District Electric Company (merger case) DSM Programs and MEEIA Filings Rebuttal & Surrebuttal 

Testimony

ER-2016-0156 KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations Company MEEIA summary and LED street lighting Staff Report

EO-2016-0183 Kansas City Power & Light Company MEEIA prudence review Staff Report

EO-2016-0223 The Empire District Electric Company Triennial compliance filing Staff Report

ER-2016-0285 Kansas City Power & Light Company LED street lighting Staff Report

ER-2016-0179 Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri LED street lighting Staff Report

ER-2016-0285 Kansas City Power & Light Company Response to Commissioner questions Staff Report

ER-2016-0179 Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri Response to Commissioner questions Staff Report

EO-2017-0209 Kansas City Power & Light Company MEEIA prudence review Staff Report

EO-2017-0210 KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations Company MEEIA prudence review Staff Report

EO-2015-0055 Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri Flex pay pilot program Rebuttal Testimony

GR-2018-0013 Liberty Utilities (Midstates Natural Gas) Corp. d/b/a 

Liberty Utilities

Red Tag Program and Energy Efficiency 

Program Funding 

Staff Report, Rebuttal & 

Surrebuttal Testimony

ER-2018-0145 Kansas City Power & Light Company LED street lighting, TOU rates Rebuttal Testimony

ER-2018-0146 KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations Company LED street lighting, TOU rates Rebuttal Testimony

EO-2018-0211 Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri Program Design Rebuttal Report & 

Surrebuttal Testimony

EO-2019-0132 Kansas City Power & Light Company Program Design Rebuttal Report & 

Surrebuttal Testimony

EO-2019-0376 Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri MEEIA prudence review Direct Testimony

ER-2019-0374 The Empire District Electric Company Hedging policy and EE/LI programs Supplemental 

Testimony

EO-2020-0280 Evergy Metro IRP Annual Update Staff Report

EO-2020-0281 Evergy Missouri West IRP Annual Update Staff Report

ER-2020-0311 The Empire District Electric Company Fuel Adjustment Clause Rebuttal Testimony

EO-2020-0227 Evergy Metro and Evergy Missouri West MEEIA prudence review Direct Testimony

EO-2020-0262 Evergy Metro and Evergy Missouri West FAC prudence review Direct & Rebuttal 

Testimony

EO-2021-0021 Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri Triennial compliance filing Staff Report

EO-2021-0035 Evergy Metro Triennial compliance filing Staff Report

EO-2021-0036 Evergy Missouri West Triennial compliance filing Staff Report

EO-2021-0416 Evergy Missouri West MEEIA prudence review Staff Report

EO-2021-0417 Evergy Metro MEEIA prudence review Staff Report

Brad J. Fortson

Case Participation History
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