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INTRODUCTION 1 

Q. Please state your name, title, and business address. 2 

A. Angela Schaben, Utility Regulatory Auditor, Office of the Public Counsel (the “OPC”), P.O. 3 

Box 2230, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102.   4 

Q.  Are you the same Angela Schaben who filed direct testimony for the OPC in this case? 5 

A.  Yes.   6 

Q. What is the purpose of your testimony?  7 

A. The purpose of my testimony is to respond to the Staff of the Public Service Commission 8 

of the State of Missouri (“Staff” and the “Commission,” respectively) witness Teresa 9 

Denney’s direct testimony relating to Union Electric Company d/b/a Ameren Missouri’s 10 

(“Ameren Missouri”) fuel adjustment clause (“FAC”). 11 

Q. Will you please summarize your recommendations?  12 

A. In addition to recommending the Commission adopt the current and additional FAC 13 

recommendations proposed by Ms. Denney in her direct testimony, I propose the 14 

Commission require Ameren Missouri to provide Ms. Denney’s recommended FAC 15 

reporting and information to the OPC as well as Staff.   16 

Q. Do you support Staff’s recommendations pertaining to Ameren Missouri’s FAC 17 

reporting and additional requirements?  18 

A. Yes.  Ms. Denney’s direct testimony page 2, line 1 through page 4, line 12, identifies specific 19 

reporting and information sharing requirements associated with Ameren Missouri’s FAC.  I 20 
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support these recommendations.  Staff’s reporting requirements encompass several FAC 1 

elements for which frequent and detailed reporting should promote a greater understanding 2 

amongst parties.   3 

Q. Is there anything you would add to Staff’s FAC recommendations cited above?  4 

A. Yes.  Ms. Denney’s testimony includes reporting recommendations that occur within the 5 

Commission’s Electronic Filing & Information System (“EFIS”) but also may occur outside 6 

of EFIS.  Currently, this information is available to both Staff and the OPC. While I support 7 

Ms. Denney’s testimony, I also ask for the continuing inclusion of the OPC in receiving the 8 

information associated with her suggested reporting and information sharing 9 

recommendations.  Assuring the continued access to relevant information is essential in 10 

maintaining an uninterrupted understanding of the many variables encompassing the FAC 11 

and an open dialog amongst parties. 12 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony?  13 

A. Yes. 14 
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