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REBUTTAL TESTIMONY 1 

OF 2 

ALAN J BAX 3 

UNION ELECTRIC COMPANY, 4 
d/b/a AMEREN MISSOURI 5 

CASE NO. ER-2022-0337 6 

Q. Please state your name and business address. 7 

A. Alan J. Bax, P.O. Box 360, Jefferson City, Missouri, 65102. 8 

Q. Are you the same Alan J. Bax that previously filed Direct Testimony in 9 

this case? 10 

A. Yes. 11 

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

A. The purpose of this testimony is to respond to the Direct Testimony of Ameren 13 

Missouri witness Michael W. Harding regarding the voltage adjustment factors (“VAFs”) 14 

reflected in the Fuel Adjustment Clause (“FAC”), i.e. the Rider FAC tariff (“FAC tariff”).  15 

Mr. Harding recommends that the VAFs currently contained in the FAC tariff be maintained.   16 

Q. What were the VAFs that you recommended in your Direct Testimony?  17 

A. I had calculated and recommended the following VAFs in my Direct Testimony: 18 

 VAFTransmission    0.9954 19 

   VAFHigh Voltage Primary   1.0085 20 

   VAFLow Voltage Primary    1.0248 21 

   VAFSecondary    1.0567 22 

Q. What are the VAFs currently reflected in the FAC tariff? 23 
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A. The VAFs currently illustrated in the FAC tariff, as stipulated in the last general 1 

Ameren Missouri rate case (ER-2021-0240), are as follows: 2 

Union Electric Company d.b.a. Ameren Missouri – Rider FAC 3 

  MO.P S.C. Schedule No. 6 4 

Original Sheet No. 71.25 5 

   VAFTransmission    0.9928 6 

   VAFHigh Voltage Primary   1.0059 7 

   VAFLow Voltage Primary    1.0222 8 

   VAFSecondary    1.0539 9 

Q. Are you opposed to the continued use of these VAFs as currently reflected in 10 

the FAC tariff as recommended by Mr. Harding? 11 

A. No. 12 

Q. Have you informed any other Staff witnesses? 13 

A. Yes. I provided this information regarding the VAFs to Staff witness 14 

Amanda C. Conner.  Ms. Conner will utilize these VAFs in the determination of Fuel 15 

Adjustment Rates (“FARs”) that are reflected in the FAC tariff.   16 

Q. Does this conclude your Rebuttal Testimony? 17 

A. Yes it does. 18 






