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Notice of Appeal to MISSOUI’I Court of Appeals— Public Service Commission
____ District: [] Western\t] Eastern [ ] Southern

Notice is given that S(QU/ e \Yhe¢ L , appeals from a Public

Service Commission order or decision entered in this action on H ‘ Z] ! Q(i;‘ % (date).

The notice of appeal shall include the appellant’s apolacatlon for reheannq a copy of the reconciliation requured by
386.420.4, RSMo, a concise statement of the issues being appealed, a full and complete list of the parties to the
commission proceeding, all necessary filing fees, and any other information specified by the rules of the court. The
appellant(s) must file the original and two copies and pay the docket fee required by court rule to the appellate court |
within the time specified by law. Please make checks or money orders payable to the Missouri Court of
Appeals. At the same time, appellant must serve a copy of the Notice of Appeal on the commission and parties to
the commission proceeding in accordance with section 386.515, RSMo, attorneys of record of all parties other than
appellant(s), and on all parties not represented by an attorney.

, ?
ellant Name / Bar Number: ' Respondents‘AnorneylBér“Number o 1
4 |

R

Brief Description of Case (May be completed on a separate page) . (
A\’“viur\ MisSoud commikied an \(\OSC" ;
| scsies on My 14,3673 | Ryren’s dhyreaent "
Was G May 23035 - Armeen  Mistug Wby alewsed ¥

, {c) (R X (e owuc‘c.kec\\\ eyhibd D PS5t
WS & Cunde acyeR Men (. o 2 A b il

A\xpaneckon & €
((oce- 0.*\“&9“«\

g > - A - ) ‘(
a 1+ "\/\k OJ\LI\W)-((_N\- dngV\K‘\F - ‘ | s .
b see> erma| e  Alek S Llqed T A u\\&\sz?\xr’/ "
?au\f\l’—“\\ &Lg‘uwzn\ Ay 4R muq&.
eXC.

(\\A\ N Q\)\(\.—\’\\~<Jt.‘ |
Darmyen \’V\\'ebou(“\ 4(.\¥ (0\»*»5.2,‘ C\\'“ ‘H“A S dé
nu:mnb O c:l\-w\‘ns c\étuwm-kg é{r\d )(\AQ\( '(\\u\ !’N |

SJRC (07-19) GN175 10f2 386.510, RSMo

lﬂa&\g a Cof\\ @L % he &S\f,z(.wz-\k

WRWw D - anmeiznn. (oW




l \ D S ’

- %5 dented Gty due YE=> o> A Qﬁu\a»o‘\‘

Sudge dene é a"\‘\ (e conre Yon O.C 2e el e pyavyd
Nerecen WAL=6 1 meeﬂ\ﬂ admirked 40 a Wer tny deume 3
an A j YA'S é o Gve S 24 & !‘\Q C\ﬁtum&’\‘( ¢

dey Wi enlidude |

oy

A wes dene® any AN d
‘WQ_ Y \)\ den '\;lc, Y hzo\{\‘,\s ('\03( on \g( C% \é
M <&duT 1 ’ (\n’\Qm W

4l moKons 43 1{@60\%@3 wa\
Sl lie,

(,L)Cé qNn 4»-(‘ W

m¥ olso -'pq'v\c{cr_n
dau,\mﬁ./\-k o &b {NOD—( Df @\‘m@nk O\‘)VMQ\A-)(

Wich Caled skle 4 dwe oF \&\\”@M

and  amounk,  Peean P SSOUS | CW"‘SCCL the
E@(MCQAS \(\f\"‘, o(» A\.»C\:C) Mle \Qloc(e,C\ N\"‘\\ lg, 203D
AN t&\«w\ Q\uk(oe( cU)e/).{—ian&& bu\ 1 a bout ’ha,

Adodis  Bmeen  MisSowdt, Aparen  TV\i=oov <
admitka\ Al AYw

a\w\® b)\{'k ?5L %,( 69&(\\\‘
diey Ader Rave Do Akl dode  of  amoun’

due. .
Mooed & a0 & lete

Qq(e\/\k C?i“\lgam} '.Tpal \io : SaAt Aot A he Qm\(\uvv\
M)\fccmw P o sabmlhcc(] GS ’0"& Achine \
C@O\U\(‘\e\n\f Gg(uzmc«v\ ‘ = Qw‘“/\%’/\ Menenen \m‘“\

NO-(—QW( Q@Hau i“\’

W

.Q{B(n é&nc\ é“\élb



R‘N(Z“ Ml souee :‘MOV‘S \&('H\ the emQ(o\(e;e.,& | fhe/
keal e\ | (mmissis 0, SH%@( ?ey\,(aﬁ\;\[ Tudie
%& A\~ O{JHm ‘o (enc\:/ e corfeck dea‘—s‘i'e:q’

\DUW ‘kh’\ﬂr ONache (\7 '\'&19\’\5‘2\\)@& ‘o ch&‘ N
\(‘(\ ‘O(W\’\k& Co\,LYP &((rCL\‘&) CbLL,\r\’\Q_(\..\—g . -/\E C{Q’aa...(\/

M‘\b\t_ché ; W\\\S(QQ(Q\Q{L(/ J(lf\e, Cow\p(c‘, Vacndt



«)\M\g& C\G\(sr_ e as bfb O-L a N a(—RS" D

(\\n\Q(QT\ (Y\“DSOL&( ‘\\b \65‘ \ (OWs \ . When AY“QI an
W\"\esow:m' \pOu.\& Qe Aheo evack A3 oues 4 (e {v&é&!

\f\% o \é% Rug ‘\)0:8\ u> <\Q\a‘,8 AL\L Q\)((\u\* \& X l/'

P\ meiow  IS€o U <y \Wesn

hz‘” ¢ ’\> bf" CauSZ
Sk Gl



Issues Expected To Be Raised On Appeal (May be completed on a separate page. Appellant is not bound by this list.)
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Docket Fee Information
The docket fee in the amount of $70.00 is being tendered with this notice of appeal.

[[] No docket fee is being tendered because:

[] a docket fee is not required by law pursuant to (cite specific
statute or other authority).

[] a motion to prosecute the appeal in forma pauperis has been or will be filed.

[] a docket fee in the amount of $70.00 cannot be tendered at this time but will be submitted at a later date
or this appeal will be subject to dismissal pursuant to Rule 84.08(a).
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Directions to Commission

Unless otherwise ordered by the court of appeals, the commission shall, withi days of the filing of the notice of
appeal, certify its record in the case to the court of appeals.

7

SJRC (07-19) GN175 20f2 386.510, RSMo




—

1 weo denied  dve praes>. A Cleck ﬁh@bs(@)
6%\@ bur X q\)Peq\ {XD(_@& with  unkeckea (
\otmeon, T Woliege. ey Ad  Alwy
e cas e ‘\\"’)( bnesd Aneen Y uge  inilee Ui

| E L Coen  Armean VSO L | C\)( b sofbwace

Dvidae Sde W a Whee  afbannd e
e Y Beeea omwe Ged e

(/5@'& Qk-(ﬁc_('(A doc e J\\

Amee n W isCe s \ tpﬁ@)to.} Kee wel -Sﬂ( Mmewne_ Gsabbs /

exe Ciee \breatll | Tie P kS, Iwnde Dol (el
Sece\P ordae.  ae  all 'C(awkﬁf(’ffé Com HQC&
Moded 15 o bk At
M% {29)5&55(2/\

\

T lex ina

~

—
Vet . Jes Mune

unv) Areen Mseuay ,’\\'v\ﬂw\
@(¢g5/ %ngé\\,m“ (bm \;>' c\est lfor\&aw@,
ol :()Vk\’\\s\\g,é anA Q(‘D&Cu’\ﬁé‘ bt\ "\\«’\Q, CDu(b
*(VL\\ axe. aping 10 ¢onkrue Xo C\Q‘Cﬂw—(\
(V‘Ocm,\ MG 2. -



%u \,\)‘\U q,\go See- it {a\pbl+ anc ofde¢

\)A/\(m 6sf¢'e£ QAW\;’H'QC\ e (e O ani«‘r\a.C\
o~ mr\\’\ (ai \w\( e

a Aerpnnecc  Dwlasxe
\Q‘\'(Q( ’CO( C\\_ﬁﬂbvmu | /n, bt

fond  ewk AN -Q@Qe‘{

(\@uef eveied a wlole o

T\f‘a\ el the \Q%Sebx Con HRitists . MeEsea

!

T aslein Fhe appeals  Conk to (Roesse e
(sonen eSS onw deticien N TN aslzoay the &Q\)ec.\b COW.—\(
*o (endel < :)wc\b\\ﬂc_\(\): AI'DC»CA'D\’ Pveen NS0 v

aﬁd OSC‘,.MD\’ ‘1’\'\@\.( \"‘%Cz,\ co uv\&.\ [ ¥gYS %(JI k 4N

(&\»\3\1\/ [ Lief Tlefe) & nsé\\omu(\\ ’ Base ‘?A\f\*c,&%&,’
TQ‘(ML\VIQ— (ccubbs 3 YeaniCe ¢ Bernande2 \Qﬂév J LK\)Q

lohn  claske 0 ANe.  aruan k&t ® -
/%: \ \:B"\ PDB\ \&6 L*BQQ] | QL‘SSQ‘\'S g C'E} \ (e(m )DL\d'Sev'\'\g‘.,rf"

1o <\l vichvs trer have te  dame

SV S ¢ nley ed  Jdelisiton >
T addifion A selene e appre( fhuX
S ekler Vs Bpses 1o +he Uniled
Stehem _Distick Ntowey o Plose Cudion
3\/‘\”\},5«’5 aqems Y 1l ;&‘(&IQS Neres (ke



EC-2024-0372

Brett Felber & Lisa Lambert
VS
Ameren Missouri

If only undersigned counsel could actually tell the truth that would be great.

Mrs. Hernandez is merely upset because I'm filing a Notice of Appeal in case
EC-2023-0395, with the Missouri Court of Appeals. See attached.

There was no check that was returned, Ameran Missouri’s treasury
department failed to respond to my bank regarding the payments, Mrs.
Krcmar and Mrs. Hermandez were giving a screenshot copy showing the
payment was deducted from my bank (Discover Bank) in April.

Maybe Mrs. Hernandez could start being truthful and attach the copy of the
screenshot | gave her and her and Aubrey Krcmar that shows the payment
cleared. The same payment that Ameren Missouri's treasury departiment
failed to respond to.

As for the certified letter. That was sent to official demand from Ameren
Missouri therefore | could start the process of civil and criminal litigation from
them. | simply needed to send a copy of materials, that in which Ameren
Missouri further failed to respond to. Showing a refusal. Ameren refused to
accept responsibility for the counteffeit document and other numerous
cocuments that were inserted.

In fact. Mrs.Hernandez should post all pages of the certified letter, therefore
we Gan compare which pages she is leaving out. Yes it was in fact addressed
to Martin Lyons and Mrs. Hemandez. Two of the biggest Gon Artists out
there.

Notice Mrs. Hemandez deflects the part of meter tampering as well, because
they know it's the truth.

| really wish the Commission would recommend once in a while factual data
to be insterted into these things, suchs as daily meter readings that can be
done via smart meters. That is the whole concept of smart meters. To give
better transparency. Something Mrs. Hermnandez doesn’t want.

I'll post a copy of the filing that | intend to send off to the Court of Appeals
Monday.

Maybe Mrs. Hernandez can kinbdly submit a copy of the email that was sent
to her and Aubrey Krcmar, along with the document that showed from my
bank that is cleared and was cashed by Ameren Missouri. It was sent in an
email directly to them.




In addition Mrs. Herandez should post all pages of the certified letter.

Mrs. Hermnandez bringing up the counterfeit document is her praying that the
Commission once again protects them.

I nave a feeling that there will be a different outcome for EC-2023-0395 once
the document in question gets examined by the Appeals Court.

In fact if she really wants, we can also have the Appeals Court tackle on
matter EC-2024-0372 and they can examine all the paperwork that shows
my payments cleared and that Ameren Missouri tampered with their own
meter to upsell higher service charges.

As an FY], Ameren Missouri openly admitted in their asnwer that they have
no intention to settle what I've disputed, yet instead of resolving the issue,
they demand payment for it.

That isn’t how a dispute works.

Last, if Mrs. Hernandez read properly when | dismissed EC-2024-0217 it
cdidn’t further allow them to put any deposits ete, back on my account
without solving them. Since there was no decision handed down by the
Commission regarding EC-2024-0217, any matters that weren't satisfied or
resolved by Ameren Missouri and | doesn’t consitute Ameren being able to
add those back to my8 account.

Maybe Mrs. Hernandez would like me to refresh her memory on EC-2024-
0217 on May 10, 2024.

“Ameren Missouri must still decided on that. However if Ameren Missouris
centinues to submti counterfeit documents, continues to try and bill me for
the deposit after the closure of my dismissed compiaints and continues with
their threats against me or harasses me wfor unfair balances, | won't file 2
Commission Complaint, but | will file a lawsuit in Circuit Court to have them
dergulated and file suit agains the Commission to have their authority taken
away."”

May 13, 2024, another filing on my end was uploaded through EFIS. |
specifically states.

“Ameren Missouri has 30 days fromt hte date of this letter to reach out to me
or | will use all legal remedies and strategies in maintaingmy best interest
under applicable State and Federal Statutes in any further recourss.

if anything Ameren Missouri in their answers has openly admitted that they
failed and purposely ignored any and all disputes that have arised.




I think its time for Ameren Missouri and their legal counsel to actually tell the
truth. | know I've threatened lawsuits in the past, but this time | really mean it.
I think Ameren Missouri needs stern prosecution and that their legal dozers
are going 1o continue the same roundabout of illegal tactics until the Court of
Appeals gets involved.

If the Commission and Ameren see better we can just package both EC-
2023-0385 and the counterfeit documents that Ameren utilized along with

theri fraudulent meter tampering and along other matters brought up in EC-
2024-0372 to the Appeal Court and let them make a position or ruling on that?






