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Intervenor kA’l‘H LEEN PALA $™files this Direct estimony, which is

attached. Intervenor stipulates that this Direct Testimony can be treated by all parties as

if the answers were filed under oath.

Respectfully submitted,

BRAUN & GRESHAM, PLLC

P.O. Box 1148 (Mailing)

Dripping Springs, Texas 78620

14101 Hwy. 290 W., Suite 1100B (Physical)
Austin, Texas 78737

512-894-5426 (telephone)

512-894-3405 (fax)
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L.Reznik |
State Bar No. 16806780
Cassie Gresham
State Bar No. 24045980

ATTORNEYS FOR BLUE MOUND ALLIANCE

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a copy of this document will be served on all parties of record on
June /7, 2014, in accordance with Public Utility Commission Procedural Rule 22.74.
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Cassie G;&eham
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1. INTRODUCTION

QUESTION: PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND CURRENT ADDRESS FOR THE

RECORD.

ANSWER: KATHLE‘EN —PMASKE\/bPQJL.OJ
e/ B Pleoty

546 3-d pve
Sau Qe ca il

QUESTION: ARE YOU AN INTERVENOR IN SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-14-2252
AND PUC DOCKET NO. 420877

ANSWER: Yes.

11. POSITION ON PROPOSED ROUTES

QUESTION: WHAT ROUTES DO YOU OPPOSE?

ANSWER: 1 oppose any route using Link U.

QUESTION: DO YOU SUPPORT ONCOR’S RECOMMENDED ROUTE 107?

ANSWER: No.

1. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

QUESTION: HOW WOULD YOU SUMMARIZE YOUR POSITION IN THIS
PROCEEDING REGARDING ONCOR'S RECOMMENDED ROUTE 107 AND THE
PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE ROUTES?
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ANSWER: While Route 107 does not use Link U. from a community values

standpoint, we oppose any route using a central corridor through Haslet like Route 107.
QUESTION: DO YOU HAVE ANYTHING ELSE TO ADD?

ANSWER: No

QUESTION : DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY?

ANSWER: Yes.
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