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April 30, 2015

Hon. ALJ William G. Newchurch
State Office of Administrative Hearings
300 West 15th Street
Austin, Texas 78701

J. Kay Trostle
512-494-9500 ext. 105

ktrostle a,sinithtrostle.com

RE: SOAH Docket No.473-14-5144.WS; PUC Docket No. 42866; Petition of Travis County
Municipal Utility District No. 12 Appealing Change of Wholesale Water Rates
Implemented by West Travis County Public Utility Agency, City of Bee Cave, Texas,
Hays County, Texas and West Travis Municipal Utility District No. 5 - Parties Agreed
Outline for Post Hearing Briefs

Dear Judge Newchurch:

Attached please find the Parties' Agreed Outline for Post Hearing Briefs.

Sincerely,

J. Ka rostle

4401 Westgate Blvd • Suite 330 • Austin, Texas 78745
(512) 494-9500 (Main) • (512) 494-9505 (Fax)
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