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House Bill (HB) lar Session, transferred the functions
Legislature, Regu
relating to the economic regulation of water and sewer

utilities from the TCEQ to the PUC effective

September 1, 2014
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2. Page 7, line 5, "IN W HAT W AYS..." - Page 7, line 8,"- service."

nDl'S objects to the question asked and Ms. Heddin's responsive testrmom• described

above as irrele^-ant and speculative.
Whether The Cliffs, The Retreat and White Bluff water

systems are substantially similar is irrelevant to this case because DDU has not requested

consolidation of all three systems. In addition, the witness has no personal know ledge of how or

why DDI' constructed its systems or the conditions encountered when it did so. nor about the

construction of water systems generally.
Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a

particular or specialized knowledge. based on education or experience in engineering matters and

the design. de%elopment and construction of water systems.

3.
page 7, line 9, "WHAT IS..." - Page 7, line 13," _. water."

D1)1 `S objects to the question asked and Ms. Heddin's responsive testimcm1. described

above as irrelevant. The findings. conclusion and order from Dl)1 ^'s prior ratc application are

irrelevant to the current application because the TCEQ polic\. as explaincd h% staff, is to

consider consolidation on a case by case basis.

4. Page 7, line 24, "IN YOUR OPINION..." - Page 8, line 19, "... detail below."

1)1)1 ", objects to the question asked and '.Iv1s. Heddin's responsive te^,tin^km\
&scribed

above as irrelevant and speculative.
Whether The Cliffs, The Retreat and While Bluff water

systems arc substantially similar is in-ele^ant to this case because DDi hav, it requested

consolidation of all three systenis In addition. the witness has no personal kn^^%,dedge of how or

why DI)V constructed its systems or the conditions encountered Mien it did (^ not about the

construction ot x\ater systems -̂;enerall• \-ls. Heddin has not been qualified as < person with a

particular or specialized kno-wled^e.. base l on education or experience in engin«i in,_, matters and

the design. de-,elopment and construction of water s"-stems.

3865d3-1 ilJ
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5.
Page 10, line 24, "Generalfy, the ..." - Page 10. line

25, - connection."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation
Hie witness

personal knowledg
e of how or why DDU constructed its systems or the conditions

has no

encountered when it did so, nor
about the construction of water systems generall-,

Ms. Heddin

not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized knowledge. based on education
has

or experience in engineering
matters and the design, development and construction of water

systems.

G. Page l:+, line l, "Virtually every ...' - Page 15, line 3,"• •. customers."

DDlS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described abo-, e as speculation
Chc witness

has no personal knowledge about the construction of water systems generall,,
y1^ Heddin has

not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized knowledge, based on education or

ex erience in engineering
matters and the design, development and aonstnuc'^^^n of water

p

systems.

7.
Page 21, line 20, "Yes, if both systems..." - Page 20, line 2,"... investment."

^^ test.imony described above as speculation (^he witness
pI^I'S objects to Ms. Heddin

has no personal knowledge of hotiA, or why DDLT constructed its systems m the conditions

encountered -vvhen it did so, nor about the construction of water s^,stems generall`
Ms. Heddin

has not been qualified as a person with it narticular or specialized knowledge. b.Cisco on education

or experience in engineering matters and the design. development and ccm,tru^ttc,n of water

systems.

g. Page 20, line 24, "Each Systcm..
." - Page 21, line 3,`'... connected."

DDi ti objects to Ms. Heddin ; testimony described abo^ c as speculation the witness

has no personal knowledge of ho.\ 1,.^ \^Jhy I)Dt1 constructed its -,,stems in the -a\ it did, nor

about the ^onstruction of "ater systems uenerall\,.
Nis. Heddin has not been aua:ifted as a

386543-1 11J11 21110
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ized knowledge, based on education or experience in
person with a particular or special

engineering matters and the design. development and construction of water systems.

9. Page 27, line 9, "DDU's systems..." - line 13 ,"-•• to one another."

DDt: Sobjects to Ms. l Ieddin's testimony described abol e as speculation
F he witness

has no personal knowledge of the type of systems operated by DDU. In addition. Ms. Heddin

has not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized knowledge. based on education

or experience in engineering matters or matters related to the operation of a utilit-, svstem.
Her

experience and background relate solely to accounting issues.

to. Page 28, line 4, "it appears..." .- line 8,".•. docket."

DDl !S objects to Ms. Ileddin's testimony described above as speculation
The witness

has no personal knowledge
of mhv the nLJ in the Aqua Texas

case made the decision. In

addition,
Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized

knowledge. based on education or experience in legal matters and the impact of prior

Commission decisions on pending matters.

11. Page 29, line 6, "It chose not..."
.- line 7, "... interest costs."

DDl S obiects to Ms. Heddin s testimony described abo^ r as speculation
F he witness

has no personal knowledge of whtiDDl' did or did not file a rate C^iwe•

12.
Page 33. line it, "This is whr..." - line 12 ,".•. vendor/contractor."

I)1)f ti objects to Ms. Heddin s tcstimon%described abo\-c as speculation i he witness

the bidding
has no personal knowledge ahol t thc c,,nstniction of water ^;tistems gener^al%

process. Ili addition,
Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as It person with ;^ particular or

specialized kno^viedge, based on education or experience in engineering matters and the design.

development and construction of^ ^^^^ate.r «stems. Her experience and background reiate solely to

accountmL, ,•^ue^
I

386i43_1 04 11 2uln
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13. Page 33, line 25, "Often, a utility ..." - line 26 ,"... supplier."

DDt!5 objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation l'he witness

has no personal knowledge about the construction of water systems generall% or the bidding

process. in addition,
Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person \&ith a particular or

specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in engineering matter, and the design,

development and construction of water systems. Her experience and background relate solely to

accounting issues.

14, page 41, line 16, "First, the information..." - line 19 ". .. protest."

Dl:)t'S objects to Ms. Heddins testimony described above as speculation I he witness

has no pcrsonal knowledge about the infoimation DDU relied upon in setting its rates nor does

she have personal knowledge of what the rate payers relied upon in making their protest.

15. Page 44, line 8, "In both..." - line 19, "... water."

DD[ IS objects to Ms. Heddin testimony described above as irrelevant
Hhe application,

findings. conclusion and order from DDU's prior rate application are irrcle^ant to the

determination of rate case expenses in this matter.

16. Page 45, line 6, "DDU has already..." - line 8, "... assets."

DDS objects to Ms. tIcddin's tcstimony described abo^c as irrelevant I he application,

findings. conclusion and order from DDU"s prior rate application are irrelevant to the

determination 4 rate case ctpens,^s in this matter.

3865^13-1 ^11 i.^ '(ilr'
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(512) 43 5-2300 - Telephone

(512) 436-2360 - Telecopy

ATTORNEY FOR DOUBLE DIAMOND
UTILITIES CO.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

B-,
m4 signature above, I hereby certify that a true and correct copy ofIhe lorecoing was

delivered via (acsimile, via first class mail. ,via electronic mail or h\ hand deliNe.rx, on the 7`h day

of May, 20 to the following:

Shari Heino
Mathews K. I• reeland,l...L.P.
327 Congress Avenue, Suite 300

Austin, Texas 78701

Philip Da}
Representat+, e for the Cliffs Utility

Committee
90 Glen Abbey Drive S
Graford, Texas 76449

Jack D. Mc('artney and

John 'I'. Be] i
Representati ti es for the Retreat Home<<^N ners

Group
6300 Annahill Street
Cleburne. Vexas 76033-8957

Eli Martinez (MC- 103)
Office of Public Interest Council

Texas Comniission on Environmental

Quality
P. O Box 1 i087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Stephanie Skogen (MC'-17 ;)
Staff Attorney
Texas Commission on Environmental

Quality
P. O. Box 11087
Austin, Tetitis '78711-308-7

LaDonna Castanuela (1\,i( --I()

Chief Clerk
Texas Commission on >'~:n%Iri,nmental

Quality.
P. O. Box 130^87

Austin, Texas '5711-'08

386543-1 oa 1 1 'ulu
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^,] JUDGE:
INSTRATNE LA objections to the

TO THE HONORABLE ADM Co C`DDU") and fi}es its

COMES NOW, D°uble Diamond Utilities,
White

Bluff Subdivision

ed testimony and exhibits of Nelisa Heddin on behalf of
prefil

refiled testimonyRatepayers in the above-styled matter-

makes the following objections to portions of Nelissa Heddin's prefiled
DDU moves to strike

s testimony

thtOu- specific parts of exhibitsbits introduced thr g specific parts of exhibits
as well as the exhibits
each portion of the testimony referenced below, as well as the exhibit or

that are outlined below. ' ^

-

une 4 1 u., other."
VE..• Page 7,

page 7, line 1,
"DO YOU BELIE described

and Ms• I-ieddin's responsive testimony

objects to the question asked an White Bluff water
DDUS The Cliffs, The Retreat and

ether Th uested
above as irrelevant and speculative.

^ has not rey

substantially similar is irrelevant to this case because DDU
personal knowledge of how or

systems are the ^;itness has no
consolidation of a11 three systems- In addition,

or

encountered when it did so, nor about the
con

the conditions
person with a

why DDU constructed its systems ualified as a p'

enerally•
hfs• Heddin has not been (111

matters and
construction of water systems g experience in eng inee ring

particular or specialized knowledge, based on education or exp'

ment and construction of water systems-
.the design, dedevelop

386543-1 041412010
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2. Page 7, line 5, "IN WHAT WAYS..." - Page 7, line 8, "... service."

DDUS objects to the question asked and Ms. Heddin's responsive testimony described

above as irrelevant and speculative. Whether The Cliffs, The Retreat and White Bluff water

systems are substantially similar is irrelevant to this case because DDU has not requested

consolidation of all three systems. In addition, the witness has no personal knowledge of how or

why DDU constructed its systems or the conditions encountered when it did so, nor about the

construction of water systems generally. Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a

particular or specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in engineering matters and

the design, development and construction of water systems.

3. Page 7, line 9, "WHAT IS..." - Page 7, line 13, "... water."

DDUS objects to the question asked and Ms. Heddin's responsive testimony described

above as irrelevant. The findings, conclusion and order from DDU's prior rate application are

irrelevant to the current application because the TCEQ policy, as explained by staff,, is to

consider consolidation on a case by case basis.

4. Page 7, line 24, "IN YOUR OPINION..." - Page 8, line 19, "... detail below."

DDUS objects to the question asked and Ms. Heddin's responsive testimony described

above as irrelevant and speculative. Whether The Cliffs, The Retreat and White Bluff water

systems are substantially similar is irrelevant to this case because DDU has not requested

consolidation of all three systems. In addition, the witness has no personal knowledge of how or

why DDU constructed its systems or the conditions encountered when it did so, nor about the

construction of water systems generally. Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a

particular or specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in engineering matters and

the design, development and construction of water systems.

386543-1 04/14,2010 2
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5. Page 10, line 24, "Generally, the ...'0 - Page 10, line 25, "... connection."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge of how or why DDU constructed its systems or the conditions

encountered when it did so, nor about the construction of water systems generally. Ms. Heddin

has not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized knowledge, based on education

or experience in engineering matters and the design, development and construction of water

systems.

6. Page 15, line 1, "Virtually every..." - Page 15, line 3,"... customers."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge about the construction of water systems generally. Ms. Heddin has

not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized knowledge, based on education or

experience in engineering matters and the design, development and construction of water

systems.

7. Page 21, line 20, "Yes, if both systems..." - Page 20, line 2,"... investment."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge of how or why DDU constructed its systems or the conditions

encountered when it did so, nor about the construction of water systems generally. Ms. Heddin

has not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized knowledge, based on education

or experience in engineering matters and the design, development and construction of water

systems.

8. Page 20, line 24, "Each System..." - Page 21, line 3,"... connected."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge of how or why DDU constructed its systems in the way it did, nor

about the construction of water systems generally. Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a

386543-1 04/14/2010 3
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person with a particular or specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in

engineering matters and the design, development and construction of water systems.

9.
Page 27, line 9, "DDU's systems..." - line 13, .... to one another."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge of the type of systems operated by DDU. In addition, Ms. Heddin

has not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized knowledge, based on education

or experience in engineering matters or matters related to the operation of a utility system. Her

experience and background relate solely to accounting issues.

10. Page 28, line 4, "It appears..." - line 8,"... docket."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge of why the ALJ in the Aqua Texas case made the decision. In

addition,
Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized

knowledge, based on education or experience in legal matters and the impact of prior

Commission decisions on pending matters.

11.
Page 29, line 6, "It chose not..." - line 7, "... interest costs."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge of why DDU did or did not file a rate case.

12. Page 33, line 11, "This is why..." - line 12 ,"... vendor/contractor."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge about the construction of water systems generally or the bidding

process. In addition,
Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a particular or

specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in engineering matters and the design,

development and construction of water systems. Her experience and background relate solely to

accounting issues.
4

186543-104,14/2010
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13. Page 33, line 25, "Often, a utility..." - line 26, "... supplier-"

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge about the construction of water systems generally or the bidding

process. in addition,
Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a particular or

matters and the design,
specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in engineering

development and construction of water systems. Her experience and background relate solely to

accounting issues.

iq. Page 41, line 16, "First, the information..." - line 19, "... protest."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge about the information DDU relied upon in setting its rates nor does

she have personal knowledge of what the rate payers relied upon in making their protest.

15,
page 44, line 8, "In both..." - line 19, "... water."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as irrelevant. The application,

findings, conclusion and order from DDLf's prior rate application are irrelevant to the

determination of rate case expenses in this matter.

Page 45, line 6, "DDU has already..." - line 8, "... assets."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as irrelevant. The application,

findings, conclusion and order from DDU's prior rate application are irrelevant to the

determination of rate case expenses in this matter.

5
386543-104/14;'2010
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delivered via facsimile, via first class mail, via electronic mail or by hand delivery on the 7`" day

of May, 2010 to the following:

Shari Heino
Mathews & Freeland, L.L.P.
327 Congress Avenue, Suite 300
Austin, Texas 78701

Philip Day
Representative for the Cliffs Utility
Committee
90 Glen Abbey Drive S
Graford, Texas 76449

Jack D. McCartney and
John T. Bell
Representatives for the Retreat Homeowners
Group
6300 Annahill Street
Cleburne, Texas 76033-8957
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Eli Martinez (MC-103)
Office of Public Interest Council
Texas Commission on Environmental

Quality
P. O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Stephanie Skogen (MC-173)
Staff Attorney
Texas Commission on Environmental

Quality
P. O. Box 13087

Texas 78711 -3087Austin 0,

LaDonna Castanuela (MC-105)
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§ BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE
APPLICATION OF DOUBLE §
DIAMOND UTILITIES COMPANY, § OF
INC. TO CHANGE WATER RATE
TARIFF FOR SERVICE IN HILL, PALO §
PINTO, AND JOHNSON COUNTIES § ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

§

DOUBLE DIAMOND UTILITIES CO.'S OBJECTIONS TO THE PREFILED
TESTIMONY AND EXHIBITS OF NELISA HEDDIN

ON BEHALF OF WHITE BLUFF SUBDIVISION RATEPAYERS

TO THE HONORABLE ADMINSTRATNE LAW JUDGE:

COMES NOW, Double Diamond Utilities, Co. (`DDU") and files its objections to the

prefiled testimony and exhibits of Nelisa Heddin
on behalf of White Bluff Subdivision

Ratepayers in the above-styled matter.

DDU makes the following objections to portions of Nelissa Heddin's prefiled testimony

as well as the exhibits introduced through Nelissa Heddin's testimony.
DDU moves to strike

each portion of the testimony referenced below, as well as the exhibit or specific parts of exhibits

that are outlined below.

1. Page 7, line 1, "DO YOU BELIEVE..." - Page 7, line 4, "... other."

DDUS objects to the question asked and Ms. Heddin's responsive testimony described

above as irrelevant and speculative.
Whether The Cliffs, The Retreat and W'hite Bluff water

systems are substantially similar is irrelevant to this case because DDU has not requested

consolidation of all three systems. In addition, the witness has no personal knowledge of how or

why DDU constructed its systems or the conditions encountered when it did so. nor about the

construction of water systems generally.
Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a

particular or specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in engineering matters and

the design> development and construction of water systems.

386543-1 04,1412010
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2. Page 7, line 5, "IN WHAT WAYS..." - Page 7, line 8, "... service:'

DDUS objects to the question asked and Ms. Heddin's responsive testimony described

above as irrelevant and speculative.
Whether The Cliffs, The Retreat and White Bluff water

systems are substantially similar is irrelevant to this case because DDU has not requested

consolidation of all three systems. In addition, the witness has no personal knowledge of how or

why DDU constructed its systems or the conditions encountered when it did so, nor about the

construction of water systems generally.
Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a

particular or specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in engineering matters and

the design, development and construction of water systems.

3.
Page 7, line 9, ,,WHAT IS•••" - Page 7, line 13, "... water."

DDUS objects to the question asked and Ms. Heddin's responsive testimony described

above as irrelevant.
The findings, conclusion and order from DDU's prior rate application are

irrelevant to the current application because the TCEQ policy, as explained by staff, is to

consider consolidation on a case by case basis.

4. Page 7, line 24, "IN YOUR OPINION..." - Page 8, line 19, "... detail below."

DDUS objects to the question asked and Ms. Heddin's responsive testimony described

above as irrelevant and speculative.
Whether The Cliffs, The Retreat and White Bluff water

systems are substantially similar is irrelevant to this case because DDU has not requested

consolidation of all three systems. In addition, the witness has no personal knowledge of how or

why DDU constructed its systems or the conditions encountered when it did so, nor about the

construction of water systems generally.
Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a

particular or specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in engineering matters and

the design, development and construction of water systems.

,
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5. Page 10, line 24, "Generally, the ..." - Page 10, line 25, "... connection."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no
personal knowledge of how or why DDU constructed its systems or the conditions

encountered when it did so, nor about the construction of water systems generally.
Ms. Heddin

has not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized knowledge, based on education

or experience in engineering matters and the design, development and construction of water

systems.

6. Page 15, line 1, "Virtually every..." - Page 15, line 3,"... customers."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge about the construction of water systems generally.
Ms. Heddin has

not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized knowledge, based on education or

experience in engineering matters and the design, development and construction of water

systems.

7. Page 21, line 20, "Yes, if both systems..." - Page 20, line 2,"... investment."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge of how or why DDU constructed its systems or the conditions

encountered when it did so, nor about the construction of water systems generally.
Ms. Heddin

has not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized knowledge, based on education

or experience in engineering matters and the design, development and construction of water

systems.

8. Page 20, line 24, "Each System..." - Page 21, line 3,"... connected."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge of how or why DDU constructed its systems in the way it did, nor

about the construction of water systems generally.
Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a

386543-1 04/14/2010 3
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person with a particular or specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in

engineering matters and the design, development and construction of water systems.

9. Page 27, tine 9, "DDU's systems..." - line 13 , "... to one another."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge of the type of systems operated by DDU. In addition, Ms. Heddin

has not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized knowledge, based on education

or experience in engineering matters or matters related to the operation of a utility system. Her

experience and background relate solely to accounting issues.

10. Page 28, line 4, "It appears..." - line 8,"... docket."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge of why the ALJ in the Aqua Texas case made the decision. In

addition, Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a particular or specialized

knowledge, based on education or experience in legal matters and the impact of prior

Commission decisions on pending matters.

11. Page 29, line 6, "It chose not..." - line 7, "... interest costs."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge of why DDU did or did not file a rate case.

12. Page 33, line 11, "This is why..." - line 12, "... vendor/contractor."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge about the construction of water systems generally or the bidding

process. In addition. Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a particular or

specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in engineering matters and the design,

development and construction of water systems. Her experience and background relate solely to

accounting issues.

396543-104"14;2010 4
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13. Page 33, line 25, "Often, a utility..." - line 26, "... supplier."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge about the construction of water systems generally or the bidding

process. In addition, Ms. Heddin has not been qualified as a person with a particular or

specialized knowledge, based on education or experience in engineering matters and the design,

development and construction of water systems. Her experience and background relate solely to

accounting issues.

14. Page 41, line 16, "First, the information..." - line 19, "... protest."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as speculation. The witness

has no personal knowledge about the information DDU relied upon in setting its rates nor does

she have personal knowledge of what the rate payers relied upon in making their protest.

15. Page 44, line 8, "In both..." - line 19, "... water."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as irrelevant. The application,

findings, conclusion and order from DDU's prior rate application are irrelevant to the

determination of rate case expenses in this matter.

16. Page 45, line 6, "DDU has already..." - line 8, "... assets."

DDUS objects to Ms. Heddin's testimony described above as irrelevant. The application,

findings, conclusion and order from DDU's prior rate application are irrelevant to the

determination of rate case expenses in this matter.

386543-1 04/14i2010 5
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Respectfully submitted,

^_
-d^afiN J. C LT

State B o. 03817600
ARMBRUST & BROWN, L.L.P.
100 Congress Avenue, Suite 1300
Austin, Texas 78701-2744
(512) 435-2300 - Telephone
(512) 436-2360 - Telecopy

ATTORNEY FOR DOUBLE DIAMOND
UTILITIES CO.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

By my signature above, I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was

delivered via facsimile, via first class mail, via electronic mail or by hand delivery on the 7`" day

of May, 2010 to the following:

Shari Heino
Mathews & Freeland, L.L.P.
327 Congress Avenue, Suite 300
Austin, Texas 78701

Philip Day
Representative for the Cliffs Utility
Committee
90 Glen Abbey Drive S
Graford, Texas 76449

Jack D. McCartney and
John T. Bell
Representatives for the Retreat Homeowners
Group
6300 Annahill Street
Cleburne, Texas 76033-8957

386543-1 04/1412010

Eli Martinez (MC-103)
Office of Public Interest Council
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality
P. O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Stephanie Skogen (MC-173)
Staff Attorney
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality
P. O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

LaDonna Castanuela (MC-105)
Chief Clerk
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality
P. O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
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