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RATEPAYERS’ APPEAL OF THF, § BEFORE THE S&é&&ﬂ%‘?&w-ﬂ“f‘"*‘

DECISION BY NORTH SAN SABA WATER  § FILIG CLERK
SuPPLY CORPORATION TO CHANGE § : OF
RATES §
§ ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

NORTH SAN SABA WATER SUPPLY CORPORATION’S REPLY TO PUC STAFF’S
EXCEPTIONS TO PROPOSAL FOR DECISION

COMES NOW North San Saba Water Supply Corporation (NSSWSC) and files this its
. , i
Reply to PUC Staff™s Exceptions to the Proposal for Decision issued in this matter, and would
respectfully show the following.

1
I. NSSWSC’s reply to Staff’s Exception to the ALJ's Water Purchase cost on the
grounds of Staff’s claim that these costs were not “known and measurable.”

‘Despite Staff’s argument to the’ éontrary. the $68.418 projected water purchase expense for

1
2015 in the ALJ's findings was based on actual metered and billed water usages in the first seven
months of 2015 (NSSWSC Initial Br., 15-16) and is thus b}oth “known and measurable™ at the

time of NSSWSC'’s rate decision in’ August 2015. ’

Staff further asserts that “The Proposal for Decision does not take into account that water
]

. R C . I .
usage in the latter half of 2015 — which includes the fall and winter months -- may decrease when
: » t
i N
compared to the first half of 2015, which includes the spring and summer months.” (Stafl's

Exceptions, 3). g

~This claim by Staff is eminently naive of the actu'al pattern of seasonality of® Water

w
L4

Revenues and Expenses as driven by the calendar/scason: 1

|

¥
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1) First the water is consumed by the ratepayer. Since NSSWSC billing cycle is from mid-month
to mid-month the delay to report the meter reading due to any given day’s demand is 0-30 days

or 0-1 month.

2) Then the actual bills arc prepared and mailed out at the end of the month and payment is due
by the 15" of the following month. an extra delay of onc month. Many payments come in

somewhat late. so this is a best-case approximation of revenue recognition.

3) NSSWSC’s payment of water expenses to the City of San Saba is due by the 16™ of the next

month.

Thus, there is a nominal delay of about 2 months, between an actual demand/usage event
and the recognition of rcvenue or actual cash expense due to that event. Thus when water usage
tends to peak annually in the latter hot dry summer months, the peak cffect on revenues is not
typically noticed till a couple months later. August-Sept is a typical peak demand time. but
October-November is when the resulting annual revenue peak oceurs. "I“he comparatively lower
demand-revenue months (compared to the peak) tends to be December-thru August. (Part of this
delay trend and other demand scasonality for 2014 can be observed in Exhibit RW-18, 44

A

Second Supplement Rebuttal.)

Thus. NSSWSC’s projection of 2014 water purchase expenses of $61.475 increasing by
$6943 in 2015 to $68.418 is not only “known and measurable.” it is an underestimation because
it was based on P&l.s of the first seven months of 2015 and did not include data from the latter

;

portion of the year (NSSWSC Initial Bricf, 13-16).
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Scc. 13.185 (d) (1) states that “'The regulatory authority shall basc a utility's expenses
on historic test year information adjusted for known and measurable changes, as determined by
utility commission rules...”

On the grounds that the financial projection of $68.148 of water purchase is less than the
actual 2015 water purchase of exactly $78.191, President Whatley of the NSSWSC Board re-
asserts his previous claim that future water demand is "a fundamentally unknowable quantity,
being ;he‘ future.” (Stafl”s Exceptions. 2). Notwithstanding that fuct, NSSWSC believes Staff’s
exception to the ALJ's finding of a $6943 adjustment of Staff's Revenue Requircment to be
unfounded on the grouhds that it was “known and measurable™ at the time of NSSWS(’s rate

decision and is therefore is required (“shall base™) by Texas Water Code. ’

II. NSSWSC reply to Staff’s exception to the ALJ’s finding of a debt service coverage

of 35% instecad of Staff’s recommended 25%.

NSSWSC presen;ed evidence that Staff was ignoring significant Required Revenues
that constitutes very real cash outlays that we must be capable of in order to insure f{inancial
integrity (NSSWSC Initial and Reply Briefs).

The ALJ apparently instead preferred and used the calculational route of an increased
DSC to cover some of these additional Required Revenues. In NSSWSC's Exceptions, it is
pointed out that. if this route of reasoning is chosen, a 45% DSC is required. This is not
unprecedented-in a PUC Rate case (NSSWSC Reply Brief, 4) where 75% was approved by the

S

Commission.



1) Regarding the DSC methodology:

Scction 13.185 (d) (1) states that “The regulatory authority shall base a utility's
expenses on historic test year information adjusted for known and measqr:able changes, as
determined by utility commission rules...”

Staft frequently notes the “known and measurable™ standard for any [inancial projection

used for-adjustments to the “historic test year™ or “base year.” and that is appropriate given

Texas Water Code. But has Stafl applied this standard to its own methodology and claims?

Staff testified “To provide for recurring capital improvements that are not debt-financed
or contributed, cash reserve balance. and non-reoccurring expenscs (such as fines or penalties). [

included debt [service] coverage of $25,763.37 (Attachment FB-2, column E, row 33).

(Bednarski Testimony, 12-13).

Obviously Staff intends DSC to cover unknown future exigencies (“non-reoccutring
expenses’ such as fines or penalties. But is there any element of “known and mcasurable™ in this
i
,
testimony of Staff’s purpose for including DSC?

r

Staff further testified “...This [DSC] coverage amount will help provide for operating
capital and enable NSSWSC to cover unforeseen costs... " (Bednarski Testimony. 17). Is there

any element of "known and mecasurable™ in this testimony of Staff™s purpose for including DSC?
Staft further testified “My decision to include a [debt service] coverage amount is based

{
on the AWWA M [ Manual discussions with regard to cash-nceds approach and DSC, and my

experience.” (Bednarski Testimony, 16-17).



This testimony states that Staff’s DSC recommendation is based 'on: 4) a methodology
which includes DSC. and b) DSC itself. and ¢) Mr. Bednarski's experience. In other words,
Staff's DSC recommendation is based solcly on Mr, Bednarski's experience. Is there any

element of “known and measurable™ in this testimony of Statf’s purpose for including DSC?

It would appear that Staff does not really belicve that the “known and measurable™ legal
standard should be applied to Staft’s chosen mctlwdblogy or to Staff’s own judgment, but rather

only t6 others.
1

It is well beyond ironic in a legal proceeding as this for Staff to claim that “Rates should

not be set” because of such “purely hypothetical™ considerations as “North San Saba could be
assessed another TCEQ penalty or may nced to make additional required infrastructure
§

-3
improvements” (Staff’s Exceptions, 3). when Stafl’s own previous testimony makes exactly
thosc recommendations ahd claims in order to set rates! How can anyone then have confidence

in Staff’s recommendation of a DSC of 25%?

<

2) Regarding Staff’s recommendation of DSC of 25%

Staff concedes that Staff’s recommendation of a DSC of 25% coupled with Statt™s Nelson-

-

Lewis revenue requirement recognition of only $4.010.29 (instead of the full annual cash-outlay)
results in a remnant amount of DSC of $4.973.22 annually (Staff’s Exceptions, 4). That is only
1.3% of Staff’s recommended required revenue of $378,500.53. It is only 1.2% of NSSWS(’s

calculated required rcvenue of $408.000. That is an incredibly pitiful claim of adequate “cash

cushion™ (Staff’s Exceptions. 4) for insuring future “tinancial integrity.”

»

NSSWSC has also previously addressed this point at length~ (Whatley Sccond Supplement to

Rebuttal Testimony. 4-6: Third Supplement to.Rebuttal. 5) going so far as to state that the

‘



“effective value” of DSC which Staff has allocated is actually only 4.8% and not 25% as claimed

(Whatley’s Second Supplerent to Rebuttal Testimony, 6).

Exhibit RW-18 (Whatley Second Supplement to Rebuttal Testimony) illustiates the volatility
of NSSWSC water demand as it changes scasonally. In 2014 for example, a maximum peak
month of about 360,000 gallons and a minimum demand month of about 150,000 gallons
occurred. This is a ratio of 2.4 to 1, or 240%. As, a result. water sales and the resulting monthly

3

revenue has a similar volatility from month to month throughout the year.

The Commission is charged by the legislature with insuring the “financial integrity” of

, NSSWSC in this proceeding. Can anyore ‘credibly expect a WSC to preserve its “financial
integrity” in the face of roughly 240% historical variations of monthly revenues with a 1.3% of
revenucs “‘cash cushion™ (Staft™s Exceptions. 4) in Required Revenues and resulting rates? Is this

a serious claim?

If the Debt Service Coverage calculation (as used by the ALJ to cover NSSWSC's remaining
) 1l
unaccounted Required Revenues) is to be preferred by the Commission, then 25% is not
adequate. Neither is 35% adequate. Forty-five percent is required to cover NSSWSC's actual
?

cash. expenditures, including the necessary Nelson-Lewis contracted payments (NSSWSC

Exceptions, 2).

b

IILNSSWSC’s reply to Staff’s Exception to the ALJ’s finding of 80% fixed cost for

Operations and Maintcnance.

At the Hearing it became obvious from Mr. Bednarski's testimony that he used the 55% rule
without any thought as to whether NSSWSC's relative uniqueness compared to compact

municipal WSCs might merit an adjustment.



In fact. NSSWSC is quite rural as compared to most and supplics water to many ranch
propertics scparated by considerable distances. Our physical plant requiring Operations and

Maintenance largely consists of pumps and of water distribution pipes- miles and miles of pipes -

and relatively few ratepayers. o

Pump wear for purposes of estimating fixed/variable Operations and Maintenance
expense ratio is largely a function of the volume pumped and is therefore variable cost. Pipes. on
the other hand, si;nply sit in the ground with a TCEQ-mandated minimum pressure independent
of volume pumped, and they evolve leaks based on that pressure and environmental variables as
well as pipe age and condition. There tends to be a prevailing leak rate independent of volume.
This maintenance is therefore a fixed cost. and our Operator has testified that it is his experience
with the system that 80% of his Operations and Maintenance was fixing pipe leaks in the 2014

base year.

. \ - * Y 3
There is simply no way that a PUC accountant who never made a ficld trip to San Saba
and never visited the NSSWSC system. nor ever asked the relevant questions, nor cver
ascertained the relative variables involved, could exercise a superior judgment in this matter over

the NSSWSC operator who actually did the Operations and Maintenance work in 2014,
I'V.Request to approve additional atterney’s fees.

In order to adequately defend itself and file Exceptions to the PFD and these Replies to
Exceptions, NSSWSC has nccessarily incurred additional attorney's fees since the ALJ's
Proposal for Decision, in which the ALJ proposed that NSSWSC attorney’s fees be paid.

NSSWSC here attaches as Exhibit A the additional attorney’s fees incurred since the judge's



t
rendering of her Proposal for Decision and asks that the Commission would grant its request that

these amounts be included in the amount the ALJ recommended NSSWSC should recover.

PRAYER
WHEREFORE, NSSWSC prays that the Commission cnter dn order affirming NSSWSC’s
\
current base and gallonage rates. NSSWSC further requests such other and further relief to

which it shows itself justly entitled.

Richard T. Milldr

Texas Bar No. 14108300

Law Office of Richard T. Miller
414 I, Wallace St.

San Saba. Texas 76877
325-372-4400°

325-372-3645 Fax

rtmiller{ centex.net

Attorney for NSSWSC

P.U.C. DOCKET NO. 45283
SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-16-1834.WS
CERTIFICAFE OF SERVICE
[ certify that on February 16, 2017 a copy of this document was served upon the following partics of
record via c-mail, facsimile, or first class mail:

Sam Chang ' Barbara Horn
State Bar No. 24078333 "Chairman. Ratepayers” Committee

7255 County Road 124
San Saba. TX 76877
325-372-4676

Attorney, l.egal Division

Public Utility Commission of Texas
1701 N. Congress Avenue

P.O. Box 13326

Austin, Texas 78711-3326

(512) 936-7261 -
(512) 936-7268 (facsimile)
sam.chang(@puc.texas.gov
Counsel for Public Utility Commission
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"Richard T. Milter /
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STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF SAN SABA

EXHIBIT A

L S AT

AFFIDAVIT OF RICHARD T. MILLER

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared Richard T.

Miller, who, having been placed under ouath by me, did depose as follows:

l.

“My name is Richard T. Miller. [ am of sound mind and capable of making this
affidavit. The facts stated herein are true and correct based upon my personal
knowledge.

Based on my experience and education and following a thorough and critical review
of all the relevant information, | have concluded that the reasonable and necessary
NSSWSC legal cxpenses from October 2015 to present are $25,.518.77.

| have directed the work performed by the Law Office of Richard T. Miller staff on
behalf of NSSWSC since the firm was hired by NSSWSC. | have reviewed the
billings of my office submitted to NSSWSC for legal services from October 2015
through the present in connection with NSSWS(C’s defense of its rates. I affirm
those billings accurately reflect the time spent and expenditures incurred by the
Law Office of Richard T. Miller on NSS;WS(.,"S behalf.

My office is representing NSSWSC at a rate that is signiticantly reduced from my
normal rate. The expenses charged were associated with matters connected with
the review of NSSWSC’s rate and were necessary 1o advise NSSWSC and to
accomplish tasks in this rate proceeding.

The fees and expenses were necessary and for the legal representation of NSSWSC.
The legal work included advising NSSWSC on strategy. review of NSSWSC files,
preparation of pleadings and other documents, and rcview and preparation of
evidentiary testimony and exhibits to be submitted for the hearing on the merits,
attending mediation and the hearing on the merits. and preparing initial and closing
briefs. exceptions to the proposal for decision, and replics to cxceptions. These
legal expenses were also incurred in preparation of responses to discovery
propounded by other parties in this procecding.

The attorneys’ rates of $125 (associate) and $175 are less than what we normally
bill other clients because of the unique circumstances of this case and reflect an
effort to minimize expenses Lo a corporation performing a public service. The hours
spent to perform the tasks assigned to the Law Office of Richard T. Miller were
nceessary to complete those tasks in a protessional manner on a timely basis.



Further affiant saycth not.

EXHIBIT A

7. In her Proposal for Decision. Administrative Law Judge Vandrovec proposed that
NSSWSC be allowed 10 recover legal expenses of. at that time, $22.055.02. Since
the date of her Propsal. [ have incurred further expenses in the preparation and filing
of Exceptions to the Proposal for Decision, as well as our Reply to Staff’s
Exceptions. Those additional expenses are $3.463.75 and bring the total legal
expenses in this matter to0 $25.518.77

8. The current and total amount of $25,518.77 is reasonable given the complexity of
this case. Attached to this affidavit is Exhibit A-1 containing all legal expenses
incurred by NSSWSC as a result of this matter from October 11 to present. The
attachment represents true and accurate copics of my firm’s invoices as | have

described.
/ WQ/Y
Richard T. Miller !

4

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME by the said Richard T. Miller this j/,_’ff‘__

day of February 2017.

i
o;‘.}‘w’l{,g(, CHERIE RINGO i“ >
Fisde ZNotary Public; State of Texus s L s UR AA g
SRR Comm. Expires 09-29-2018 Notary Public. State offexas

_Notary ID 11367504
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EXHIBIT A-1

Law Office of Richard Miller

PO Box 89
San Saba, TX 76877

North 88 Water Supply
PO Box 598 .

-Son Saba, TX 76877

M-2300.1 Price Rate Change
Services
Type Date : Description
Service 11104712015 Ressearch
Service 1200412015 Set up PUC efiing f;Te notios of servics info
Service 120472015 Conference with Regina M Morgar Atotoey

Service 0171912016  Research; draft st of ssues

Service 012012016 Conference with Reging M Morgar Attorney

INVOICE

invore # 118
{late (270512016
Due On: 03406/2016

Quantity Rata Total
200 $12500  $250.00
Uh0  S12500 $62 50
N2o $17800 3B OO
100 $12500 $12500

120 $r8 Q0 $35.00

Service Q1212018 revise draft of issues, prepare mallings fax to counsel, 50 $12500 $187.50

erns w/ client call w/ chent
Sanvice  01/28/2016  call w/ chent
Service Q2012016 draft response lo RFi \
Service  D2/01i2018  Conifeferce with Ragine M Morgan. Attorney

Service  02/03/2016  scan doos responstve 1o 1RF 1

Service (20472016  draft responses to RFI, organize/bates-abel does,

research

Service 020572016 Confarence with Regina M. Morgan, Attomey

Expenges

Typs Date Description
Expanse 120472015 Postage Certifien Mad to Bartig Hom

Expense 12/042015 Postage- Certidied Mail No return receipt 1o PUC

.

Please make alf amounts payable 1o Law Otice of Richarg Miller

Page 1 of 1

P3G $12600  $4750
U5 $125.00 $62 50
02¢  $17500 300
100 $12500  $126 00
2106 19500 $376.00

000 $17800 $0.00

Services Subtaial $1,330.00,

Quantity Rete Totai
100 $6 74 $6 74

100 4345 §4.48

Expanses Subtotal $10.18
Subtotal $1,340.18
Total $1,340.19.




EXHIBIT A-1

Law Office of Richard Miller INVOICE

RO Box 89
San Saba, YX 76877 Invaice § 127
, + Date Q30372016
Cue On (40272016
North §8 Water Supply
.0 Box 588

San Saba, 1X 76877

M-2300.1 Price Rate Change

Services
Type Date ) Descrption Quantity Rate ~ Toml
Service 0211972016 Pre-hrg conf call wath ALJ. Sam Chang. Barbara Homn, GrE 512500 $9375
R1M, RMM
Service  DY19/2016  Pre-trg cont call Q.75 $17500 $13125
Services Subtotal ms‘oé
Expenses
Type Date ! Description Quantity  Rate Totat
Expense  08/312015 Postage- Certified Mad to OALG T 3394 $394
Expenses Subtotal $3.94
Sabtotat $228.94
Total §$228.94

Please make all amounts payabte o Law OMics of Richare Miter

Page tof !




EXHIBIT A-1

Law Office of Richard Miller INVOICE

PO Box 99
San Saba TX 76877 lvagice # 135
. Date 03/28/2016
Die On 0472812016
North 88 Water Supply
PG Box b9y N

San Saba TX /6877

M-2300.1 Price Rate Change

Services
Type Date Description Quantity Rate Tots!
Service  U3/16/2016  Draft response to PUC 2nd RF scarnediBales A0 316500 837500
stamped docs, ems to chents, cali we et
Service 0311772016 Fnalized draft response, stanneg/iabelied dogs a6 12500 12 )
bumed discs, prapared mannyg
Service 0372112016 Callto TRWA, emy w TRWA, 1nsea6h_ oms. w/ ¢ients, 203 $1P500 0 $26000
confer with RTM N
Service  OX/232016 WMty wi chients re testimony, raview 4 00Cs, esearch 300 312500 8$37500
Service 032320168 RTM Meeting with NSSWSET and RMM 05 $17500  $87 80
Service 03242016 Draft form tor Broyles wsbmody, ams 10 chents 0y $12500 96250
Service Q2812016 call wi chent, s wi chients ravision of Waalley dialt 180 BRE00 318750
testimony, (ovew of docs
Services Subtota) $1.462.80
Expenses
Type Date Description Guantity  Rate Tots
Fxpemse{ 02182016 Postage o PUG Jan March 28, 2016 01-22-16 $2 30 100 $2532 3232
02-10-16 8862, 03 17 16 $6 70, 03 24 1836 70
) Expenses Subtotal $26.32°
Subtotal $1,487.82
Total’ $1,487.82

Please make all amounts payabie o Law Otfice ot Richard Miler

Page 1 of 1




EXHIBIT A-1

Law Office of Richard Miller INVOICE
PO Box 89
San Sabu, TX 16877 fenee # 750
Dawy 077282016
L Oin, ORI
North 88 Wator Subply
2.0, Box 588
San Saba, TX 76877
M-2300.1
PUC Rate Appeal
Services
Type Date Description ' Quantity  Rate " | Total
Servica 033072018 faudion drith v dliends sl wl WH g2 12500 4375

Service 047082018 mitg W/ LH W soviea s pat Bi125.00 $50 00

Service 041120165 cans wi chents drafl tospiotisns suih dons for a $12600- B187 50
production .

Serane  O471272018  salts wi chants cran ki rescanon saie SR LRI

service  OANN201H  reviow o A, vaan aues, draft 208 10 Re v $1z500 0 JsA00

for BIINOO RighQn

Satyice 0252018 hinalize oroft of REL ooy chants, propare asaiveg, o

fige
Service 422002010 update fie. roviow P NSV S LR $25.00
Serving  OBARI2016  updiathe fhew, 1090w SBogie osheHONY. it W CiColn ety FIR5.00 362 50
Sorvrar  OB/O5I2016 o v chiont, [CRECI AR 5 3‘1?.56
Sovice Q’.)/(}WRGM rviov of duesarsh Ot d A TR, el Lol §128.00  $IM7h0
PSS raainsg
Serwice  DRIMBI2UTE  mng wi RW TR S K% ) $37 50
Service  OB/17I2078  rovisn RW dialt jattimony, arganize gxitba, Joh $125.00 $93.75
Fals |



N

Service 051812010
Y

Seqvice  O5/19/20146

Sonaeg  DRI2ET
Service 0572002016

Boeeviee DB02016
Sorvtee  NH2YHGE
Servien  OBIPSI2018
Seivice  UNMZBIZNY
Semine  GRIINZ016
Sorvice WORIZ0
Stavice  0BG0 1B
Sorvive  OBI1N16
Service Q22010
Serviee D2
Sornace (056
Barace (708200
fervier O7H0R2008
Service  DTORR016
Suevice  D/10hAUS
sarvice  DPIYR016
Somvige U006
Expenses

Type

Date

EXHIBIT A-J .

veire 8 150 - G208

(0 DT Ot T
L0l T0f el vy RIEED
Coppes fof choot W I8
PR D Teln L esathuny. i) Wient erepiie L eRE
fllmgsx FRUPAC TG, PR sl O ke
Rootirng with Hogid Wisadloy e
Heview e frovuhents anky we ¢ et o
dral Gapi toe RS e I GSIENOaY. (PO on S
ofit, propsie b onitgs
oy, W Lhonts RN
g wr Lot £
h
revtse RW & dealt of bl SUPP A8 W e g v
HOAbe SO Pl Bttt e Bl e pare 1o i ty, o
i W BNt G s e, copey disks e filing
Cafls v PUG, Bartarict ke, Judge DRsdman, vaom 4
ey W PO sy Wl rbent, mig o chent, drids rata
stk prepure blieeps, o Ble, repane mising.
POV COHVDTIN. DI C G a b inen. 11 R, v
-
oy w lenn Lol W nthaian aft LW snalle e R
wi PG
SO mediauch Salerent oo P e toude e PN
Pl torgidicer By s nibtk
it W W v rerBalion roview s 3 nt
Mty e et oo nc i R
[raves wtfrom rocaation, atfeas wedodon T
Patunt O e el achialic oy wan wotih R
W RIM, calt thabee
e o P (e
.
kg hy b o413

$1dh (0
L0 00
350 U

LR MREY

IO
L ghad

Sr#em

$12hH 00
$125.00

$135.00

§12500G .

12500

s 25 Q0

e

$ 178 QU

-
(e
e
=

Bi25 00
B2 on
S178 00

a0

Siintu

F12600

Zfprvices Subtotal

Dasenption Cluantity

Rat

b0 ARY
B4
K55

Shaat e

3’51’ Wi
$an i

23,7

B0
eb.ut

$@L TR

$3°2 %

$400.00

f62.50

$50.0%5

FRPITT S

IURENE
L IEAS LY
KRN IRt

B0 L0

3050
£12 50
$5,077.50

Yotal

(34



Expense

Expense

. Frpense

Lxpense

Expense

Expuanun
Cxpense

EXpange

éxrmnw

Expense

Exponse
Exponse
Expunse
FxXpennte
Fxpuonse

EXpnse

03312016

081082010

D&N21L201G

QG016

0472002016

Q472042016
QM 2012046

OKI06:208

0572012016

OBI25201H

UBAMIZ0 16
QBB 201
Q600
0611372016
623205

TR0

EXHIBIT A-1

UPS 4 Packages Neod Uay o UPS 04-08 15 1wt
GOUNBBRAGL S He foud 13018

UL 4 Packauus Neat ay o PO U6 U8 1 ivoos
GOOBBBAE/ 150 T uu 34 13 1o

SO8 Dreet Reatapt Baiorn 86527907 Poasd Qodine
Retund tog B73171 & Pacsagos not deheg rod he sy
Day (4 0936 lovow el GOHGBRIEZS T8 Baud b

G 1015 OB LAY s8uced US 20318 10 Rt

UPS 1 Packnge Nt Day o PUG 04 20 Hiey s
AUORBAG 3 6 e 18 et

Frostiege B O rian
R IR T L F AN DR § PR

UPS § Packerps Moxy by 0 PUOOB16 06 datonm#?
OUOGARAE? PO Pand G 10016

P8 2 ackages Dicxd Day w2 Ob7my v
OODGEBANT Q24 g (B v tE

UPS 3 Package ekt Doy 1o PUC 28676 fnvon o
GOOURRAL T H26L Panl 05 31 o

LS 3 Mackesge Nusd Doy 1o PUIC God910
WS 1 ackag Noxt ey te 22U DRl R
Pratyre by M Hoeo

P Prckag Notd Dey o PUG 08T 1E
RS 1 Pankapy Moat ray 0 FRdU U Lt

Bhleaye to Mediation - 270 radé s tp g 24 L s

%3

/*}

g

A"y

t Y

H

SR

P W

Tl

ok

by

O

$112.53

$112.08

$i03

$110,05

$in 02

%1.38
37 8%

32348
66 ©¢
28 13

$an.34
$28.20

16
$28 24
$26.29

$114 40

Expenses Subtolal

Prge 3

Subtowsl

Totai

$112.83
$112.08

Bl

BYI0LL

£ 84

B2 it
P9t nt
Bk In

$28.4%
Bt :«’912
N
$28.29
Beh 2
Srical

$488 88

$5.566.49
$5.566,49

‘o



EXHIBIT A-1

Law Office of Richard Miller

PO Box 99

San Saba, TX 76877

North $5 Watet' Supply
P.O. Box 598
San Saba, TX 76877

M-2300.

1

PUC Rate Appeal

Services

Service
Service
Servx;e
Service

Service

Service
Sewi'oﬁ :
Service
Sarvice
Service
Service
gervice

Service

08/04/2016
08/04/2016
08/04/2016

08052018

080672016
08/05/20118
08/08/2016
08/09/2016
08/11/2016
08/1172018

08/15/2018

08/116/2016

:{it;‘l 3 4.‘1 % 5 D;, ri"%:’ n‘i’:"f . K < o
LD vDeseription g o o ©

[

Q/I03/12016

y
Frails with P'UC
Mtg wi client
Ermats with Cliont
Emails with PUC

Mig w/ client, teview of cing, review of duss. enr W'
chienyt

Emads with Medators

Emails with Chomt

Emaits with PUC, Mediators, Chents
Emads with PUU

Emalls to Medistors

Revnew‘ émmis from Chent

Call wrtlh PLC

Emuails with Client
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INVOICE

tnvaice # 154
‘Dater 1001202016
{Oue On; 1112016

$12500  $25.00

175 00 83500
$175.00 836 b6

~

$125.00  $12500

$175,00 $52.60

$§17500 $17 50

$175,00 1 $5250
17500 $17 60
17500 $35.00 _
17600 1756
5175.00 -fpsz.;so

517500 $35.00



Service  08/16/2018

Service  0B/1&2016

Service  08/17/2016
Service 68/18/2016
Service 08!19/;2016
Service ()8/24/'261 6
Service OB)Z::/Z(HG
écm‘cc 08/29/2016 '
Service  08/30/2018
ée:vnc& ()8/3();'26 8
Service  10/03/2016
Service 1 0193/26 18 '
Service 10;06/20 16

Service  10/06/2016

Service 10/07/2018

Service  10/0772018

éa’rvsce H/10/2016
Sg*rvwe 101102016
Service  10/1 0!2016
éervsca 102018

Service 10/11/2016

i

Expenses

LV VL
g Type . {pniDatey;
Expense 10/07{2016

EXHIBIT A-1

Emails with PUC

Review clignts docs  revise drafl etns wr ciam, call we
chent. comsuil w RTM

Emaile with Ghomt, PUG
call w/ ’r,‘ham

Emails with PUC

Crails v)xth PUC

ratg w/ chent

Review Koy 1o Hommy
Crmais with Chent

catl o B ree b date
Emails to PUC

ens o chent wng o PUAG
Ermais vath Chent, Moeting witt Client

mig w/ chont organize rebuttal lostimony, ems {¢ client,
update file, calis’ W chant

Emas wsth Cueng

Finahize cebuttal toshmony, copy dises, Jrepare mahng,
a-file, ams o PUC

Emags with Ghont
Call with TRWA
Rev'iew Tostimony
Mig w/ chienis

Emails wath Chont

Jvaice # 154

.30
Q.75
{20

{310

.50

05.30
[
A3

W2
360

FREY

¢ 10

400

010
G40
100
100

0.30

!

$175.00
$125.00

$175.00
5125.00
$175.00
$175.00
$125.00
$175,00
$17500
512500
$175.00
Sﬁ‘zs‘oo
'$175.00

$125.00

$175.00
$126.00

$175.00
5175 00
$175.00
8175.00

$175.00

Services Sublotal

L ‘ R N VTR S L
o . Description” + Quantity ° = Rate; 1.
- o A s B . . . XA
Express Postage o PUC ERYE $22.95

EReY $2 62

Expense 10/07/2018 Postage to Barbara Horn

Expenses Subtotal

Page 2ol 3

1G4 203018

$62.50

383,08

‘ 336500
$12.60
$17.50
$39.00
$25.00
EREWY
85};’.50

‘ J1250
$35.00
32511)(;

:ém&s,ou

$250.00

$17.50

$750.00 .

$17.60

$70.00

$1 ?5.00
3175.00
,%2 50
'52‘098.25

5285

$u 82
$25.57

ke



EXHIBIT A-1:

wvoice # 154 - 10/1.2:2016

Subtotal $2,121.82

Total $2,121.82
Detailed Statement of Account
Current Invoice
I T SR T U T
§ .. Amount Dues - .., Paymenfsg &ecewedf@a‘;%aﬁa{nqe Ql'ase“f
164 117 12015 §o 12182 S 2242V 8L
Quistanding Balance $2,121.82
fotal Amount Qutstanding $2,121.82

Please make all amounts payable to | aw Clfice of Richarg Miliey

Please replenish our Teust account with the smount lisfod as Cutstanding Batanoe watha JO aays.

Hags 3ot h



EXHIBIT A-1

v

Law Office of Richard Milier

PO Raos 98

San Saba, TXTRE7Y

LR 88

y

S Waler Suppny

P Box 888
San Saba, YX 76877

M-2300.
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PUC Rate Appeal
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PN =R

REENREY
$ 125.000
‘Z",P BB 4]
$126.U0
IRECE
SO0
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SN

PG
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LYQECH

a1 Ghir gy
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EXHIBIT A-1

BT I VIR R R PR S T

e
ﬂcmi;;e 111161‘20?;3 Proparation of oo Gome BUMMGE 1 OTH 00
Saw;;;; ERTREPGAAL Y ‘Nf*vu-wr‘frm [N [REC ‘:«’a;’:;.i){;’ ';“:u':n;)n
. - .
Service  TH1AQ2UI8 Raviswiroview orah’ e b gin onies L0001 TR SV BV VR A
ndayy . .
Servion 1T ConBrong A e, i s g, beral Gt PRl SN ""\ Tt falooh

farie) ey
Serwvian Hubtotal $14,281.50

A
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EXHIBIT A-1

Law Office of Richard Miller INVOICE

PO Box 99
San Saba. TX 76877 tnvoss # 163
Date. 024162017
\ Duie O 031872017
North 88 Water Supply
PO Box 598

San Saba, TX 76877

M-2300.1
PUC Rate Appe}al

Services .

;‘2};'3(9? b D ,L{ ~ 4 ”; /’ f’;jt){e:s;é;r}:ptfon ) o Quantziy

Service  11/28/2016  diaft correcuons. 1ovitg, ph calis w' chent, mit wo r;ic(mt‘. ERVY $72.f:> GO 55&7‘) o0
cfite. prepare cuples for maing

éervice 01232017 Conft,rc:mc w/ Barbara Hofﬂ and c*:mt ’ 75 :”5'!‘?5 00 $1 51 25

éé;vacé . 01/24}2017 Confer w/r\aSW‘-:(’, member confaence wi Rm i : n.74 517‘3 00 813 ‘w‘

Sewi;:e 01/25/2017 mig w/ Bob H. ph cad w/ Bt H. faik 1o NSSWSC 2.5 $1 /b 00 $4d7 W

membar, call wi Barbara Horn, orapaing sumaiary of
ratas under ALJ proposal

Service  01/27/2017  draft exceptions to PFD, call w/ client 2000 512600 825000

Service  0V3Y2017 reveweviso draft, p’écgar@ fihng, e-hie, make st 300 $125 00 837500
copies, prepare maiing .

Service  02/01/2017  Rowview of e & spraadshient rom Slephen Mack: 030 $17500 $52 56
conference with Roqina

Service - 02/02/2017  Phone conference w Staphen Mack: review of 075 $175.00 $131.258
spmac}sheet data

Service  02/03/2017 'enmzls offrons G7 c~pmr Mack GONFErRNGE Wi Q&)gn a [ 3»17‘) (}0 $2i8. }'5

Service  O2/0B/2017  mitg wi JB, call wi PUC, call wi RW ' 1.50 $175 00 8262 50

i . -

Servie  02/09/2017 phone call w/ Stephen Mack ana M garet Persbedon 029 5175 GO 3;4.4 /5



Service  02/12/2017

Service 021372017
Service 0211312017
%enm e 0214/2017
Ser\nce‘ 0215612017
Service  02/160201/7
Service  -03/01/2017
Expenses
egy S

ézﬂybﬁ

>3
.':i‘mmog, w-nu A

EXHIBIT A-1

phone calls w/ Roger Whatley cortvming reathrmaton
of rate increage and my authonty in stimt negoriazmrw

draft stotement, mig w/ BH and JB casl w/ RW. calt w
48, attend NSSWSC board ineeting

phone calis with Sam Chang. Regna Morgan,
Pembemm

Margarot

phﬂnp calls w/ Sam Chang, Rt,‘gmd Morgan

>

draft affirmation sheet, call w/ JB, ems 10 JB & BH, calt
w/ RW, formal repties to exceptions

phane calls w/ Stephen Mack, e from Rager Whatiey

call wi chent

Serwces bubtota!

r ] o 4
el ,L' uDassrkpt £i 33, 000

3’= 1,31‘ ¥ oa

i
‘?

Expense 02/01/2017 Exprass Postage o PUC CK #0857

Expenses Subtotal

0.60

060
200

0} 4G

-(2,30 .

) Quanmy i YR

RS 44

e ‘ ‘tws‘vr‘t%ﬁ«‘

1ol P23 76 52375
$23.75

Subtotal $3.463.75
Total $3,463.75

$17500 34375
$125.00 $437.50
31?‘5 OO $10€).00
3317‘3 00 887 &0
$1 Vick 00 $250.00
$1748 OG 37000
$125. so 537. eo

§3, 440 00
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