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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473=17-2457.WS 
PUC DÖCKET NO. 46674 

APPLICATION OF SUBURBAN 
UTILITY COMPANY, INC. FOR 
AUTHO'RITY TO CHANGE RATES 

§- BEFORE THEN,AT _OFFJCE • 
F!ii"h3 

, ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 

OFFICE OF PUBLIC UTILITY COUNSEL'S RESPONSE TO 
SUBURBAN UTILITY COMPANY, INC.'S 
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION  

The Office of Public Utility CoUnsel (OPUC) stipUlates that the following response(s) to 

request(s) for informatCon may be treated by all parties as it the ans*wers were filed under oath. 

Daied:' March 9, 2017 

-Respectfully submitted, 

Tonya Baer 
Public Counsel 
State Bar í4 2402677 

i iir 
wrstia'an 77) 	. 

Assistant Public Counsel 
Staie Bar No. 24051335 

OFFICE 6F PUBLIC UTILITY COUNSEL 
1701 N. Congress Avenue, Suite 9-180 

.P.O. Box 12397 
Austin, Texas 78711-2397 
512/936-7500 (Telephone) 
512/936-7525 (Facsimile) 
christiaan.siano opuc.texas.gov  
opuc_eservice@opuc.texas.gov  (Servi6e) 
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istman Siano 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE' 

SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC DOCKET NO. 46674 

I hereby certify that today, Mareh 9, 2017, a true copy of the Office of Public Utility - 

Counsel's Response, to Suburban Utility Company, Inc.'s First Request for hiformation wag 

served on all parties 6f record via hand delivery, facsimile, orUnited States Firsf-Cla Mail. 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST NO. 1  

Please indicate-whether or not the water rate structure proposed in SUBURBANs Rate/Tariff 
Chahge Appycation are appropriate. If not, what rate structure do you claim would be 
appropriate. 

RESPONSE: 

OPUC's review of SUBURBAN's'application is ongoing, OPUC dbes ncit have an opinion at 
this tithe. 

Prepared, By: Cotinsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 

't 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS • 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban'i First Request for Inforination 

REQUEST N.  2 

Please indicate if SUBURBAN shóuld be allowed to recover reasonable and necessary rate case 
expenses in addition to its cost of service requested. Does the OPUC 'agree that reasonable and 
neeessary rate case expense shbuld be recovered in the form of a monthly surcharge charged'to 
the custiniiers in aadition to any cost of service? If not, what form should -be use to recover 
reasonable and neces'sary faie case expense. 

RESPONSE: 

A utility, such as Suburban, may recover reasonable ratercase, expenses, pursuant to 16 TAC 
§ 24.33. OPUC has not formed an opinion on the method of recovery of rate-case expenses, if' 
any, in thi docket. 

Prehared Ay: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Requegt for Infórmation 

REOUEST NO. 3  

Please identify if the OPUC and its Staff -is recommending disallowance of any expenšes 
included in the cost of service, please provide the name and athount of each expense for which-
the OPUC and its Staff recommends a change and ,the specific reasons for disallowing any 
expense. 

RESPONSE: 

OPUC's' review of SUBURBAN's application is ongoing, OPUC does not have an opinion at 
- 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel - 

this time. 
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SOAH Docket No:473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST NO. 4 

Please indicate what measures the OPUC and its Staff have .taken in their anarysis to fix an 
ovetall .level of revenue that will perrhit SUBURBAN 'a reasonable opportunity to earn a, 
reasonable return On its.  invested capital used and useful in rendering service to the public over 
and above its reasonable and. necessary operating expenses.  and will preserve the financial 
integrity of this utility as provided fot in the Texas Water Code § 13.183. 

RESPONSE: 

OPUC's review of SUBURBAN's application is ongoing, OPUC does not have an Opinion at 
this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Informatiofi 

REQUEST NO. 5  

If the percenfage rate of return that the OPUC and its Staff recommends is different from what 
appears in SUBURBAN's Rate/Tariff Change Application, please indicate the reasons for the 
difference and the amount of the difference. 

RESPONSE: 
6 

'OPUC's review of SUBURBAN's-  application is ongoing, OPUC does not have an opinion at 
this time.. 

Prepared BY.: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket NO. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Resionse to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST NO. 6  

If the net invested capital, or rate base, that the OPUC and its staff recornmends is different from 
What appears in. SUBURBAN's Rate/Tariff Change Application, please indicate the reasons for 
the difference andThe amount' of the difference. " 

•RESPONSE: 
- 

OPUC's review of, SUBURBAN's application is ongoing, OPUC does not have an oPinion at 
this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First'Request for Information 

REQUEST NO. 7 

Please indidate any quality of service concerns the OPUC and its Staff have with the water 
service provided by SUBURBAN. Please identify each specific concern by indicating exactly 
what is the concern, the exact location of the concern and the length of time the quality of serVice 
concern has been occurring. 

RESPONSE: 

OPUC's review of SUBURBAN's application is ongoing, OPUC does not ha* an opinion.at 
this time. 

" 	Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

•REQUEST NO. 8  

If the OPUC.  and its staff iš recomrnending that SUBURBAN not be allowed'to recoVer the 
revenue requirement to peiform necessary pperatiorial and billing services, please explain how 
SUBURBAN will be able to provide continuous and adequate service to its customers, both 
current and future, if this recommendation is adopted by the SOAH ALJ and by the PUC. 

RESPONSE:, 

OPUC's review of SUBURBAN's application is ongoing, OPUC does not have, an opinion at 
this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Spons*Ored By: Counsel 

••••• 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
,OPUC's Response-to, 

Suburban's First Reqüest forfInforiidtion 

REQUEST NO. 9 

Please proy-  ide the underlying rules, and PrOvisions of the Texas Water Code, if any, as well as 
any ôther legal precedent, law or rule that you claim supports tile use of data outside the tèst year 
and period of known and measurable change to determine the appropriate rate of return fOr an 
investor owned utility regulated by the PUC in the State of Texas if such claims are being made 
by the OPUC or if 'the OPUC plans to make such claims. 

RESPONSE: 

OPUC's review of SUBUkBAN's application is ongoing, OPUC does not have an opinioh at 
this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel - 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No.46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST NO. 10 

Please provide the underlying rules, and provisions bf the Texas Water Code, if any, as Well as 
any other legal precedent, law or rule that ybu claim supports any claim by the OPUC that the 
proposed Capital Improvement Surcharge is not reasonable and necessary to provide facilities 
capable of providing adequate and continuous service by SUBURBAN to its customers. 

RESPONSE: 

OPUC's review of SUBURBAN's application is ongoing, OPUC-  does not have an opinion-  at 
this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 , 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST NO. 11 

Please explin in detail how SUBURBAN's capital structure is atypical of other regulated' 
investor. owned utilities in the State of Texas, and give specific examples to, support this 
testimony if the OPUC is making or plans to make such claim. 

RESPONSE: 

OPUC's review of SUBURBAN"s application is ongoing, OPUC does not .have an opinion at 
this time'. 	 " 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 

r• 

13 



SOAH Docket No. 473=17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 4604 
OPUC's Response to 	- 

Suburban's First Request' for Information 

REQUEST NO. 12 4. 

Please identify each component of SUBURBAN as set forth in its proposed plan of 
improvements, repairs and upgrades that '-the OPUC 'claims is not necessary and/or needed in 
order for the company to provide continuous and adequate water service to its customers. 

RESPONSE: 

OPUC's review of SUBURB-AN's applicatiOn is ongoing, OPUC does not have an-opinion at 
this tim6. 

Prepared.  By: Counsel ' 
Sponsored By: C9unsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No-. 46674' 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST NO. 13  

Provide the sources of funding that the OPUC and its Staff claim are available to -SUBURBAN 
in order for the company to pay for the water system improvements, upgrades and repairs as set 
forth in its, water systein improvement plans, if the OPUC and its Staff claim this instant rate 
change application shouldnot be granted to SUBURBAN. 

RESPONSE: 

This request is subject to a pending objection. Subject to that objection, OPUC's review of 
SUBURBAN's application is ongoing, OPUC does not have an opinion at this time.-' 

Piepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No:473-17-2457.WS- 
PUC Docket No. .4674 
OPUqs Response to 

- Suburban's First Request for Information 

REOUtST NO.-14  

Please identify any and all persons and experts that the -OPUC has conferred with and/or used to 
review SUBURBAN's rate change application and to-  assist the OPUC is formulating discovery 
'sent to SUBURBAN.  by the OPUC. 

RESPONSE': 

This.request is subject to a: pending objection. - 
, 

Prepared By: Counsel . 
Sponsored By: Coun'sel 

4 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Snburban's First Request for Information 

, REQUEST NO. 15 

_Please identify any and all communications'that, the' OPUC-and its Staff, including its attorneys, 
have had with 'any persons, any water and sewer utilities and districts of any kind arid nature and 
their representatives, with any attorneys either individually or who represent persons or entities 
or agencies, with any state and local agencies, with any state or local elected officials, and with 
any otheT entities dnd persons that in any 'way mention, reference, relate to and pertain to this r'atel 
change.application by SUBURBAN and any issues involved in this proceeding, and that in any.' 
way relate, refer 'and peftain to SUBURBAN and its affiliates during the past two (2) years. 

RESPONSE: 

This request is subject to a pending objection. 

Prepared 'By: Counsel 
Sponsofed By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1  

Provide copies of all documents, tangible items and other demonstr&ive evidence to be used by' 
the OPUC at the final hearhig in this case, trial. 

,RESPONSE: 

This request is subject to a pending objection. 'Subject to that objection, OPUC has no 
responsive dochnients at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel, 

,
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response Ío 

Suburban's First Reqnest for Information 

REQUEST FOR'PRODUCTION NO. 2  

Provide copies of all studies, reports, compilations, tieatises, 'contracts, correspondence, 
photographs; graphs, 'diagrams, maps, 6harts,' financial statements, 'invoices, bids, checks, 
governmental records, test results, audits, and other documents reviewed and relied upon by any 
witness for the OPUC in thiš cause. In providing the response to this request, please provide the 
original Staff work papers in their original format, i.e. Exca-  spreadsheet, Word documents: etc 
as they were reviewed by the OPUC's Staff and its attorneys. 

, RESPONSE: - 

- OPUC has no responsive documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel' 

19 



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS * 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban'š First Request for Information 

RECItEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3 

Provide copies of all, documents, studies, reports, compilations,, computer, programs 6,vith 
associated data bases), charts, diagrams; maps, pictures, text books and other tangible materials 
reviewed by each testifying expert witness for the OPUC used or relied upon by that expert 
witness in fonnulating any opinion to be offered at the final hearing by the OPUC as expert. 
witness testimony as well as was used by any such expert witness to support their testimony filed 
in this case. "Expert witness" shall be defined by Tex. R. Evid. 702 subject to the Texas Supi/eme 
Court's hokling in E.1. DuPont delVernours and Co. v. Robinson, 923 S. W. 2nd 549 (Tex. 1997) 
and the United ,States Supreme Court's holding in Daubert v, Merrell Dow 'Pharmaceuticals, 

. Inc., 509, U. S. 579, 111S. Ct. 2786 (1993). With respect to each produced or identified items, 
please identify which expert witness reviewed the item and with,which' ópinion of that expert 
witness the item is associated. 

RESPONSE: 

OPUC has no responsive documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsdred By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 , 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4 
- 

Provide ccipies of all documents, studies, treatises; reports, 'compilations, computer programs 
(with associated data ,bases), charts, diagrams, maps, pictures, text boas and other tangible 
materials reviewed by a rion-testifying expert for the OPUC used or relied upon by the OPUC s 
expert witnesses in formulating any *Ilion to be offered at trial by the PUC and its Staff as 
expert witness testimony. "Expert witness" shall be defined by Tex2R-: Evid. 702 subject to the 
Texaš Supreine Courts holding in E. 1. DuPont,de Nemours and Co. v. Robinson, 923 S. W. 2nd 
549 (Tex. 1997)"and the United States Supreme Court's holding in DaiThert v. Merrell Dow 
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 509, U. S. 579, 113 S. Ct. 2786 (1993): With respect tb each produced or 
identified items, please identify which on-testifying expert reviewed the item and with Which, 
opinion of the OPOC's expert witness the item is associated. 

RESPONSE: 
L- 

OPUC hds no knowledge of documents -Co be offered at trial by PUC and its Staff. 
F 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: CoUnsel 
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SOAH Docket NO. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION. NO. 5  

[Suburban omitted a Request for Production No. 5] 

RESPONSE: 

Prepared By: 
Sponsored By: 



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Dbcket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6  

Provide copies of all documentation in the 'possession or control of the OPUC arid its Staff that 
demonstrate that any cost, tax, assessment or expense in SUBURBAN's proposed water utility 
cost ofservice (or revenue requirement) rate application is not reasonable and necessary. With 
respect to each item produced, identify with specificity which cost or expense is being 
challenged and the expert witnes that will sponsor that document and this opinion evidence at 
trial. 

RESPONSE: 

Apart from Suburban!s application and escovery restIonses, 'OPUC has no .responsive 
documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7 

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession or control of th6 OPUC and its Staff that 
demonstrate that any item or plant or investment in SUBURBAN's proposed water utility rate 
base (a/k/a invested capital) is not reasonably priced or includable for ratemaking purposes. With 
respect to each item produced, identify with specificity which individual item of plant or 
investment is being challenged and the expert witness that will sponšor that document and this 
opinion evidence at trial. 

RESpONSE: 

Apart from Suburban'S application and discovery responses, OPUC has no rešponsive 
documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
-Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket.No: 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Dpcket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response,to 

Suburban'S First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8 

Provide copies of all documentation in thepossession or control of the OPUC and its Staff that 
demonstrate .that any item of plant or inveAment in SUBURBAN's pfoposed water utility rate 
base is not used and useful for ratemaking purposeš. With respect to each item produced, identify 
with specificity, whiCh individual item of plant or investinent is being challenged and the expert 
witness that will gionsor that document and this opinion evidence at trial. 

RESPONSE: 

. Apart from Suburban's application and discoveiy responses, OPUC has no responsive 
documents at this time. 	• 

Prepared By: Counel 
Sponsored By: Counšel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

SUburban's First ReqUest for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9 

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession of control of the OPUC that demonstrate 
that any component oeSUBURBAI\i's proposed capital structure-  is inappropriate for water utility 
ratemaking purposes in this docket. With respect to each item produced, identify with specificity 
which component is being challenged and the expert witness that will sponsor that docurnent and 
this opinion evidence at trial. 

RESPONSE: 

Apart from Suburban's applidation and discovery res'ponses, OPUC has no responsiVe 
documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Couhsel 

l.  
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 

,PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to , 

Suburban's First Request for Inforination 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10  

Provide copies ok all documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC arid its' Staff that 
demonstrate that'any of SUBURBAN's proposed rate of return on any component of its caisital 
structure is inappropriate for water utility ratemaking pdrposes in this docket. With respect to 
each item produced, ideritify with specificity which rafe of return on which component is being 
challenged and the expert witness that will sponsor that document and this opinion evidence at 
trial. 

RE-SPONSE: 

Apart from Suburban's afiplication and discovery responses, , OPUC has no responsiVe 
documents at this time.- 

Pyepared By: Counsel 
Sporisored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11  

Provide copies of all dodumentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff that 
demonstrate that any of SUBURBAN's proposed rate of retum On any 'component of its capital 
structure is in rappropriate for .water utility raternaking purposes in this docket. With respect to 
each item produced, identify with speciaity which rate of return on which component is being 
phallenged and the expert witness that will sponsor that documerit and this opinion evidence at 
trial. 

- 	- 

RESPONSE: 

Apart from 'Suburban's application and dišcovery responses, OPUC ha's no responsive 
documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Dcicket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC'S Response to 

Suburban'i First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12 

PrOvide copieš of all documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff that 
dempnstrate that any component of SUBURBAN's proposed rate design is inappropriate for 
water utility ratemaking -purposes in this docket. With respect ;to each ltern produced, identify 
with specificity which rate design component is being challenged and the expert witness that will 
sponsor that document and this opinion evidence at trial. 

REPONSE: 

Apart from Suburban's application and discovery responses, OPUC has no responsive 
documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13  

[Suburban omitted a Request for Production No. 13] 

RESPONSE: 

Prepared By: , 
Sponsored By: 



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information,.. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14  

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession'or Control of the OPUC and itš Staff that-
denionstrate that any non-service fee or charge (water tariff) proposed by SUBURBAN is 
inappropriate. With respect to each item produced, identify with specificity whiCh fee.  or charge 
is being challenged and the expert witness that'. will sponsor that document and this opinion 
evidence at trial. 

RESPONSE: 

Apart from Suburb-an'š -application and discovery responses; OPUC has" no responsive 
documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel, 
Sponsored By: Counsel 

1. 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

• REQUEST FOR PROD'UCTION NO. 15  

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession'or control of the OPUC and its Staff that 
demonstrate that' any component, section -or provision of SUBURBAN's proposed water utility 
tariff should not be approved in this docket. With respect to each -item produced, identify with, 
specificity which tariff component, section or provision is being challenged and the expert 
witness that will sponsor that document and this opinion evidence at trial. 

RESPONSE: 

• Apart froth Suburban's application and discovery responses, OPUC has no responsive 
documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46614 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

RECICEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16 

'Provide copieg of all documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and its St.ff that 
indicate that the improvements to SUBURBAN's water utility plant which are in SUB*URBAN' 
plans for improVement in this case are not necessary and needed, and identify how SUBURBAN 
can obtain the necessary funding to make the upgrades, improvements and repairs the TCEQ 
would have SUBURBAN make to bring its 'water system into eonformance with TCEQ rules, 
and indicate how this would be accoinPlished. 

RESPONSE: 

OPUC has no responsive.documents. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 

e 	' 

33 



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457MS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response io- 

Suburban's First Requek for Information 

.REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO:17 

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff that 
indicate and show how the company can make improvemehts to SUBURBAN's watei utility 
plant and faCilities that the State of Texas would have the company bring it into conformance 
with TCEQ and PUC rulds and with provisions of the Texas Water Code without the use of the 
instant 	rate 	inCrease 	and 	indicate 	how 	this 	would 	be 
accomplished. 

RESPONSE: 

Apart - from Suburban's application and discovery responses, ,OPUC has no responsive 
• documents at this.time. 

Pfepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket'No. 473:17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674- 
OPUC's Response to 

'Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18": 

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession or,control of the OPUC and its Staff that 
demonstrate which rate case expenses incurred by SUBURBAÑ should be recdverable :through 

rrates i.e. , inclucied in the revenue requirement or surcharged. Vith respect to each item produced, 
identify with specificity which expenses and the expert" witness that will sponsor tliat document 
and this opinion evidence at trial. 

RESPONSE: 

Apart from Suburban's application and discovery responses, OPUC has no responsive 
doctiments at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket NU. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 19 

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff 
regarding'ahy water utility cost of service allocations proposed by SUBURBAN that the'OPUC 
and its Staff claim- are incorrect or otherwise inappropriate for ratemaking purposes in this 
docket. With respect to each item, produced, identify with specificity each the challenged 
allocation and the expert witness that.will sponsor that document and this opinidn evidence at 
trial: 

RESPONSE: 

Apart from Suburban's application and:. discovery responses, OPUC has no responsive 
documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsdred By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to , 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20  

Provide copies of all documentation in tlie possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff thai 
identify any water utility rate base allocations proPosed by SUBURBAN that the OPUC and its 
Staff believe are inCorrect or otherwise inappropriate for ratemaking purposes in this docket. 
With respect to each item produced, identify with specificity the challenged allocation and the 
'expert witness that will sponair that document and this opinion evidence at trial. 

RESPONSE: 

Aljart from Suburban's application and disCovery responses, OPUC has no responsive 
documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
`PUC Docket No. 46674 

OPUC's Response to 
Suburban''s First Request for Information 

REQUEST-FOR PRODUCTiON NO. 21 • 

Provide copies any and all doduments, materials or other items that the OPUC claims that 
supporf any contention you may have that SUBURBAN cannot support the neediby a customer 
rate surcharge to make necessary capitalimprovements to its water utility system aš set forth into 
its rate change application. 

RESPONSE: 

Apart from Suburban's application and discovery fesponses, OPUC has no responsive 
documents at this time. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 

38 



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Snburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.'22 

Please provide the original 'source documents used, ana reviewed by any OPUC. witness to 
suipport their testimony filed in this case. „ 	- 

RESPONSE: 

013UC has no responsive documents at this time. 

Prepared 4y: Counsel-- 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No'. 46674 
OPUC'S Response to 

5u14rban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 23  

Please Provide any and, all documents that relate to the OPUC's and its Staffs responses to the 
follOwing numbered SUBURBAN Request for Information -listed above; these documents to, 
include; but'not be limited to,,  any document, report memoranda, email messages and any 'other 
written or, electronic materials that the OPUC and its Staff revieWed, .used and/or 4know or,  
presume lhat relate and/or were used to support or were reviewed in the t)rocess of the OPUC 
Staff attorney's testimony and/or stated positions as well as the OPUC's and *its Staffs responses 

T 

to the Request for Information listed above. 

RESPONSE: 

Thi§' is subject to a pending objection. 

Prepared By:, Counsel 
SPonsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674' 
OPUC's Response to 

SubUrban's First Request for Information 
- 

'REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO: 24  

.[Suburban omitted a Request for Produqion No: 24] 

RESPONSE: 

Prepared By: 
- Sponsored By: 



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC pocket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First kequest for Inforination 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO: 25 

Please provide copies of any and all correspondence, memoranda, letters, emails, documents, 
notes,pessages, and any other materials received by and sent by the OPUC and any of its Staff, 
including its attorneys, from, with and to any other persoris, anr water and gewer utilities and 
districts of any kind and nature, attorneys either individually *or who represent persons.  or entities 
or agencies,. any state and local agencies and departments-, including, but not limited to, the 
Public Utility Commission of Texas and its staff, including attorneys, the.  Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality and its staff, including attorneys, and any other state and local agencies 
and departments, any state or local elected Officials, ana- any other entities and persons that in 
any way mentión, reference, relate to and pertain to this rate change application by SUBURBAN 
and any issues involved,  in this 'proceeding, and that in any way relate, refer and pertain to 
SUBURBAN and its affiliates during the past three (3) years. 

RESPONSE: 

This is subject to a pending objection. Subject to that objection, 'OPUC is providing respolisive,* 
non-privileged documents. See Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25. 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By: Counsel 
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Respunse to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

REQUEST§ FOR DISCLOSURE 

Please disclose the information and material described in Tex. R. Civ, PToc. 194.2(a), (b), (c), 

(e), (0 and (i). 

RESPONSE: 

OPUC discloses the following inforniation in response to-the request: 

(a) the correct names of the parties to the contested case hearing; 

Pursuant to 16 TA-C § 22.144(c)(2)(D) the information can be obtained on the Public 
Utility Commissmn Interchange. 

(b) the name;  address, and telephone number of any'potential parties; 

OPUC does not have any information regarding potential partiei: 

(c) the legal theoi-ies and, in general, the factual bases of the resp'onding ,party's claims or 
defenses (the responding party need not marshal all evidence that may be offered at trial); 

*OPUC -has identified some potential legal issues which were submitted in its List of 
• 

Issues in this thicket: OPUC' general legal theory g that Suburban's rates should be 
just and reasonable, not preferential, prejudicial, or discriminatoiy but shall be 
sufficient, equitable, and consistent in' afplication to each elass,of consumers. TWC 
.§ 13.182. The rates should be fixed at a level that will permit the utility a reasonable 

• UPportnnity to earn a rea'sonable return on its invegied capital nsed and useful in 
rendering service to .the public over and above its reasonable and, necessary 
operating expenseš; and preserve the financial integrity of the utility, TWC § 
13.183(a), yet yield no more than a fair return on the invested capital used and 
useful in rendering service to the public.' TWC-§ 13.184. 

(e) the name, address, and telephone number ofsperons having knowledge of relevant facts, 
arid a brief statement of each identified person's connection with ihe case; 

OPUC has no information regarding persons with knowledge of relevant facts. 

(f) for anY testifying expert: 

(1) 	'the expert's name, address, and telephone number; 

(2)$ 	the subject matter on which the expert will testify; 
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sc•Ap Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS 
PUC Docket No. 46674 
OPUC's Response to 

Suburban's First Request for Information 

(3)'' the general substance of the expert's mental impressioris, and opinions and.a brief 
SUmmary of the basis for them, or if the expert is not retained by, employed- by, or 
otherwise subject to the control of the responding party, 'documents reflecting such . 
information. 

(4) 	if the expert is retained by, employed by, or otherwise subject to the control of the 
responding party: 

(A) all documents, tangible things, réports, models, or data compilations 'that have 
been provided to, reviewe4 by, or prepared by or for the expert in anticipatidn of the 
expert's testimony; dfid 

(B) the expert's current resurne and bibliography; 
• 

OPUC has not identified any testifying expert in the Suburban rate case di this time: 

(i) 
	

any witness statemeriis_described in Rule 192.30. 

optic is nol aware of any witness statement as described in Rule 192.3(h). 

Prepared By: Counsel 
Sponsored By:. Counsel 
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25 , 
Page 1 of 31 

Attaehmen 

Suburban RFP- 25 

4.• 
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25 
Page 2 of 31 

1. 

*". 
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25 
Page 3 of 31 

Quinn, Cassandra 

From: 	 Siano, Christiaah 
Sent: 	 Friday, January 27, 2017 4:30 PM 
To: 	 Les Romo 
Cc: 	 Chang, Sam; Quinn, Cassandra 
Subject: 	 46674 Discovery responses 
Attachments: 	 RFI Response Template.docx; OPUC's 2nd RFI to Suburban_FINAL.dotx 

Mr. Romo 

Thank you for your discovery responses to our 1st set of RFIs. I request that you refile your responses in accordance with ,  
the instructions no. 7 and 8 and PUC rules 22.144(c)(2)(A) & (B). I am again attaching a template for you to use in 
preparing your responses. 

r m also attaching a word version of our 2nd  set of RFrs filed today, for your convenience. They include a request for the 
final order in the district court Case, docket no. No. D-1-GN-14-003376. It appears that you have already provided that 
in your response to our lst 'set. If that is they case, I apologize for requesting that again. 

Thank you, 

Christiaan Siano 
Office of Public Utility Counsel 
PO Box 12397 
Austin, Texas 78711-2397 
(512) 936-7506 
Fak: (512) 936-7525 
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25 
Page 4 of 31 

Quinn, Cassandra 

Froth: 	 Lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com  
Sent: 	 Friday, January 27, 2017 5:49 PM 
To: 	 Siano, Christiaan 
Cc: 	 -Chang, Sam; Quinn, Cassandra 
Subject: 	 Re: 46674 Discovery responses 

Mr. Siano. My client's responses are in complete accordance with the PUC rules. Please read the rules again. Nothing 
requires the responses be on separate pages. My client answered each request separately as required. Also, the identity 
of those providing the information is given just before the responses begin. 

Sent from my !Phone 

On Jan 27, 2017, at 4:29 PM, Siano;Christiaan <Christiaan.SianoPopuc.texas.gov> wrote: 
' 

Mr. Rorno 

Thank you foryour discovery responses to our 1st set of RFIs. I request that you refile your responses in 
accordance with the instructions no. 7 and 8 and PUC rules 22.144(c)(2)(A) & (B). I am again attaching a 
template for you to use in preparing your responses. 

I'm also attaching a word version of our 2'15 set of RFI's filed today, for your convenience. They include 'a 
request for the final order in the district court case, docket no. No. D-1-GN-14-003376. It appears that 
you have already provided that in your response to our 1st  set. If that is they case, I apologize for 

requesting that again. 

Thank you, 

Christiaan Siano 
Office of Public Utility Counsel 
PO Box 12397 
Abstin, Texas 78711-2397 
(512) 936-7506 
Fax: (512) 936-7525 

<RFI Response templatedocx> 

<OPUC's 2nd RFI to Suburban_FINAL.docx> 

1 
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25 

Page 5 of 31 

Quinn, Cassandra 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Siano, Christiaan 
Monday, January 30, 2017 8:55 AM 
Lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com  
Chang, Sam; Quinn, Cassandra 
RE: 46674 Discovery responses 

Mr. Romo 

The rules require that "Each response to discovery under this subsection shall identify the preparer or person under 
whose-direct supervision the response was prdpared, and the sponsoring witness, if iny." 16 TAC 22.144(c)(2)(A). Your 
responses-do not do this. 

Moreover, OPUCs RFfinstructions 7 and 8 specifically require you to provide each response on a separate page. 

I would appreciate your cooperation on this matter. 

Christiaan Siano 	• 
Office of Public Utility Counsel 
PO Box 12397 
Austin, Texas 78711-2397 
(512) 936-7506 
Fax: (512) 936-7525 

,37 

From: Lesromo.lawofficeCagmail.com  [mailto:ldsi--omo.lawoffiteCagniail.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 5:49 PM 
To: 5iano, Christiaan, 
Cc: Chang, Sam; Quinn, Cassandra . 
Subject: Re: 46674 Discovery responses 

Mr. Siano. My client's responses are in complete accordance with the PUC rules. Please read the rules again. Nothing 
requires tile responses be on separate pages. My client answered eacti request separately as required. Also, the identity 
of those providing-the information is given jUst before the responses begin. , 

" Senffrom my iPhone 

On Jan 27, 2017, at 4:29 PM, Siano, Christiaan <Christiaan.Siano@opuc.texas.gov> Wrote: 

Mr. Roma 

Thank you for your discovery responses to our 1st set of RFIs. l request that you refile your responses in 
accordance with the instructions no. 7 and 8 and PUC rules 22.144(c)(2)(A) & (B). I am again attaching a 
temPlate for you to use in preparing your respellises. 

F 
I'm also attaching a word version of our 2nd  set of RFI'S filed,today, for your conveniende. They include a 
request for thdfinal order in the district court case, docket no. No. D-1-GN-14-003376. It appears that 
you have alrdddy provided that in your respOnse to our 1st  set. If that is they case, I apologize for 
requesting that again. 
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Attachment StiburIn RFP-1-25 

Page 6`of 31 

Quinn, Caitandra 

From: 	 Lesromo.lawoffice@gmaii.com  
Sent: 	 Monday, January'30, 2017 4:45 PM 
To: 	 Siano, Christiaan 
Cc: 	 Chang, Sam; Quinn, Cassandra 
Subject: 	 Re: 46674 Discovery responses 

The PUC in adopting the amendments to the rules also specifically rejected each of the OPUC's objections to using email 
as a mathod of serving documents. I requested your cooperation with these rules and you refused. If you note my 
client's responses identify who provided the information to the responses. Using separate pages for each response is 
onerous, unreasonable and unduly burdensome and expensive to my client. Perhaps if you agree to comply with the 
PUS's email service we can come to an agreement. Let me know. 

Sent from my iPhone 

'On Jan 30, 2017, at 8:54 AM, Siano, Christiaan <Christiaan.Siano@opuc.texas.gov> wrote: 

Mr. Rom, 

The rules require that "Each response to discovery under this subsection shall identify the preparer or 
person un.der whose direct supervision the response was prepared, and the sponsoring witness, if any." 
16 TAC 22.144(c)(2)(A). Your responses do not do this. 

Moreove, OPUCs RFI instructions 7 and 8 specifically require you,to prdvide each response on a 
separate page. 

I would appreciate your cooperation on this matter. 

Christiaan Siano 
Officé of Public Utility CoUnsel 
PO Box 12397 
Austin, Texas 78711-2397 
(512) 936-7506 
Fax: (512) 936-7525 

From: Lesromo.lawofficeg ma il.com  [ma ilto: lesromo.lawofficeOgma il.corn] 
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 5:49 PM 
To: Siano, Christiaan 
Cc: Chang, Sam; Quinn, Cassandra 
Subject: Re: 46674 Discovery responses 

Mr. Siano. My client's responses are in complete accordance with the PUC rules. Please read the rules 
again. Nothing requires the responses be on separate pages. My client answared each request 
separately as required. Alsa, the identity of those providing the information is given just before the 
responses begin. 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25 
Page 7 of 31 

Siano, Christiaan 

From: 	 Les Romo <lesromolaWOffice@gmail.com > 
Sent:" 	 Wednesday, January 11, 2017 10:36 AM ' 

' TO: 	 Siano, Christiaan 
Subject: 	 Re: Suburban Utility Rate Case 

Thank you. No, quite familiar with PUC pleading requirements, but thanks for the info. 

On Wed, Jan 11, 2017 at 10:00 AM, Siario, Christiaan <Christiaan.Siano@opuc.texas.gov> wrote: 

Les: 

• 

Attached is a WOrd version of our RFI's as well as an example of the response, in case you are unfamiliar with the format 
at the PUC. [See instructions 7 & 8 of the RFI reClueSt]. 

, 

YeS, I agree to a response deadlines as set out in your,erriail. 

I cannot 'agree to service of documents and pleadings by email, although it's fine for general correspondence. 

Christiaan Siano 

Office Of Public Uti.lity Counsel 

PO Box 12397 

'Austin, Texas 78711-2397 

(512) 936-7506  

'Fax: (512) 936-7525 

From: Les Romo [mailto:lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.corn]  
sent: Wednesday; January 11, 2017 9:39 AM 

1 
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25 
Page 8 of 31 

To: Siano, Christiaan 
Subject: Suburban Utility Rate Case 

Christiaan: This email will confirm our conversation this morning regardiiig the Requests for Information you 
served ofi my client Suburban Utility Co in Dðcket No. 46674 pending before the Texas public Utility 
Commission. As we discussed and yoU agreed, my client will have until January 30, 2017 to file i&objections 
and responses to the Requests for Information you served on it on January 9, 20017, with the except* of the 
Request for Admissiont,the resp6nse and any objections fo these will be filed on'the deadline of January-19, 
2017. 

Also, you agreed to send me the Request for Information in Word format. Please do so at your earliest 
convenience. 

Finally, do not know where this case is headed, but for future correspondence and pleadings, I request that your 
office and I be able to use email for purposes of sending such in this case. Please confirm your agreement to" 
this mode of service of documents and pleadings between our offices in this case. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. I1ook forward to your repfy. - Les' Romo 

Law Office of Les Romo 
102 West Morrow Street, Suite 202 
P.O. Box 447- 
Georgetown, Texas 78627 
(512) 868-5600; Fax: (512) 591-7815  

This message and its attachments, if any, may cOntain confidential information which is legally privileged and intended for the recipient's eyes only. If you have received 
. this message in error, please delete it and notify me immediately. You are further notified that unless you are the intended recipient of this message, any disclosure, 

copying, distribution or the taking of action in reliance upon the contents of this message or its attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. 

Law Office of Les Romo 
102 WeSt Morrow Street, Suite 202 
P.O. Box 447 
Georgetown, Texas 78627 " 
(512) 868-5600; Fax: (512) 591-7815 

This message and its attachments, if any; mac,  contain confidential inforniation whiCh is legally privileged and intended for thi recipient's eyes only. If you have received - 
this Message in error, please delete it and notify me immediately. You are ibirther notified that unless you are the 'Mended recipient of this message, any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of action in reliance upon the contents of this message or its attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. 

- 

2 
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25 

Page 9 of 31 

Siano, Christiaan 

From:' 	 Lesromalawoffice@gmail.com  
Sent: 	 Friday, January 27, 2017 5:49 PM 
To: 	 Siano, Christiaan 
Cc: 	 Chang, Sam; Quinn, Cassandra 
Subject: 	 Re: 46674 Discovery responses 

Mr. Siano. My client's responses are in complete accordande with the PUC rUles. Please read the rules again. Nothing 
requires the responses be on separate pages. My client answered each request separately as required. Also, the identity' 
of those providing the information' is given just before the responses begin. 

, Serit from my (Phone 

On Jan 27, 2017, at 4:29 PM, Siano, Christiaan Christiaan.Siano@opuc.texas.gov> wrote: 

Mr. Romo 

Thank you foe your discovery responses to &Lir 1st sei of RFIs. I request ttiat you refile your responses in 
accordance with the instructions no. 7 and 8 and PUC rules 22.144(c)(2)(A) & (B). I am again attaching a 
template for you to use in preparing your responses. 

I'm also attaching a word version of bin- 2 "I  set of RFI's filed today, for your convenience. They include a 
request for the final order in the district court case, docket no. No. D-1-GN-14-003376. It appears that 
you have'aiready provided that in your responseto our 1st  set. If that is they case, I apologize for, 

requesting that again. 

Thank you, 

Christiaan Siano 
Office of PublicAJtility Counsel 
PO Box 12397 
Austin, Texas 78711-2397 
(512) 936-7506 
Fax: (512) 9,36-7525 

<RFI Response Template.docx> 

<OPUC's 2nd RFI td Subuiban_FINAL.docx> 
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25 

Page 10 of 31 

Siano, Christiaan 

From: 	 Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov> 
Sent: 	 Thursday;February 09, 2017 1;20 PM 
To: 	 Siano, Christiaan , 
Subject: 	 RE: D46674 SOAH ORDER NO 1 

My work number is (512) 936-7261. 

	Original Message 	 
From: Siano, Christiaan [mailto:Christiaan.Siand@opuc.texas.gov]  
Sent: Wednes'dai, February 08, 2017 7:50 PM 
To: Chang, Sam <Sam.ChangPouc.texas.gov> 
Subject: FW:-  D46674 SOAH ORDER NO 1 

WARNING: EXTERNAL SENDER. Always be Cautious when clicking links oropening attachments. NEVER provide your user 
ID or password. 

. 	- 

Sam, I see that we're suppOsed to confer by Feb. 10. I can defer to you on prehearing conference dates, etc. So if you 
want to just make the decision in conference with Les, I'll go along with what you come up with - so long as it's not the 
week of March 13-1.7. You can also can me on my cell at 512-731-1961, since I'm not in the office. 

• Also, pleasesend me your work number, I didn't bring it hohie with me. 

Frorn: WorkCenter 
Sent: Wednesday, February 08, 2017 1:33 PM 
To: O.uinn, CaSsandra; Reyna, Rosie; Siano, Christiaan 
Subject: 046674 SOAH ORDER NO 1 

this fax was just received 

-Number of Images: 3 
AttaChment File Type: PDF 

Device Name: Color 570 
Device Locatión: 

1 
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25 

Page 11 of 31 

Siano, Christiaan 

Frdm: 	 Chang;Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov> 
Sent: 	 Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:20 PM 
To: 	 'Siano, Christiaan; Les Romo 
Subject: 	 Suburban Utilitypte case,- Prehearing conference dates 

• ° 	Les, Christiaan:- 

Are these three dates workable for the pre-hearing conferencé? 
1. March 27th 
2. March 28th 
,3. March 29th 

Sani Chang 
Legal Division 
Public Utility Ccimmission of Texas 
1701 North Congress Avenue 
Austin, Texas 78701 
P.O. Box 133.26 
(512) 936-7261 
(512) 936-7268 (facsimile) 
sam.changaouc.texas.gov   

r 



Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25 
- 	Page 12 of 31 

Siano, Christiaan 

From: 	 Les Aomo'<lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com> 
Sent: 	 Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:37 PM 
To: 	 Chang, Sam 
Cc: 	- 	 Siano, Christiaan 
Subject: 	 Re: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference dates 

These dates work for me. 

On Thu, Feb' 9, 2017 at 1:20 PM, Chang, Sam <Sam.ChangaPuc.texas.gov>  wrote: 

Les, Christiaan: 

Are these three dates workable for the pre-healing conference? 

1. March 27th 

-2. March 28th 

3. March 29th 

Sam Chang 

Legal Division 

Public Utility Commission of Texas 

1701 North COngress Avenue 

Austin, Texas 78701 

P.O. Box 13326 

(512) 936-7261  

(512) 936-7268 (facsimile) 

ša m. cha ng puc.texas.gov  
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Page 13 of 31 

Law Office of Les Romo 
102 West Morrow Street, Suite 202 
P.O. Box 447 
Georgetown, Texas 78627 
(512) 868-5600; Fax: (512) 591-7815 

This meisage and its attachments, if any, may contain confidential information which is legally privileged and intended for the recipient's eyes only'. If you have received 
this message in error, please delete it and notify me immediately. You are further notified that unless you are the intended recipient of this message, any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of action in reliance upon the contents of this message or ib attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. 

2 
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Page 14 of 31 

Siano, Christiaan 

From: 
	

Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov> 
Sent: 
	

Thursday, February 09, 2017 2:06 PN4 
To: 
	

Siano, Christiaan; Les RomO 
Subject: 
	

RE: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearinvonference dates 

Also, l was thinking about making the intervention deadlines the same. 

From: Siano, Christiaan [mailto:Christiaan.Siano0opuc.texas.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:42 PM 
To: Les Romo <lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com>; Ching, Sam <Sirn.Chang@puc.texas.gov> 
Subject: RE: Suburbin Utility rate case - Prehearing *conference dates 

WARNING: EXTERNAL SENDER. Always-be caUtiou's when clicking links or opening attachments. 
NEVER-provide your user ID or password. 

Same here. 

From: Les Romo [lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 12:37 PM 
To: Chang, Sam 
Cc: Siam; Christiaan 
Subject: Re: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference dates 

These dates wcirk for me. 

On Thu, Feb 9, 2017 at 1:20 PM, Chang, Sain <Sam.Chang@,puc.teXas.gov> wrote: 

Les, Christian: 

Are these three,dates Workable' for the pre-hearing conference? 

1. March 27th 

2. March 28th' 

3. March 29th 

Sam Chang 

1 
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Legal Division 

Public Utility Commission of Texas 

1701 North Congress Avenue 

Austin, Texas 78701 

P.O. Box 13326 

(512) 936-7261, 

(512) 936-7268  (facshnile) 

sam.changiouc.texas.eov 
1-• 

Law Office of Les Romo 
102 West Morrow Sheet, Suite 202 
P.O. Box 447 
Georgetown, Texis 78627 
(512) 868-5600; Fax: (512) 591-7815 

This message and its attachments, if any, may contain confidential information which Is legally privileged and intended for the recipient's eyes only. If ýou have receWed 
this message in error, please delete it and notify me immediately. You are further notified that unless you are the intended recipient of this message, any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of action in reliance uPon the contents of this message or its attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. 

-t 
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Siano, Christiaan , 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Correct.  

.Ching, Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov> 
Thursday, February 09, 2017.2:15 PM 
Siano, Christiaan; Les Romo 
RE: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference' dates 

From: Siano, Christiaan fmailto:Christiaan.Siano@opuc.texas.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 2:3.4 PM 
To: Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@ouc.texas.gov>; Les Romo <lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference dates 

WARNING: EXTERNAL SENDER. Always be cautious when clicking links ofopening attachments. 
NEVER provide your user ID or password. 

Assurning notice is proper? 

From: Chang, Sam [Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:06 PM 
To: Siano, Christiaan; Les Romo 
Subject: RE: Suburbah Utility rate case - Pretiearing conference dates 

Also, l was thinking about miking the intervention deadlines the same. 

From: Siano, Christiaan [mailto:Christiabn.Siano@dpuc.texas.gov]  

Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:42 PM 

To: Les Romo <lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com>; Chang, Sam,<Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov> 

Subject: RE: SubOrban Utility rate case= Pretiearing conference dates 

WARNING: EXTERNAL SENDER. Always be cautious when clicking links or opening attachments. 
NEVER provide your user ID or password. 

Same here. 

From: Les Romo [lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 12:37 PM 
To: Chang, Sam 
Cc: Siano, Christiaan 
Subject: Re: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference dates 

These dates work for me. 

On Thu, Peb 9, 2017 at 1:20 PM; Chang, Sam <Sam.ChangAmc.texas.gOv>  wrote: 

Les, Christiaan: 

Are these three dates workable for the pre-hearing conference? 
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1. March 27th 
2. March 28th ' 
3. March 29th 

Sam Chang 
Legal Division 

'Public Utility Commission of Texas 
1701 North Congress Avenue 
Austin, Texas 78701 	" 

' P.O. Box 13326 
(512) 936-7261  
(512) 936-7268  (facsimile) 
sam.chan2nuc.texas.2ov 

4 

Law Office of Les Romo 
102 West Morrow Street, Suite 202 
P.O. tox 447 

" Georgetown, Texas 78627 
(512) 868-5600; Fax: (512) 591-7815' 

This message and its attachments, if any, /flay contain confidential information which is legally privileged and intended for the recipient's eyes only. If yoU4  have received 
this message in error, please delete it and notify me immediately. You are further notified that unless you are the intended recipient of this message, any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of action in reliance upon the contents of this message or its attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. 
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Siano, Chrištiaan 

From: 	 Lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com  
Sent: 	 Friday, February,10, 2017 9:52 AM 
To: 	 Chang, Sam 
Cc: 	 Siano, Christiaan 
Subject: 	 Re: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference dates 

Agreed 

Sent from my‘iPhone 

On Feb §, 2017, At 2:15 PM,"Charig, Sam <Sam.Chang@,puc.texas.gov> wrote: 

Correct. 

From: Siano, Christiaan [mailto:Christiaan.Siano@opuc.texas.govl  
Sentilhursday, February 09, 2017 2:14 PM 
To: Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.teicas.gov>; Les Romo <lesromo.lawPffice@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference dates 

WARNING: EXTERNAL SENDER. Always be cautious when clicking links or opening 
attachments. NEVER provide your user ID or pdssword: 

Assuming noticels proper? 

	

	 • 

„ . 

From: Chang, Sam [Sam.Changapuc.texas.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:06 PM. 
To: Siano, Christiaan; Les Romo 
Subject: RE: Suburban Utility rate case'- Preheåring conference dates 

Also, l was thinking about making the intervention deadlines the same. 

From: Siano, Christiaan (mailto:Christiaan.Siano@opuc.texas.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:42 PM 
To: Les RornO <lesromo.lawofficeftgmail.com>; Chang, Sam <Sam:Chang@ouc.texas.gov> 
Subject: RE: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference dates- 

• 

WARNING: EXTERNAL SENDER. Always be cautious when clicking iinks or opening 
attachments. NEVER provide your user ID or passvvord. 

Same'here. 

From: Les Romo [lesromo.lawofficeCagmail.com] 
Senti Thursday, February 09, 2017 12:37 PM 
To: Chang, Sam 
Cc: Siano, Christiaan 
Subject: Ke: Suburban Utility rate case Prehearing conference dates 
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These dates work for me. 

On Thu, Feb 9, 2017 at 1:20 PM, Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang&uc.texas.gov>  wrote: 
Les, Christiaan: 

Are these three dates workable for the pre-hearing conference? 
1. :Mardi 27th 
2. March 28th 
3. March 29th 

Sam Chang 
Legal Division t 
Public Utility Commission of Texas 
1701 North Congress Avenue 
Austin, Texas 78701 
P.O. Box 1332:6 
(512) 936-7261  
(512) 936-7268 (facsiMile) 
sam.changApuc.texas.gov  

Law Office of Ces Romo 
102 West Morrow Street, Suite 202 
P.O. Box 447 
Georgetown, Texas 78627 
(512) 868-5600; Fax: (512) 591-7815,  

This message and its attachments, if any, may contain confidential information which is legally privileged and intended for the recipient's eyes 
only. If you have received this message in error, please delete it and nOtify me immediately. You are further notified that unless you are the 
intended recipient of this message, any disclosure, copying, distribution or the taking of action in reliance upon the contents of this message or its 
attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. 
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Christidan 

From: 	 Les ROmo <lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com > 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, February 22, 2017 11:07 AM 

Quinn, Cassandra 
Cc: 	 Siano, Christiaan 
Subject: 	 Re: 46674 - Wdrd version of 1st set to OPUC - 
Attachments: 	 Suburban Utilitys First RFIs to OPUC.rtf 

Here are my client Suburban Utility dompany, Inc.'s First RFIs tõ the Office of Public Interest Counsel in Word 
forniat. Let me knoW if you have any problems. 

On Wed, Feb 22:2017 at '10:17 AM, Quinn, Cassandra <Cassandra.douinn@Opuc.texas.gov> wrote: 

Mr. Romo, 

I was jukfollowing up on Christiaan's request below. Could you please send us a Word version of Suburban's 1st  set of 
RFIs to OPUC? 

Thank you; 

Cassandra 

Cassandra Quinn 

Office of Public Utilitytounsel 

,

1701 CongressAvenue, Suite 9-180 

P.O. Box 12397 

Austin, Texas 78711-2397_ 

(512) 936-7534 (Direct) 

(512) 9367525 (Fax) 

cassandra.ouinn@obuc.texas.gov  
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From: Siano, Christiaan 
Sent: Friday, February 17, 2017 1:16 PM 
To: Lesromo.lawofficegmaiLcom  
Cc: Quinn, Cassandra 
Subject: RFIs in Word 

Les, attached is a word version a our Third Set of RFIs. Please forward me a word version of yours. 

Thank you, 

Christiaan 

-- 
Law Office of Les Romo 
102 West Morrdw Street, Suite 202 
P.O. Box!147 
Georgetown, Texas 78627 
(512) 868-5600; Fax: (512) 591-7815 

This message and its attachments, if any, may contain confidential information which is legally privileged and intended for the recipient's eyes only. If you have received 
this message in error, please delete it and notify me immediately. You are further notified that unless you are the Intended recipient of this message, any disclosure, 
copYing, distribution or the taking of action in reliance upon the contents of this message or its attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. 

• 
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SOAR DOCKET NO. 473717-2457.WS. 
PUC DOCKET NO. 46674 

APPLICATION OF SUBURBAN ' 
	

BEFORE THE STXTE OFFICE 
UTILITY COMPANY, INe. FOR 

	
OF 

AUTHORITY TO CHANGE RATES 
	

AbMINIStRATIVE HEARINGS 1, 

TO: The Office of Public Utility Counsel, by and through ChicstiaanSiano, Assistant Public 
Counsel, Office of Public Interest Counsel, 1701 North Congress Avenue, Suite 9-180, P.O. 
Box 12397, Austin, Texas 78711-2397 

Pursuant to 16 Tex. Adrnin. Code Ann. §§22.141 - 22.145, the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure, 

Procedure §§190 -198, and 1 TAC §155.251 of the rules' of the State Office of Administrative Hearings, 

SUBURBAN UT1LITy COMPANY, INC. ("SUBURBAN') requests thatthe Office of PUBLIC UTILITY 

COUNSEL(OPUC") provide the following information and answer the following questions under oath. 

Documents, disclosures, admissions and other tangible items requested hereunder shall be delivered to the 

undersigned attorney of record for SUBURBAN at his address listed below within twenty (20) days of 

*the receipt of these requests. 

All defmitions and instructions governing discovery in the Texas Rules of Civil Procedures, the 

procedural rules Of the PUC and the procedural rules of the State Office of Administrative Hearings (SOAH) 

and the presiding Administrative Law Judge's orders shall apply•to these Request:for Information (RFIs") 

Unless written request§ for clarification are received by the undersigned, it shall be presumed that all 

requests are fullY and completely understood. 

'If the answer to any request consists of a dOcument(s) obtained by the answering party from 

SUBURBAN it shall not be necessary to produce the document. It shall only be necessary to describe the 

document by identifying the page and volume of the rate change application where the document is located. 

,Ifthe document is not part ofthe rate change application, the answering party shall describe the document, 

its date, subject matter and when and how it was obtained froin SUBURBAN. If the requested deanment 

is found in the public records of the PUC or other governmental agenc}',, the answering party shall describe 

the exact location, file name and custbdian from whom the specific referenced document can be obtained. 

These ques,tions are continuing in natul-e, and if there is any relevant change in circumstances, the 

OPUC is to submit an amended and/or Supplemented answer under oath to supplement each of its 

origifial answers to these questions. Please state the name of the witnesses) in this cause who will 

sponsor the answers to each question, and who can vouch for the truth of the answer. 

66 
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a 

Respectfully submitted this _ day of February, 2017. 

LesRoino 
State Bar No. 17225800 
Law Office ofLes Romo 
102 west Morrow Street, Suite 202 
P.O. Bbx 447 
Georgetown, Texas 78627 
lesromo.lawOfficeagmail.com  
Tel. 512.868-55600; Fax 512.591-7815 

ATTORNEY FOR SUBURBAN UTILITY COMPANY, 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

1. hereby certify.that a true and correct copy of these Requests foi-' information were served on all required parties 
on this _ day,of February, 2017. 

Leskomo 
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SUBURBAN'S FIRST 
REQUEST FOR.INFORMA nON TO THE 013UC 

DEFINITIONS 

1. As used herein, the terms "you," "your," or "yourself," or "OPUC" refer to and mean the 
Office of Public Utility CounSel, its officers, directors, managers, employees, its attorneys and legal 
staff, and its Legal Staff as well as its agents and those working in association with and/or who are 
affiliated with the OPUC, as well as its associates, affiliates, employees, agents, representatives and 
each person acting or purporting to act on behalf of the OPUC. 

2. As used herein, the term "representative" means any and all agents, employees, servants, 
officers, directors, attorneys, or other persons acting or purporting to act on your behalf. 

3. As used herein, the term "person" means any natural individual in any ca'pacity 
whatsnever or any entity"or organization, including divisions, departments and other units therein, 
and shall include', but not be lirnited to, a public or private corporation, partnership, joint venture, . 
voluntary or uninborporated assoeiation, organization, proprietorship,-  trust, estate, governmental 
agency, commission, bureau, municipality or department. 

4. As used herein, the 'term "document" means any medium upon which information 'Can 
" be recorded Or retrieved, and includes, without limitation, the original and 'each copy, regardless of 

origin and location, of any book, pamphlet, periodical, letter, inemorandum (including any 
memorandum or report of a rneeting or conversation), invoice, bill, order form, receipt, financial 
statement, accounting entry, diary, calendar, telex, telegram, cable, facsimile transmissibn, report, 
record, contract, agreerrient, study, handwritten note, draft, working paper, chart, paper, print, 
laboratory record, drawing, sketch, graph, index, list, tape, photograph, microfilm, data sheet or 
datlprocessing card; computer t'ape or disk, or any other written, recorded, transcribed, punched, 
taped, filmed or graphic matter, however produced or reproduced, whiCh is in your possession, 
custody or control, or which has been, but is no longer, in your poSS'ession, ctistody, or control. 
The term "document" further means a copy of any document, as referred to above, if such copy 
contains notes, writings or is in any way different from or an alteration of the original document. 

5. As used herein, the term "communication" means any oral or written utterance, notation 
or statement of any nature whatsoever, by and to Whomsoever made, including, but not limited to, 
correspondence, conversations, dialogues, discussions, interviews, consuliations, agjeements and 
other understandings between or among two or more persons. 

6. As used herein, the terms "identification," "identify," or "identity," when used in 
reference to: (a) a natural individual- require you to state his or her full name and residential and 
business address; (b) corporatiOn - require you to state its full corporate name and any names 
under which it does business, its state of incorporition, the address of its principal place of 
business, and the addresses of all of its offides; (c) a business - require you to state the full name 
or style under which the bUsiness is concluded, its business address or addresses, the types of 
businesses in'which it is engaged, the geographic areas in which it conducts those bUsiness, and 
the identity ofthe perSon oepersons who oWn, operate, and control the business; (d) a document-
require you to state the number of pages and the nature of the document (e.g., letter or 
memorandum), its title, its date, the name or names of its authors and recipients, and its present 
location and custodian; (e) a,  comthunication - require you,- if any part of the communication was 
written, to identify the document or documents which refer to or evidence the communication, 
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and, to" the extent that the communication was non-written, to identify the persons participating in 
the communiCation and to state the date, filanner, place and substance of the communication. 

7. As uied herein the term "water utility tariff means the rate Change application filed by 
SUBURBAN in this case, which is the basis of this action. 

8. As used herein, the term "TCEQ" means the Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality. 

9. As used herein, the term "'PUC" means the Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality. 

11. 
INSTRUCTIONS 

1. With respect to each request, in addition to sutiplying the information requested, you 
are to identify all documents that support, refer to or evidence the subj ect matter of each req uest and 
your answer thereto. 

2. If any or all documents'identified herein are no longer in your possession, custody or 
control because of destruction, loss or any other reason, then do the following with respect to each 
and every such document: (a) describe the nature of the document (e.g., letter or memorandum); (b) 
state the date, of the document; (c) identity the persons who sent and received the original and a copy 
of the document; (d) state in as much detail as possible the contents of the document; and (e) state 
the manner and date of disposition of the document. 

3. If you contend that any material or information responsive to any of the interrogatories , 
is privileged, state ihresponse that: (a) the information or material responsive to the interrogatories 
has been withheld; (b) the interrogatory to which the information or material relates; and (c) the 
privilege or privileges asserted.- 

4. Any answer stating the requested document or inforthation will be provided only in 
prefiled testimony is insufficient and violates the discovery rules covering these proceedings. 
SUBURBAN is interested in learning what documents or information underlies and supports the 
opinions and facts the 00posing Party will be presenting at trial in Its j)'refilecrtestimony. This 
information must be presented before prefiled testimony and supplemented up to the trial 

5:These requestare to be considered continuing in nature and you are under a duty to 
timely supplement any responše given to•  such requests as required by PUC and SOAH procedural 
rules and pursuant to Rule 193 ofthe Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. 

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 

REQUEST NO'. 1 Please indicate whether or not the water rate structure proposed in.  
SUBURBAN's Rate/Tariff Change Application are appropriate. If not, what rate structure do you 
claim would be appropriate. 

REQUEST, No.2 Please indicate if SUBURBAN should be allowed to recover reasonable and 
necessary rate case expenses in addition to its cost of service requested. Does the OPUC agree that 
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reasonable and necessary rate case expense shouki be recovered in the form of a monthly surcharge 
charged to the customers in addition to any cost of service? If not, what form should be use to 
recover reasonable and necessary rate caseexpensé. 

REQUEST NO.3 Please identify if the OPUC and its Staff is recommending disallowance of 
•any expenses included in the cost of service, please proVide the name and amount of each expense 
for which the OPUC and its Staff recommends a change and the specific reasons for disallowing 
any expense. 

REQUEST NO. 4 Please indicate what measures the OPUC and its Staff haVe taken in their 
analysis to fix an overall level of revenne that will permit SUBURBAN a reasonable opportunity 
to earn a reasonable return on its invested capital nsed and useful in rendering service to the public 
over and above its reasonable and necessary operating expenses and will preserve the financial 
integrity of this utility as provided for in the Texas Water Code § 13.183. 

REQUEST NO.5 If the percentage rate of return that the OPUC and its Staff recommends is 
different from what appears in SUBURBAN's Rafe/TarifiChange Application, please indicate the 
reasons for the difference and the amount of the difference. 

REQUEST NO.6 Ifthe net invested capital, or rate base, tha the 0 PUC and its staff recommends 
is different from what appears in SUBURBAN's Rate/TariffChange Application, please indicate 
the reasons for the difference and the amount of the difference. 

REQUEST NO.1 Please indicate any qua* of service 'concerns the 0 PUC and its Staff have 
with the water service provided by SUBURBAN. Please identify each specific concern by 
indicating exactly what is the concern, the exact location of the concem and the length of time the 
quality of service concern has been occurring. 

REQUEST NO.8 If the OPUC and its staff is recommending that SUBURBA''N not be allowed 
to reCover the revenue requirement to perform necessarY operationaland billing service's, please 
explain how SUBURBAN will be able to provide continuous and adequate service to its customers, 
,botli current and future, if this recommendation is adopted by the SOAR ALJ and by the PUC. 

• 
REQUEST NO. 9 Please provide the underlying rules, and provisions ofthe Texas Water Code, 
if any, as well as any other legal precedent, law or rule that you claim supports the use of data 
outside the test year and period of known and measurable-Change to determine the appropriate rate 
of return for an investor owned utility regulated by the PUC in the State of Texas if such claims are 
being made by the OPUC or if the OPUC plans to make such claims. 

REQUEST NO. 10 Please provide the underlying rules, and provisions of the Tékas Water Code, 
if any, as well as any other legal precedent, law or rule that you claim supports any claim by the 
OPUC that the proposed Capital Improvement Surcharge is not reasonable and necessary to provide 
facilities capable of froviding adequate and continuous service by SUBURBAN to its customers. 

REQUEST NO. 11 Please ekplain in detail how SUBURBAN'i capital structure is atypical of 
other regulated investor owned utilities in the State of Texas, and give specific examples to support 
this testimony if the OPUC is making or plans to make such claim. 

REQUEST NO:12 Please identify each cominnent of SUBURBAN as set forth in its proposed 
plan of improvements, repairs and upgrades that the OPUC claims is not necessary andlor needed 
in order for the company to provide continuous and adequate water service to its customers. 
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REQUEST NO. 13 Provide the sources bffunding that the OPUC and its Staff claim are available 
to SUBURBAN in order for the company to pay for the water system improvements, upgrades and 
reimirs as set forth in its water system improvement plans, if the OPUC and its Staff claim this 
instant rate change application should not be granted to SUBURBAN. 

REQUEST NO. 14 Please identify any and all persqns and experts that the OPUC has conferred 
with and/or used to review SUBURBAN's rate change application and to assist the OPUC is 
formulating discovery sent to SUBURBAN by the OPUC. 

REQUEST No. 15 Please identify any and all communications that the OPUC'and its Staff, 
including its attorneys, have had with any persons, any w'ater and sewer utilities and districts of any 
kind and nature and their representatives, with any attorneys either individually or who represent 
persOns or entities or agencies, with any state and local agencies, with any state or local elected 
officials, and with any other entities and persons that in any way mention, reference, relate to and' 
ertain to this rate change application by SUBURBAN and any issues involved in this proceeding, 
and that in any way relate, refer and pertain to SUBURBAN and its affiliates' during the past two 
(2) years. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.1 Provide copies of all,documents, tangible items 
and other dernonstrative evidence to be used by the ppuc at the final hearing in this case, trial. 

— 
REQUEST FOR PR.ODUCTION NO.2 Provide copies of all studies, reports, compilations, 
treatises, contracts, correspondence, photographs, graphs, diagrams, maps, charts, financial 
statements, invoices, bids, checks, governmental records, test results, audits, and other documenti 
reviewed and relied upon by any witness for the OPUC in this cause. In providing the response to 
this request, please proVide the original Staff work papers in their original format, i.e. Excel 
spreadsheet, Word documents, etc as they were reviewed by the OPUCs Staff and its attorneys 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.3 frovide copies of all docuinents, studies, reports, 
compilations, computer programs (with associated data bases), charts, diagrams, maps, pictures, text 
books and other tangible materials reviewed by each testifying expert witness for the OPUC used 
or relied upon by that expert witness in formulating any opinion to be offered at the final hearing 
by the OPUC as expert witness testimony aš well as was used by any such expert witness to support 
their testirnony filed in thiš case. "Expert witness" shall be defined by Tex. R. Evid. 702 subject 
to the Texas Supreme Court's hoidin`g in E.1. DuPont de Nemours and Co. v, Robinson, 923 S: W. 
2nd 549 (Tex..1997)*and the United States Supreme Court's holding in Daubert v, Merrell Dow 
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 509, U. S. 579, 113 S. Ct. 2786 (1993). With respect to each produced or 
identified items, please identify which expert witness reviewed the item and with which opinion of 
that expert witness the item is associated. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.4 Provide copies of all documents, studies, treatises, 
reports, cOmpilations, computer programs (with associated data bases), charts, diagrams, maps, 
pictures, text books and other tangible materials reviewed by a non-testifying expert for the OPUC 
used or relied upon by the OPUC s expert witnesses in formulating any opinion to be offered at trial 
by the PUC 'and its Staff as expert witness testimony. "Expert witness"shall be defmed by Tex. R. 
Evid. 702 subject to the Texas Supreme Court's holding in E. 1. DuPont de Nemours and Co. v. 
Robinson, 923 S.W. 2nd 549 (Tex. 1997) and the United States Supreme Courfs holding in Daubert 
. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 509, U. S. 579, 113 S. Ct. 2786 (1993). With respect to each 
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produced or identified items, please identify which on-testifying expert reviewed the item and with 
which opinion of the OPUCs expert witness the item is associated. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6 Provide copies of all documentation in the possession 
ror control of the OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any cost, tax, assessment or expense in 
SUBURBANs proposed water utility cost of service (or revenue requirement) rate application is 
not reasonable and necessary. With respect to each item produced, identify with specificity which 
cost or expense is being challenged and the expert witness that will sponsor that document and this 
opinion evidence at trial. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.7 Provide copies of all documentation in the 
possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any item or plant or investment 
in SUBURBANs proposed ,water utility rate base (aJk/a invested capital) is not reasonably priced 
or includable for ratemaking purposes. With respect to each item produced, identity with., 
specificity which individual item of plant or investment is being challenged and the expert 
witness that will sponsor that docunient and this opinion evidence at trial. 	4 

'REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.8 Provide copies of all documentation in the possession 
or control of the OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any item of plant or investment in 
SUBURBANs propbsed water utility rate base is not used and useful for ratemaking purposes. 
With respect to each item produced, identify with specificity which individual item of plant or 
investment is being challenged and the expert witness that will sponsor that document and this 

'opinion evidence at trial. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.9 Provide copies of all documentation in the possession 
or control of the OPUC that demonstrate that any component of SUBURBANs proposed capital 
structure is inappropriate for water utility ratemaking purposes in this docket. With respect to each 
item produced,' identify with specificity whioh component is•being challenged and the expert 
witness that will sponsor that document and this opinion evidence at trial. 

REQUEST'FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10 Provide copies of all documentation in the possession 
or control of the OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any of SUBURBANs proposedrate of 
return on any component of its capitaI structure is inappropriate for water utility ratemaking 
purposes in this docket. With respect to each itein produced, identify with specificity which rate of 
return on which component is beinechallenged and the expert witness that will sponsor that 
doCument and this opinion evidence at trial. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11 Provide copies of all documentation in the posgession 
or control ofthe OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any of SUBURBANs proposed rate of 
return on any component of its capital structure is inappropriate for water utility ratemaking 
purposes in this docket. With respect to each item produced, identify with specificity which rate of 
return on which component is being challenged and the expert witness that will sponsor that 
document and this opinion evidence at trial. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12 Provide copies of all doaumentation in the possession 
or control of the OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any component of SUBURBANs 
Oroposed rate 'design is inappropriate for water utility ratemaking purposes in this docket. With 
respect to each item produced, identify with specificity,which rate design component is being 
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challenged and the expert witness that will sponsor that document and this opinion evidence at trial. 

'REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14 Provide copies'of all documentation in the possession 
or control of the OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any non-service fee ofcharge (water 
tariff) proposed by SUBURBAN is inappropriate. With respect to each item produced, identify with 
specificity which fee or charge is being challenged and the expert witness that will sponsor that 
document and this opinion evidence at trial; 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 15 Provide copies of all documentation in the possession 
or control of the OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any component, section or provision of 
SUBURBANs proposed water utility tariff should not be approved in this docket. With respect to . 
each item produced, identify with specificity which tariff coniponent, section or provision is being 
challenged and the expert' witness that will sponsor that document and this opinion evidence at trial. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16 Provide copies of all documentation in the 
possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff that indicate that the improvements to 
SUBURBANs water utility plant which are in SUBURBAN plans for improvement in this case 
are not necessary and needed; and identify how SUBURBAN can obtain the necessary funding to 
make the upgrades, improveinents and repairs the TCEQ would have SUBURBAN make to bring 
its water system into 'conformance.  with TCEQ rules, and indicate how this would be accomplished. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17 Provide cOpies of all documentation in the 
possession or control ofthe OPUC and its Staff that indicate and show how ihe conipany can make 
improvements to SUBURBANs water utility plant and facilities that the State of Texas would have 
the-company bring it into conformance with TCEQ and PUC rules and with proilisions of the Texas 
Water Code vVithout the use of the instant rate increase and indicate how this would be 
accomplished. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18 Provide copies of all documentation in the 
possession or control of the 0 PUC and its Staff that demonstiate which rate case expenses incurred' 
by SUBURBAN should be recoverable through rates. i.e., included in the revenue requirement or 
surcharged. With respect to eaCh item produced, identify with specificity which expenses and the 
expert witness that will sponsor that document and this opinion evidence at trial. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.-19 Provide copies of all documentation in the possession 
or control O.  fthe OPUC and its Staff regarding any watef utility cost of service allocations proposed 
by SUBURBAN that the OPUC and its Staff claim are incorrect 6r otherwise inappropriate for 
rateniakina purposes in this docket. With respect to each item produced; identify with specificity 
each the challenged allocation and the expert witness that will sponsor that document and this 
opinibn evidence at trial. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20 Provide copie§ of all documentation in the possession 
or control ofthe OPUC and its Staff that identify any water utility rate base allocations proposed 
by SUBURBAN that the OPUC and its Staff  believe are incorrect or otherwise inappropriate for 
ratemaking purposes in this docket. With respect to'each item produced, identify with specificity 
the challenged allocation and the expert witness that will sponsor that document and this opinion 
evidence at trial. 

REQUEST FOR PRObUCTION NO. 21 Provide copies any and all documents, materials 'or 
other items that the OPUC claims that support any contention you may have that SUBURBAN 
cannot support the need for a customer rate suraarge to make necessary capital improvements to its 
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water utility system as set forth into its rate change application. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22 Please provide the original source documents used, 
and reviewed by any OPUC witness to support their testimony filed in this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO 23 Please provide any and all documents that'relate to 
the OPUC's and its Staffs responses to the following numbered SUBURBAN Request for 
Information listed above; these documents to include, but not be limited to, any document, 
report, memoranda, email messages and any other written or blectronic materials that the OPUC 
and its Staff reviewed, used and/or know or presume that relate imd/or were used to support or 
were reviewed in the process of the OPUC Staff attorneys testimony and/or stated positions as 
well as the OPUC's and its Staffš resporises to the Request for InforMation listed above. 

REQUEST F.OR PRODUCTION NO. 25 Please provide copies Of any and all 
correspondence, menioranda, letters, emails, documents, notes, messages, and any other 
materials received by and sent by the OPUC and any of its Staff, including its attorneys, from, 
with and to any other persons, any water and Sewer utilities and districts of any kind and nature, 
attorneys either individually or who represent person§ or entities or agencies, any state and local 
agencies and departinents, including, but not limited to, the Public Utility Commission of Texas, 
and its staff, including attorneys, the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality and its staff, 
including attorneys, and any other state and local agencies and departments, any state or local 
elected officials, and any othei entities and persOns that in any way mention, reference, relate 
to and pertain to this rate change application by SUBURBAN and any issues involved in this 
proceeding, and that in any way relate, refer and pertain to SUBURBAN and its a-ffiliates during , 
the past three (3) years. 

REQUE§TS FOR DISCLOSURE 

" Please disclose the information and material described in Tex. R. Civ. Prod. 194.2(a), (b), 
(c), (e), (t) and (i). [Copy, of the applicable provisions of the rule are inserted below.] 

TRCP 194.2. kequests for Disclosures. 

A paity may request disclosure of any or all of the following: 

(a) the correct names of the parties to the lawsuit; - 
(b) the name, acidress, and telephone number of any Ootential parties; 

(C)'the legal theories and, in general, the factual bases of the responding party's clalms or 
defenses (the responding party need not marshal all evidence that may be offered at trial); 

(e) the name, address, and telephone number of persons having Ithowledge of rele.Vant . 
facts, and a brief statement of each identified person's connection with the case; 

(t) for any testifying expert: 

(1) the experts name, address, and telephone number; 

(2) the subjedt matter on.which the expert will testify; 
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(3) the general substance of the expert's mental imaessions and opinions and a brief 
summary of the basis for them, or if the expert is not retained by, employed by, or 
otherwise subject to the control of the responding party, documents reflecting such 
information; 

(4) if theexpert is retained by,)employed by, or otherwise subject to the control of the 
responding party: 

(A) all dOcuments, tangible things, reports, models, or data compilations that have 
been provided to, reviewed by, or prepared by or for the expert in anticipation of the 
expert's testimony; and 

(B) the expert's current t'esume and bibliography; 

(1) ariy witness statements described in Rule 192.3(h). 
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