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

H

#

The Office of Public Utility Counsel (OPUC) stipulates that the following response(s) to

request(s) for information may be treated by all partiés as if the answers were filed under oath.

Dated:” March 9, 2017

‘ "Respectfully submitted,
Tonya Baer

Public Counsel

State Bar Mp. 2402677

stiaan Si
Assistant Public Counsel
State Bar No. 24051335

*  OFFICE OF 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_eservicé@opuc.texas.gov (Service)

-



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE._I

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

I hereby certify that today, March 9, 2017, a true copy of the Office of Public Utility -
Counsel’s Response_to Suburban Utility Company, Inc.’s First. Request for Ififormation was

served on all parties of record via hand delivery, facsimile, or United States First-Class Mail.




SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674
- OPUC’s Response to
Suburban’s First Request for Information

REQUEST NO. 1

Pléase indicate-whether or not the water raté structure proposed in SUBURBAN's Rate/Tariff -
Change Application are appropriate. If not, what rate structure do you claim would be
appropriate. * ' ’

RESPONSE:

v ¢ ] ¢ - - i
OPUC’s review of SUBURBAN’s application is ongoing, OPUC does not have an opinion at
this tirhe. ' .,
Prepared By: Cotinsel t

Sponsored By: Counsel



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS -
s 7 PUC Docket No. 46674
OPUC’s Response to
Suburban’s First Request for Information

REQUEST NO.2 . - ;

Please indicate if SUBURBAN shoéuld 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
necessary rate case expense should be recovered in the form of a monthly surcharge charged‘to
the customers in addltlon to any cost of service? If not, what form should be use to recover
reasonable and necessary rate case expense.

RESPONSE: L

A utility, such as Suburban, may recover reasonablé rate-case. 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 this docket. - .

i

= v -

Prepared By: Counsel ,
.Sponsored By: Counsel



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674
OPUC’s Response to.
Suburban’s First Request for Information

REOUEST NO. 3

Please identify if the OPUC and its Staff is recommending disallowance of any expenses
included in thé 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 dlsallowmg any
expense.

RESPONSE:

OPUC’ s review of SUBURBAN’s apphcatlon is ongoing, OPUC does not have an 0p1n10n at
this tlme - v

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel -



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674
OPUC’s Response to e
Suburban’s First Request for Information. , - '

REQUEST NO. 4

Please indicate what measures the OPUC and its Staff have -taken in their analysis t6 fix an
-overall .level of revenue that will permit SUBURBANa 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 ﬁnanmal
integrity of this utlhty as provided fof i in the Texas Water Code § 13.183.

¥

RESPONSE:

OPUC’s review of SUBURBAN’s appllcatlon is ongoing, OPUC does not have an opinion at
this time. \

Prepared By: Counsel
. Sponsored By: Counsel



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
« PUC Docket No. 46674
OPUC’s Response to
Suburban’s First Request for Information

REQUEST NO. 5

If the percenfage rate of réturn 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:

"OPUC’s review of SUBURBAN’S application is ongomg, 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. 6

If the net invested capital, or rate base, that the OPUC and its staff récommends is different from
what appears in, SUBURBAN's Rate/Tariff Change Apphcatlon please indicate the reasons for
the dlfference and-the amount of the difference. ~ i

- -

.RESP()NSE: f

P

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

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel



» SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674
. OPUC’s Response to
, Suburbal':l’s First Request for Information

-~

REQUEST NO. 7 .

Please indicate 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 quahty of service:
concern has been occurring. :

RESPONSE:

OPUC’s review of -SUBURBAN’s apphcatlon is ongoing, OPUC does not have an op1n1on at .
this time.

i

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel



. SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674
OPUC’s Response to
. Suburban’s First Request for Information

+

REQUEST NO. 8 o

1
B

If the: OPUC _and .its staff is recommending that SUBURBAN not be allowedto recover the
revenue requirement to pérform necessary operational 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.

i,

RESPONSE:. : ‘ ' Y

-

OPUC’s review of SUBURBAN’s application is ongoing, OPUC does not have, an opinion at
this time. ; ) ’ .o

; 3
t

Prepared B};:" Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel

#



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674 .
.OPUC’s Response-to.
Suburban’s First Request for.Information

' REOUEST NO.9

Please prov1de the underlymg rules, and prov131ons of the 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.

+
.- e

RESPONSE:

¥ i

OPUC’s review of SUBURBAN’S apphcatlon is ongomg, OPUC does not have an opinion at |

this time. . B

*

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel

11



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 of the Texas 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 providing adequate and continuous service by SUBURBAN to its customers.

3

&
£

RESPONSE: <
OPUC’s review of SUBURBAN’s application is ongoing, Oi5UC=does not have an opinion-at
this time. ' *

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel

12



‘SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674 .
OPUC’s Response to
Suburban’s First Request for Information

REOUEST NO. 11

1

Please explam in detall 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 maké such claim. :
RESPONSE:
OPUC’s review of SUBURBAN S apphcatlon is ongoing, OPUC does not have an oplmon at
this tlme

- - 4 -

»

‘Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel

13



SOAH Docket No. 473:17-2457. WS
PUC Docket No. 46674
) OPUC’s Responsé to -
. Suburban’s First Request for Information

4

REQUEST NO. 12 N

s

Please identify éach 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: \ o

OPUC’s review of SUBURBAN’s apphcatlon is ongoing, OPUC does not have an-opinion at
this tlme -

il

Prepared‘ By: Counsel -
Sponsored By: Counsel

14



b

" 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 sourcés 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 should not be granted to SUBURBAN. ' * )

RESPONSE:
This request is subject to a penciing objection. Subject to that objection, OPUC’s review of
SUBURBAN’s application is ongoing, OPUC does not have an opinion at this time.*

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsoréd By: Counsel

i

15
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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

4

REQUEST NO.-14

Please identify any and all persons and experts that thé,':()PUC 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. :

H

RESPONSE:

This request is subject to a pending objection. -

t

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel

16



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674
OPUC’s Response to
Suburban’s First Request for Information

REQUEST NO. 15

Please identify any and all communications’that.the OPUC-and its Staff, 1nclud1ng its attorneys,
"have had with any persons, any water and sewer utilities and districts of any kind and nature and ~
their representatives, with any attorneys either ugdlv@ually 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 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 two (2) years.

+

RESPONSE:

This request is subject to a pending objection.

¥
Foe

Prepared:By: Counsel
Sponsorfed By:' Counsel

£ 3

17
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674
s OPUC’s Response to
Suburban’s First Request for Information

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1 -

Provide copies of all documents, tangible items and other demonstrative evidence to be used by’
the OPUC at the final hearing in this case, trial.
-RESPONSE: .

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

Preparecf By: Counsel,
Sponsored By: Counsel

«

18-



SOAH Docket No. 473-177-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674
OPUC’s Response to
Suburban’s First Reqiiest for Information

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2

Provide copies of all studies, repérts, compilations, treatises, contracts, correspondence,
photographs; graphs, ”diagrdams, maps, c¢harts,” financial “statements, 'invoices, bids, checks,
governmental records, test results, audits, and other documents reviewed and relied upon by any
withess for the OPUC in this cause. In providihg the response to this request, please provide the
original Staff work papers in their original format, i.e. Excél spreadsheet, Word documents, etc
as they were reviewed by the OPUC's Staff and its attorneys. - ) . N

Ew
+

RESPONSE: -

-

-~ OPUC has no responsive documents at this time..

EN

. Prepared By: Counsel '
Sponsor;d By: Cqunsel‘ . .

19



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. 3 . .

Provide copies of all documents, studies, reports, compilations,. computer. brogrhms (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 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 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 Court's holding in Daubert v, Merrell Dow .Pharmaceuticals,
- Inc., 509, U. S. 579, 11'3‘”S Ct. 2786 (1993). With respect to each produced or identified items,
please 1dent1fy which expert witness reviewed the item and with.which* op1n10n of that expert
witness the item is associated. )

7

RESPONSE:

OPUC has no responsive documents at this time.”

Prepared By: Counsel -
Sponsored By: Counsel

»*
v

20
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS *
PUC Docket No. 46674
OPUC’s Response to
Suburban s First Request for Informatlon

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4

Provide copies o't1 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 defined by Tex. R: Evid. 702 subject to the
Texas Supreine 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 Court's holdmg 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 wh;ch on-testifying expert reviewed the item and with which.
opinion of the OPUC's expert witness the item is associatec}. u -

RESPONSE:

OPUC has no knowledge of documents to be offered at trial by PUC and its Staff. ~

¥

5 -
L]

Prepared By: Counsel ,
Sponsored By: Counsel

21



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]

4

RESPONSE:

Prepared By:
Sponsored By:

22
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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. 6

w

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff that
demonstrate that any cost, tax, assessment or expense in SUBURBAN's proposed water utility
cost of service (or revenue requirement) rat¢ 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. ‘

'RESPONSE: ~ o S

Apart from Suburban’s application and discovety resi)onses,; 'OPUC has no ‘responsive

documents at this time.

#
x

Prepared By: Counsel s
Sponsored By: Counsel

23



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674
£ OPUC’s Response to
Suburban’s First Request for Information

REQUEST F OR 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 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 bemg challenged and the expert witness that will sponsor that document and this
op1n10n ev1dence at trial.

RESPONSE:

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

Prepared By: Counsel
-Sponsored By: Counsel

.24



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. 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 SUBURBAN's proposed 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 ev1dence at trial.

RESPONSE: . ;

1

a
Y

Apart from Suburban’s application and discovery responses OPUC has no responsive

documents at this time. . * . .

-~ -

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel

-

25



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674
OPUC’s Response to
‘ - . Sﬁbulrban’s First Request for Information .

kS

* REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession.or control of the OPUC that demonstrate
that any component of SUBURBAN'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 document and
this opinion evidence at trial. . .

4

RESPONSE:

Apart from. Suburban’s appli¢ation and: discovery; responses, OPUC has no responsive
documents at this time. o .

Prepared By: Counsel '
Sponsored By: Counsel

i

26, '



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
JPUC Docket No. 46674
OPUC’s Response to - |
Suburban’s First Request for Inforimation

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10

4

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff that
demonstrate that'any of SUBURBAN's 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.

RESPONSE: -

t

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

H x

+ Prepared By: Counsel
Sporsored By: Counsel

-

(3
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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 documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff that
demonstrate that any of SUBURBAN's proposed rate of return on any ‘component of its capital .
structure is inapproptiate for-water utility ratemaking purposes in this docket. With respect to
each item produced, identify with specifi¢ity which rate of return on which component is being
challenged and the expert witness that will sponsor that documeiit and this opinion evidence at
trial. '

-

RESPONSE: : z : ‘|

£

+ Apart from “Suburban’s application and discovery responses, OPUC has no ‘responsive
documents at this time. ’ ;

4

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel

28
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457. WS
‘PUC Docket No. 46674 :
OPUC’s Responseto
Suburban’s First Request for Information

-

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12

k4

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff that
demonstrate: that arly component of SUBURBAN's proposed rate design’is inappropriate for
water utility ratemaking “purposes in this docket. With respect.to each ite;n 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. :

-

RESPONSE: ' -

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

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel

29



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:

30 -



SOAH DOcketSNq. 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 documer\lt'ation in the possession’or control of the OPUC and it§ Staff that’
demonstrate 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 thaf will sponsor that document and this opinion -
evidence at trial. ‘

RESPONSE: - :

Apart from Suburban’s apphcatlon and dlscovery responses, OPUC has’ no reésponsive
documents at this time. ’

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel

31



SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
PUC Docket No. 46674 .
OPUC’s Response to
Suburban’s First Request for Information

.REQUEST FOR PROIiUCTION NO. 15 co

Provide coples of all documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and 1ts 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 1tem produced, 1dent1fy with.
spe01ﬁ01ty wh1ch tariff component, section or provision is be1ng challenged and the expert
. witness that will sponsor that document and this opinion evidence at trial.

RESPONSE:

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

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel

32



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. 16'

“Provide copies of all documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff that
indicate that thé improvements to SUBURBAN's water utility plant which are in SUBURBAN!
plans for improvement iri 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 ¢onformance with TCEQ rules,
and indicate how this would be accomplished. o~

“

RESPONSE:
OPUC has no responsive documents.

Prepared By: Counsel
.Sponsored By: Counsel

g
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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..17 o

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 improvemehits to SUBURBAN's water utility
plant and fa0111t1es that the State of Texas would have the company bring it into conformance
with TCEQ and PUC rules and with provisions of the Texas Water Code without the use of the
instant rate increase and indicate how this would be
acco.mplished:

RESPONSE:

Apart "from Suburban’s appllcatlon and discovery responses, OPUC has no responsive
documents at thls ume :

4 t
3

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel

¥
5
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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

W

REQUEST FOR PRbDUCTION 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 SUBURBAN should be recoverable through
rates ie. , included in the revenue requirement or surcharged. With respect to each item produced,
1dent1fy w1th specificity which expenses and the expert witness that will sponsor that document
and this opinion evidence at trial. ; :

RESPONSE: i

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

&
s

" Prepared By: Counsel :
" Sponsored By: Counsel

*



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. 19

Provide copies of all documentation in the possession or control of the OPUC and its Staff
regarding'any 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 opinion evidence at
trial:

RESPONSE:

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

5

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. 20

Provide copies of all documentation in the possessmn or control of the 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 ev1dence at trial.

~

RESPONSE:

A

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

ry

*

Prepared By: Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
"~ 'PUC Docket No. 46674 - N
OPUC’s Response to
Subu_rban"s First Request for Information

REQUEST-FOR PRODUCTION 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 surcharge to make necessary capital improvements to its water utility system as set forth into

its rate change application. : o )

E

RESPONSE: : T

L]

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.22

Please provide the original ‘source documents used, and reviewed by any*OPUC. witness to
_ support their testimohy filed in this case.

Y
LS

RESPONSE:

OPUC has no fesponsive 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

3

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 23

Please provide any and all documents that relate to the OPUC's and its Staff's 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.know or
presume-that relate and/or were used to support or were reviewed-in the process of the OPUC " -
Staff attorney's testimony and/or stated positions as well as the OPUC's and its Staff's responses
to the Request for Iriformation listed above.

‘RESPONSE:

This is subject to a pending objection.

Pr'e:pared By:, Counsel
Sponsored By: Counsel L

E

1y’
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SOAH Docket No. 473-17-2457.WS
oo PUC Docket No. 46674"
) . OPUC’s Response to
Suburban’s First Request for Information

¥ -
4

<

"REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 24

f

-

" [Suburban omitted a Request for Production No: 24]
y . - P .

RESPONSE;:

Prepared By:
- _Sponsored By:
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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. 25

Please provide copies of any and all correspondence, memoranda, 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 othéer persons, any water and Sewer 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, and-any other 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"‘proéeeding, and that in any way relate, refer-and pertain to
SUBURBAN and its afﬁ}iates during the past three (3) years.

*
*

* 1

RESPONSE: ‘ | » .

This is subject to a pending objection. Subject to that objection, OPUC is providing responsive,’
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 Response to
Suburban’s First Request for Information

REQUESTS FOR DISCLOSURE

Please disclose the 1nformat10n and material described in Tex R. Civ, Proc. 194.2(a), (b), (c),

(€), (f) and (0).
RESPONSE:

H

OPUC discloses the following informiation in response to'the request:

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

+

Pursuant to 16 TAC § 22.144(c)(2)(D) the information can be obtained on the Public
Utility Commission Interchange.

(b) the name, address, and telephone riumber of any‘po:cen'tial parties;
OPUC does not have any information regarding potential partieé

(©) the legal theoties and, in general, the factual bases of the responding.party’s claims or: K
defenses (the responding party need not marshal all evidernice that may be offered at trial)'

)

'OPUC has identified some potentlal legal issues which were submitted in its List of
Issues in this docket. OPUC’ general legal theory is that Suburban’s rates should be
just and reasonable, not preferential, prejudicial, or discriminatory but shall be
sufficient, equitable, and consistent in-application to each class:of consumers. TWC
§ 13.182. The rates should be fixed at a level that will permit the utility a reasonable
opportunlty to earn a reasonable return on its invested capltal used and useful in
rendering -service to .the public over and above its reasonable and necessary
operating expenses; and preserve the financial integrity of the utlllty, 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.

() the name, address, and telephone number of persons having knowledge of relevant facts,
and a br1ef statement of each identified person’s connectlon with the case;

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

2

® for any testifying expert:

oy

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

(2),  the subject matter on which the expert will testify;
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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

(3)"  the general substance of the expert’s mental impressions 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, reviewed by, or prepared by or for the expert in anticipation of the
expert’s testimony; and

L]

=+ (B) the expert’s current resume and b1b110graphy,
« OPUC has not identified any testlfymg expert in the Suburban rate case at this time.

(i) any witness statements described in Rule 192.3(h).

- 3

OPUC is no't aware of any witness statement as described in Rule 192.3(h).

3

-

Prepared By: Counsel”
Sponsored By:. Counsel
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Page 1 of 31

Attaf’chmenf :

Suburban RFP-1-25 -
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Page 2 of 31
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25

Page 3 of 31
Quinn, Cassandra i )
From: F Siano, Christiaan'
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.docx
Mr. Romo ’

Thank you for your discovery responses to our 1st set of RFls. | 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 attachmg a template for you to use in
preparmg your responses

[
-

I'm also attaching a word version of our 2“d set of RF¥'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 1%set. If that is they case, | apologize for requesting that again. ’
Thank you,
Christiaan Siano R .

Office of Public Utility Counsel
PO Box 12397

# Austin, Texas 78711-2397
(512) 936-7506

Fax: (512) 936-7525

v
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25

‘ Page 4 of 31

s . %

Quinn, Cassandra ) i
. A

From: ‘ ' 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
requiress 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 iPhone

OnJan 27, 2017, at 4:29 PM, Siano, '(fhristiaan <Christiéan.Siano@oguc.texas.gov> wrote: T

%
Mr. Romo

~

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

I’m also attaching a word version of our 2"" set of RF¥'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 1% set. If that is they case, | apologize for
requesting that again. .

Thank you,

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

<RFI Résponqe Templatefdoc>;>
<OPUC's 2nd RFI to Suburban FINAL.docx>
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»

Quinn, Cassandra

w

*

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Mr. Romo

+

The rules require that “Each response to discovery under this subsectian shall identify the preparer or person under
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.

Moreover, OPUC’s RF( instructions 7 and 8 specifically requirélyou to provide each raéponse on a separate page.

Siano, Christiaan

Monday, January 30, 2017 8:55 AM
Lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com
Chang, Sam; Quinn, Cassandra

RE: 46674 Discovery responses

! . ; L .
~ | would appreciate your cooperation on this matter.
* 3 *

Ty
>

Christiaan Siano*

Office of Public Utility Counsel

PO Box 12397 X
Austin, Texas 78711-2397
(512) 936-7506

Fax: (512) 936-7525

&

Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25
Page 5 of 31

4

5

From: Lesromo, Iawofﬁce@qmall com |ma|(to lesromo lawoffice@gmail.com]

- Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 5 49 PM

o

To: Siano, Christiaan.

Cc: Chang, Sam; Quinn, Cassandra
Subject: Re: 46674 Discovery responses

4

" Sent'from my iPhone

i

4

+

3

o

OnJan 27,2017, at 4:29 PM; Siano, Christiaan <Christiaan.Si‘ano@opuc.texas.gov> wrote:

Mr. Romo ‘

Thank you for your discovery responses to our 1st set of RFls. | request that you refile your responses in
accordance with the instructions no. 7 and 8 and PUC rules 22, 144(c)(2)(A) & (B). | am again attaching a

template for you to use in preparing your responses.

m also attaching a word version'of our 2" 4 set of RFI's filed ‘today, for your convemenée 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 provnded that in your response to our 1" set. If that is they case, | apologize for

requesting that again.

-

i

~

o F

*

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 ;dent:ty
of those providing the information is given just before the responses begin.

’.‘e

-
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25

. Page 6°of 31
Quinn, Cassandra - B , >
From: Lesromo.lawofﬁce@gmaii.com ‘ ) : ﬂ
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 method of serving documents. | 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. . :

> H B
Sent from my iPhone €, .

‘On Jjan 30, 2017, at 8:54 AM, Siaﬁo, Christiaan <Chyristiaan.Siano@opuc.texas.gov> wrote:

%

Mr. Romo, )
L3

The rules requure that “Each response to discovery under this subsection shall identify the preparer or
person under 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.

Moreover OPUC's RF! instructions 7 and 8 specifically requu'e you to provide each response ona
¢ separate page. : o

B

| would appreciate your cooperation on this matter.

Christiaan Siano
Officé of Public Utility Counsel
PO Box 12397

s+ Austin, Texas 78711}2397 ’
(512) 936-7506
Fax: (512) 936-7525

From: Lesromo. lawoffice@gmail.com Imallto lesromo. lawoff‘ ce@_gmall .com] )
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 5:49 PM R

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 iPhone

-
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Attachmebr}t Suburban RFP-1-25 ,

Page 7 of 31
Siano, Christiaan ) ‘ , .
R - - » —
From: : . les Romo <lesromailawoffice@gmail.com>
Sent:" . : Wednesday, January 11, 2017 10:36 AM
"To: ' Siano, Christiaan
Subject: | Re: Suburban Utility Rate Case

T

.~ Thank youd: No, quite familiar with PUC pléading requirements, but thanks 'fo'r the info.

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

s

Les:

- ‘ -

¥

) Attached.is a Word version of our RFI’s as we_ii as an example of the response, in case you are unfamiliar with the format -
at the PUC, [See instructions 7 & 8 of the RF! request].

¥

ii, LN

Yes, | agree to a response deadlines as set out in your email.

ta

A

®

| cannot ‘agree to service of documents and pleadings by émail, although it’s fine for general correspondence.

T .

z .1

L4 N 3
™

B

Clhristiaa'n Siano i
Office of Public Utility Counsel
PO Box 12397 . s
h iAust?n, Texas 78711-2397
(512) 936-7506

Fax: (512) 936-7525

From: Les Romo [mailto:lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 9:39 AM
? _ .

5 1
¥ A3
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25
Page 8 of 31

To: Siano, Christiaanﬁ .t
Subject: Suburban Utility Rate Case

*

Christiaan: This email will confirm our conversation this morning rega.rdlng the Requests for Information you
served on my client Suburban Utility Co in Docket 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 its" objections
‘and responses to the Requests for Information you served on it on J anuary 9, 20017, with the exception of the
Request for Admission'.the response and any objections fo these will be filed on the deadline of J anuary-19,

2017 R ' v,

<

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

“
an

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 i in this case.

Please let me know if you have any ques’uons. I'look forward to your reply. - Les Romo

o

Law Office c;f Les Romo
102 West Morrow Street Suite 202
P.O. Box 447" . i

Georgetown, Texas 78627 i , i
(512)858 -5600; Fax: (512) 591-7815 . P ’ »

This message and its attachments, i 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 m:ssage, any disclosure,
" copying, distribution or the taking of action in reliance upon the contents of this message or |ts attachments, if any, is strictly prohlbited

- [

[

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

b

Tlus message and its attachments, if any, may Y contain confidential inforniation which is legally privileged and intended for the recipient’s eyes only, If you have received -
this message in error, please delete it and notxfy me immediately. You are further notified that unless you are the intended recipient of this message, any disclosure,
copying, distribution or the takmg of action in reliance upon the contents of thi.s message or its attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited.
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25-

Page 9 of 31
Siano, Christiaan ]
— T
“ * -
From:’ " 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

v
-

Mr. Siano. My chent 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.

&

.. Seft from my iPhone « ‘ ¥

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

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

I'm also attaching a word version of our 2™ 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 1% set. If that s they case, | apologize for.
requesting that again. - .

¥

Thank you, - »

Christiaan Siano ' T
Office of Public Utility Counsel %
PO Box 12397

Austin, Texas 78711-2397

(512) 936-7506 '

. Fax:(512) 936-7525

-~

-<RFI Response Template.docx>
<OPUC's 2nd RFI to Suburban: FINAL.docx>
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25
K Page 10 of 31

Siano, Christiaan - .
m

.
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.

-----Qriginal Message-----

From: Siano, Christiaan [mailto:Christiaan Slano@oguc texas.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, February 08, 2017 7:50 PM

To: Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: D46674 SOAH ORDERNO 1

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

Sam, | see that we're supposed to confer by Feb. 10. 1can 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- 17 You can also call me on my cell at 512-731-1961, since I'm not in the office.

-~

Also, please’send me your work number, | didn't bring it home with me.

13

From: WorkCenter

Sent: Wednesday; February 08, 2017 1. 33 PM

To: Quinn, Cassandra; Reyna, Rosie; Siano, Christiaan-*
Subject: D46674 SOAH ORDERNO 1

-

this fax was just received .

Number of Images: 3
Attachment File Type: PDF

Device Name: Color 570
Device Location:

*
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25
Page 11 of 31

, .Siano, Christiaan ) )
From: . Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov>
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:20PM  ~ .
To: . “Siano, Christiaan; Les Romo ‘
Subject: - Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference dates

]
* : %
Les, Christiaan:” =

-

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

2. March 28th x

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.chang@puc.texas.gov

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

3

Siano; Chiristiaan : ) ) .
b S A R

From: Les homof<Iesromo.lawoffice@gmaiI.com>

Sent: ) Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:37 PM

To: Chang, Sam

ol Siano, Christiaan

Subject: Re: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference dates

*
<

These dates work for me.
: . 4

On Thu, Feb é, 2017 at 1:20 PM, Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@bug.texas.20v> wrote: -

¥

Les, Christiaan: . : ] .

Are these three dates workable for the pre-heating conferqnée? :
1. March 27th
-2. March 28th

3. March 29th

Sam Chang
nlfegal 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.chang@puc.texas.gov

¥
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. * Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25
' Page 13 of 31

Law Office of L.es Romo

102 West Morrow Street, Suite 202

P.0O. Box 447 .

Georgetown, Texas 78627 s - .
(512) 868-5600; Fax: (512) 591-7815 : . -

fl A g
“

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.

N .
. .
.
3 iy
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25

’ ] ‘ Page 14 of 31
Siano, Christiaan. - N , ,
T . . A ik R
From: ' Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov>
Sent: | Thursday, February 09, 2017 2:06 PM_
To: | Siano, Christiaan; Les Romo
Subject: RE: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearmg conference dates

Also, | was thinking about rri’aking the intervention deadlines the same.

e

From Slano, Chrlstlaan [mallto Chnstlaan Siano@oguc texas. gov] i
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:42 PM :

To: Les Romo <lesromo.lawoffice @gmail. com>; Chang, Sam <$ am. Chang@puc.texas.gov v
Subject: RE: Suburban Utlhty rate case - Prehearing conference dates

WARNING: EXTERNAL SENDER. Always be cau“tioué when clicking links or opening attachments,
NEVER:provide your user ID or password.

Same here. ¢

From: Les Romo [lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com] ) N
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 12: 37 PM

To: Chang, Sam

Cc: Siano, Christiaan :

Sub]ect' 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. Chang@puc. texas .ZOV> wrote:

[ .

Les, Chnstlaan

Are these three-dates workablé for the pre-he'z‘iring" bonferencg?
1. March 27th N
2. March 28th*

3. March 29th

.Sam Chang :
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. Attachment Suburbfm RFP-1-25
Page 15 of 31

Legal Division

Public Utility Commission of Texas
1701 North Congress Avenue

*1 Austin, Texas 78701

P.O. Box 13326

(512) 936-7261 .
(512) 936-7268 (facsimile)
sam.chang@puc.texas.gov , .

~
x .
" %,

N %

Law Office of Les Romo )

102 West Morrow Street, Suite 202

P.0.Box 447 ,

Georgetown, Texas 78627

(512) 868-5600; Fax: (512) 591-7815 ¢ .

This message and its attachments, if any, may cofitain 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 imme‘diately. You are further notified that unless you are the intended recipient of this message, any disclosure,
copying, distribution or the taking of action in rgliance upon the contents of this message or its attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited,

o

-2

4 s
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Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25
Page 16 of 31

Siano, Christiaan ” L .

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

Sent: ‘ ‘Thursday, February 09, 2017. 2:15 PM '

To: Siano, Christiaan; Les Romo

Subject: RE: Suburban Utility rate case - Pr:ehearing conference'dates ’
i

Correct.

From: Siano, Christiaan Imailto\:Christiaan.Siano@oguc.texas.govl

Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017'2:14 PM
To: Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.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 or opening attachments,
NEVER provide your user ID or password.

Assuming notice is propér?

From: Chang, Sam [Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov]

Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:06 PM

To: Siano, Christiaan; Les Romo

Subject: RE: Suburban Utillty rate case - Preheanng conference dates

Also, I'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 Romo <lesromo.lawoffice @gmail.com>; Chang, Sam <Sam.Chan uc.texas.gov>
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 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, Feb 9, 2017 at 1:20 PM,’ Cﬁang, Sam <Sz'1.m.Chang_@A puc.texas.g6v> wrote:
Les, Christiaan:

ik

| Are these three dates workable for the pre-hearing conference?
1
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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,.chang@puc.texas.goy

4

-

e 4
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 masage 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 deléte it and notlfy 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.

Ed

]
¢

Lot
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Siano, Christiaan , . »
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 9, 2017, at 2:15 PM,* Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov> wrote:,

H

Correct. . ' J -

From: Siano, Christiaan [mailto:Christiaan. Slano@_oguc texas gov] ) )
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 2:14 PM '
To: Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.tekas.gov>; Les Romo <lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference dates . '

a

EI

WARNING: EXTERNAL SENDER Always be cautious when clicking links or opening
attach ments NEVER provxde your user ID or password.

El

Assuming notice’is proper?

From: Chang, Sam [Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov] o )
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:06 PM

To: Siano, Christiaan; Les Romo .

Subject: RE: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehedring conference dates

‘Also, | was thinking about making the intervention deadlines the same. «

From Slano, Chnstlaan lmallto Chnstlaan Slano@oguc texas. go V] L

Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 1:42 PM .
To: Les Romo <lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com>; Chang, Sam <Sam.Chan uc.texas.gov>
Subject: RE: Suburban Utility rate case - Prehearing conference dates’ :

N

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.lawofflce@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

1
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£

. These dates work for me.

¥

On Thy, Feb 9, 2017 at 1:20 PM, Chang, Sam <Sam.Chang@puc.texas.gov> wrote:
Les, Christiaan: S

Are these three dates workable for the pre-hearing conference?
1. :March 27th :

2. March 28th

3. March 29th

5

Sam Chang

Legal Division*

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

P.O. Box 13326

(512) 936-7261 .
(512) 936-7268 (facsimile)
sam.chang@puc.texas.gov

Law Office of Les Romo i
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 upen the contents of this message or its
attachments, if any, is strictly prohibited. .

.
[

+
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‘Siano, Christiaan ’

From: “ Les Romo <lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com> ”
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2017 11:07 AM
-To: Quinn, Cassandra
Cc: Siano, Christiaan
Subject: : ; Re: 46674 - Word version of 1st set to OPUC -
Attachments: Suburban Utility's First RFIs to OPUC.rtf

Here are my client Suburban Utility Company, Inc.'s First RFIs 6 the Office of Public Interest Counsel in Word
format. Let me know if you have any problems ) - ..

On Wed, Feb 22,2017 at10:17 AM, Quinn, Cassandra <Cassandra.Quinn@épuc.texas.gov> wrote:

#

Mr. Romo,

E}

| was just following up on Christiaan’s request below. "Could you please send us a Word version of Suburban’s 1" set of
RFls to OPUC? : . o F

Thank you, ° ' T

Cassandra

Cassandra Quinn

Office of Public Utility1Cour;sel

1701 Congress‘Avenue, Suite 9-18&)"
P.0. Box 12397

Austin, Texas 78711-2397.
(512) 936-7534 (Direct)
(512) 936-7525 (Fax)

cassandra.quinn@opuc.texas.gov

A

64



Attachment Suburban RFP-1-25
Page 21 of 31’

From: Siano, Christiaan

Sent: Friday, February 17, 2017 1:16 PM l
To: Lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com

Cc: Quinn, Cassandra .

Subject: RFIs in Word

" "

ke
-

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

-

Thank you, .

Christiaan ; Lo

Law Office of Les Romo
102 West Morrow Street, Suite 202
P.O. Box 447 L
Georgetown, Texas 78627 )
(512) 868-5600; Fax: (512) 591-7815 * .
This message and its attachments, if any, may contain confidential information which is legally pri]vﬂeged and intended for the recipient’s eyes 6nly.' 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 strietly prohibited.
. L1

ES
0

!
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SOAR DOCKET NO. 473-17-2457.WS.
PUC DOCKET NO. 46674
APPLICATION OF SUBURBAN ° § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE
UTILITY COMPANY, INe. FOR OF )
AUTHORITY TO CHANGE RATES § ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS  »
— § '

TO: The Office of Public Utility Counsel, by and through Chnstlaan Siano, Assxstant 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. Admin. 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 Administfative Hearings,
SUBURBAi\I UTIL[T\:( COMPANY, INC. ("SUBURBAN") requests thatthe Office of PUBLI§ 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

-

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

.

* the receipt of these requests.

™
All deﬁmtlons 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 Hearmgs (SOAH)
and the presiding Administrative Law Judge's orders shall apply-to these Request for Information ("RFIs")
Uriless writtén requests for clarification are recelved by the undersigned, it shall be presumed that all
requests are fully and comp]ete]y 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 QOCuruent. It shall only be necessary to describe the

L3

document by identifying the page and volume of the rdte change applic_atiou 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 from SUBURBAN, If the requested do¢ument

is found in the public recoros of the PUC or other governmental agency, the answering party shall describe
* the exact location, file name and custodian iérom_ whom the specific referenced document can be obtained.

These queéﬁons are continuing in nature, and if there is any relevant change in circumstances, the

" OPUCisto .submit an amended and/or Supplemented answer under oath to supplement each of its
original answers to these questions. Please state the name of the witnesses) in this cause who will

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

ks 1
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*

Respectfully submitted this _ day of February, 2017,

LesRomo
State Bar No. 17225800
' Law Office ofLes Romo )
102 west Morrow Street, Suite 202 '
P.O. Box 447 R
Georgetown, Texas 78627
. lesromo.lawoffice@gmail.com
Tel, 512.868-55600; Fax 512.591-7815 .

" ATTORNEY FOR SUBURBAN UTILITY COMPANY, INC,,

’ : CERTIF1CATE OF SERVICE

1. hereby certify that a true and correct copy of these Requesfs for Infonnation were served on all réquired partie:
on this _ day of February, 2017. . ; ’
v[ -
LesRomo
4
X -
2 Y
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SUBURBAN'S FIRST
REQUEST FOR INFORMA nON TO THE OPUC

L
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 "representatwe" means any and all agents, employees, servants,

" officers, directors, attomeys, or other persons acting or purporting to act on your behalf.
;

3. As used herein, the term "person" means any natural individual in any capacity
whatsoever or any entity or organization, including divisions, departments and other units therein,
and shall include, but not be limited to, a public or private corporation, partnership, joint venture, .
voluntary or unincorporated assotiation, organization, proprietorship, trust, estate, governmental
agency, commission, bureau, municipality or department.

* ) M . . . 03 A
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, memorandum (including any
memorandum or réport of a meeting or conversation), invoice, bill, order form, receipt, financial
statement, accounting entry, diary, calendar, telex, telegram, cable, facsimile transmission, report,
record, contract, agreement, study, handwritten note, draft, working paper, chart, paper, print,
laboratory recofd, drawing, sketch, graph, index, list, tape, photograph, microfilm, data sheet or
data’processing card, computer tape or disk, or any other written, recorded, transcribed, punched,
taped, filmed or graphic matter, however prdduced or reproduced, which is in your possession,
custody or control, or which has been, but is no longer, in your possession, custody, 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.

. N . i » *

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, dlalogues, dlscussmns, interviews, consultations, agreements and
other understandmgs between or among two OF MOte Persons. ¥

"

6. As used herem the terms “identification," "identify," or "identity," when used in
reference to: (a) a natural individual- requlre you to staté his or her full name and residential and
business address; (b) a corporation - require you to state its full corporate name and any names
under which it does business, its state of incorporation, the address of its principal place of
business, and the addresses of all of its offices; (c) a business - require you to state the full name
or style under which the business is conducted, its business address or addresses, the types of
‘businesses in which it is engaged the geographic afeas in which it conducts those business, and
the 1dent1ty ofthe person or persons 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; () a comrunication - require you, if any part of the communication was
written, to identify the document or documents which refer to or evidence the communication,

7

3
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and, to'the extent that the communication was non-written, to identify the persons participating in
the commumcatlon and to state the date, manner, place and substance of the commumcatlon

7. As used 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. Asused herein, the term "PUC" means the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality. s
' . ‘ I
. INSTRUCTIONS

4
*

4 1)
1. With respect to each request, in addition to supplying 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 documént; (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 iiformation responsive to any of the interrogatories .
is privileged, state in response 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. Anyanswer stating the requested document or information will be provided only in |
prefiled testlmony is insufficient and violates the discovery fules covering these proceedings.
SUBURBAN is interested in learning what documents or information underlies and supports the
opinions and facts the Opposing Party will be presenting at trial in‘its prefiled testimony. This
information must be presented before prefiled testimony and supplemented up to the trial

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

%

. ill.
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

-4
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. .-
5
L4

reasonable and necessary rate case expense should 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 case’expense.

-

H

&

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 spec1ﬁc reasons for disallowing
any expense. *

('S

REQUEST NO. 4 Please indicate what measures the OPUC and its Staff have taken in their

analysis to fix an overall level of reventie that will permit SUBURBAN a reasonable opportunity

to earn a reasonable return on its invested capital used and useful in rendering service to thé public t
over and above its reasonable and necessary operating expenses and will preserve the ﬁnanc1al

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 Rate/TariffChange Application, please indicate the
reasons for the difference and the amount of the difference.

REQUEST NO.6 Ifthe net invested capital, or rate base; that 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 7 Please indicate any quality of service boncems 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 concern 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 SUBURBAN not be allowed

to recover the revenue requirement to perform necessary operational 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 SOAR ALJ and by the PUC.

REQUEST NO. 9 Please provide the underlynng rules and prov131ons 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 Texas Water Code,
if any, as well as any other legal precedent, law or rule that you claim supports any claim by the
QPUC 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.

REQUEST NO. 11 Please explain in detail how SUBURBAN'S c'apital structure is atypical of
other regulated investor owned utilities in the State of Texas, and give specific examples to support
this testlmony if the OPUC is making or plans to make such claim. *

REQUEST N 0."12 Please identify each component of SUBURBAN as set forth in its proposed

plan of improvements, repairs and upgrades that the OPUC c]ai}ns is not necessary andlor needed
in order for the company to provide continuous and adequate water service to its customers. .
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4

REQUEST NO. 13 Provide the sources offunding 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 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 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

REQUEST No. 15 Please identify any and all commumcatlons that the OPUC and its Staff,
including its attorneys, have had with any persons, any water and sewer utilities and districts of any
kmd 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 ariy 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 demonstrative evidence to be used by the OPUC at the final hearing in this case, trial.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.2 Prov1de 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 documents
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 OPUC's Staff and its attorneys

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.3 Provide copies of all documents, studies, reports,
compilations, computer programs (with associated data bases), charts, diagrams, maps, pictures, text
books and other tangible materials reviewed by each testlfymg expert witness for the OPUC used
or relied upon by that expert witness in formulatmg 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 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 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 ldentlfy which expert witness rev1ewed 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-testlfymg 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 witnéss"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 Court's holding in Daubert
v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceutical:s', Inc., 509, U. S. 579, 113 S. Ct. 2786 (1993). With respect to each

6
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™

. produced or identified items, please identify which on-testifying expert reviewed the item and with
which opinion of the OPUC's expert witness the item is associated.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6 Provide copies of all documentation in the possesswn
‘or control of the OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any cost, tax, assessment or expense in
SUBURBAN's 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 SUBURBAN's proposed water utlhty 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 document and this oplmon evidence at trial. o8

‘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
SUBURBAN's proposed 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 SUBURBAN's proposed capital
structure is inappropriate for watér 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 document and this opinion evidence at trial.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10 Provide copies of all documentation in the’ possess1on
or control of the OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any of SUBURBAN's proposed Tate 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
dociiment and this opinion evidence at trial.

i3

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11 Prov1de copies of all documentation in the possession -
or control ofthe OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any of SUBURBAN's proposed rate of
return on any component of its capital structure is inappropriate for water utility ratemaking 3
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 do¢umentation in the possession
or control of the OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate that any component of SUBURBAN's
proposed 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

gt
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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 posséssion
or control of the OPUC and its Staff that demonstrate 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: ‘ f

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 15 Provide copies of all documentation in the possesswn
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 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
SUBURBAN's water utility plant which are in SUBURBAN' plans for improvement in this case
are not riecessary and needed; and identify how SUBURBAN can obtain the necessary funding to
make the upgrades, 1mprovements 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 the conipany can make
improvements to SUBURBAN's 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 provisions of the Texas
Water Code without 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 demonstrate 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 possessxon
or control ofthe OPUC and its Staff regarding any watet utility cost of service allocations proposed
by SUBURBAN that the OPUC and its Staff claim are incorrect or otherwise inappropriate for
ratemakmg 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
opmlon evidence at trial. _— .

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20 Provide copies 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 spec1ﬁ<:1ty
the challenged allocation and the expert witness that w111 sponsor that document and this opinion
evidence at trial, .

+
¢

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 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 noed for a customer rate surcharge to make necessary capital improvements to its

8
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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 Staff's responses to the following numbered SUBURBAN Réquest 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 know or presume that relate and/or were used to support or

. were reviewed in the process of the OPUC Staff attorney's testimony and/or stated positions as

" well as the OPUC's and its Staff's responses to the Request for Inforrﬁation listed above.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 25 Please provide copxes of any and all

. correspondence, memoranda, letters, emails, documents, notes, messages, and any other

matefials 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 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, and any othet 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
proceedmg, and that in any way relate, refer and pertain to SUBURBAN and its affiliates during ,
the past three (3) years.

' . V.
REQUESTS FOR DISCLOSURE

-

* Please disclose the information and material described in Tex. R. Civ. Proc. 194.2(a5, ®),
(c), (e), (t) and (3. [Copy of the applicable provisions of the rule are inserted below.]

TRCP 194.2. kequests for Disclosures.

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

(a) the correct names of the parties to the lawsuit;

T

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

() the legal theories and. in general, the factual bases of the responding party's claims 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 knowledge of relevant . .
facts, and a brief statement of each identified person's connection with the case; ' s

- (t) for any testifyi;:g expert:
(1) the expert's name, address, and teléphone number; -

(2) the subject matter on which the expert will testify;

¥
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(3) the general substance of the expert's mental impressions and opinions and a brief
summary of the basis for them, or if the expert is not retained by, emploxed 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
respondmg party:

(A)all décuments tangible things, reports, models, or data commletlons 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 fesume and bibliography;
(1) arly witness statements described in Rule 192.3(h).

&
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