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DOCKET NO. 52321

APPLICATION OF THE ELECTRIC § BEFORE THE
RELIABILITY COUNCIL OF TEXAS, INC. § i ) )
FOR A DEBT OBLIGATION ORDER e & SRR ' .

. ” L "OMMISSION
UNDER PURA CHAPTER 39, § FHBLEC STTLETY SO
SUBCHAPTER M, AND REQUEST FOR A § e g
GOOD CAUSE EXCEPTION § S

RESPONSE TO ORDER NO. 3
REQUIRING INTERVENOR CLARIFICATION

DOCKET NO. 52322

APPLICATION OF THE ELECTRIC §
RELIABILITY COUNCIL OF TEXAS, INC. §
FOR A DEBT OBLIGATION ORDERTO § BEFORE THE

FINANCE UPLIFT BALANCES UNDER §
PURA CHAPTER 39, SUBCHAPTER N, § PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

FOR AN ORDER INITIATING A §
PARALLEL DOCKET, AND FOR A GOOD § OF TEXAS
CAUSE EXCEPTION §

| §

RESPONSE TO ORDER NO. 3
REQUIRING INTERVENOR CLARIFICATION

COME NOW, Miguel A. Huerta, counsel for the Coalition of Competitive Retail Electric
Providers (“CCR”) and Stephen Gibelli, the Chief Legal Officer for LPT LLC and file this, their
joint response to Order No. 3 in both Docket No. 52321 and 52322.

Due to a miscommunication between counsel, LPT both filed its own intervention and was
added to the list of companies participating in these dockets through the Coalition of Competitive
Retail Electric Providers. LPT LLC wishes to participate in these proceedings as a member of the

Coalition of Competitive Retail Electric Providers represented by Miguel A. Huerta and

withdraws the request to intervene as a party individually.




Respectfully Submitted,

Miguel A. Huerta
State Bar No. 00787733

THE LAW OFFICE OF MIGUEL A.
HUERTA, PLLC

7500 Rialto Blvd., Ste. 250

Austin, Texas 78735

512-502-5544 (Telephone)
512-532-0757 (Facsimile)
miguel@mbhuertalaw.com

ATTORNEY FOR THE COALITION OF
COMPETITIVE RETAILERS
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Stephen Gibelli

Stephen Gibelli

Chief Legal Officer

LPT LLC

954-864-1519 (Telephone)
sgibelli@libertypowercorp.com

ATTORNEY FOR LPT LLC

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to Order No. 2 in this proceeding, “filing a document on the Commission' s Interchange will

also constitute service of the document on all parties to this proceeding, such that a separate email
serving the document will not be required.” Therefore separate service was not sent to the parties.
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Miguel A. Huerta




