
Response to Plea to Jxdn & Motion to Quash 
 
 

1 

CAUSE NO. 19198A 
 

IN RE CLAUD JORDAN   §  IN THE DISTRICT COURT 
      § 
      §  OF KERR COUNTY, TEXAS 
      § 
      §  216th JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
 
 

PETITIONER’S RESPONSE TO RESPONDENT’S PLEA TO THE JURISDICTION, 
MOTIONS TO QUASH AND FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER, AND BRIEF IN SUPPORT 

 
 

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

 COMES NOW, Petitioner CLAUD JORDAN (hereafter “Petitioner” or “Jordan”), and 

file this his Petitioner’s Response to Respondent’s Plea to the Jurisdiction, Motions to Quash and 

for Protective Order, and Brief in Support and would respectfully show as follows: 

I. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 For over a year the City of Ingram (“City”) has carried out a discriminatory campaign of 

harassment against Councilmember Claud Jordan in retaliation for his constitutionally-protected 

exercise of free speech questioning the mismanagement of the City’s wastewater system.  The 

campaign evolved from a generalized program targeting Ingram businesses who questioned the 

fairness of selectively charging tap fees of $5,000 while allowing dozens to connect for free, to a 

targeted operation that by early-2018 had City officials undertaking a civil conspiracy to 

knowingly provide false information to the Kerr County Sheriff, District Attorney, and Federal 

Bureau of Investigation in an effort to have Jordan prosecuted for felony theft.  In their efforts to 

silence Jordan’s opposition and plea for greater transparency, city officials appeared ready and 

willing to break the law and subject themselves to criminal penalties.  One must ask, why?        

 To understand the genesis behind the City’s motive to undertake this retaliatory 

campaign, one must necessarily look to the City’s gross mismanagement of the USDA and 

TWDB-funded construction of the Ingram wastewater system complained of by Jordan.  While 

any potential suit by Jordan would not seek to globally litigate all issues surround the financing, 

bidding, construction and administration of the City’s system, along with the City’s efforts to fire 

those with access to the truth, Jordan’s story must necessarily start at the beginning.     

Eunavae Tonroy, Deputy

Filed 4/29/2019 11:21 AM
Dawn Kay Lantz
District Clerk - Kerr County, TX
By:
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II. Introduction 

1. Petitioner is Claud Jordan, a resident of the City and an elected member of the City 

Council since May 2015.  Respondents are the City of Ingram, Texas and Mark Bosma, City 

Administrator for Ingram, Texas (“Bosma”), collectively referred to as “Respondents”.   

2. On March 13, 2019, Petitioner filed his Petition for Pre-Suit Oral Deposition requesting 

the Court order the oral deposition of Bosma.  On March 14, 2019 the Court entered an Order 

Setting Oral Hearing for April 17, 2019 at 1:30 p.m. 

3. Counsel for Respondents requested to postpone the hearing to accommodate previously 

scheduled matters, resulting in the hearing on Petitioner’s claim being reset to April 30, 2019. 

4. On April 22, 2019, Petitioner filed his First Amended Petition for Pre-Suit Oral 

Deposition amending the Petition to include new information disclosed for the first time by 

counsel for Respondents after Petitioner’s March 13th filing.   

5. At the same time counsel for Petitioner transmitted a courtesy copy to counsel for 

Respondents, counsel inquired as to what agreements on evidence could be reached that would 

avoid the necessity of subpoenaing City staff, which read as follows: 

“I was hoping you and I might visit to explore what stipulations of fact and 
agreements on evidence we could come to in lieu of my having to subpoena Mr. 
Bosma, Ms. Breckenridge, and Mr. Griffin for the morning of the 30th.” 
 

A true and correct copy of the correspondence between the Parties’ counsels is attached as 

Exhibit A.  Counsel for Respondents offered no response concerning Byron Griffin’s scheduling 

conflict for the week of April 30th until the filing of the Motion to Quash on April 24, 2019.   

6. Respondents did, however, file their Plea to the Jurisdiction on April 24, 2019, which has 

been set by agreement along with Petitioner’s Rule 202 request for April 30, 2019 at 8:30 a.m. 

7. On April 25, 2019 counsel for the parties continued their dialogue concerning the 

subpoenas issued to Bosma and Breckenridge, the City’s custodian of records.  Upon learning of 

Mr. Griffin’s conflict, Petitioner withdrew his subpoena.  See Petitioner’s First Advisory to the 

Court and Response to Emergency Motion to Quash. 

8. Petitioner the filed his Second Amended Petition for Pre-Suit Oral Deposition in response 

to Respondents’ Plea to the Jurisdiction, which by challenging the jurisdictional allegations of 

any potential claim which could be asserted, encourages Petitioner to present more information 

and allegations than Rule 202 would otherwise require. 
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9. Petitioner seeks to secure the testimony of Bosma for two purposes; first, to preserve or 

perpetuate Bosma’s testimony in the event the witness becomes unavailable, and second, to 

investigate circumstances to evaluate whether legal action could be warranted or meritorious. 

10. Petitioner requests that the Court deny Respondents’ Motion to Quash Subpoenas and 

Motion for Protective Orders for Stephanie Breckenridge and Mark Bosma, deny Respondents’ 

Plea to the Jurisdiction, and grant Petitioner’s Second Amended Petition for Pre-Suit Oral 

Deposition of Ingram City Administrator Mark Bosma.  

11. Petitioner acknowledges to the Court that the filing of hundreds of pages of pleadings, 

exhibits, responses, motions, advisories, and proposed orders appears to contradict the express 

purpose of using Rule 202 to investigate the potential merits of a claim prior to the filing of 

litigation which may be both costly and time-consuming for the parties.  It is Petitioner’s intent 

to “measure twice and cut once” before making a determination on whether to pursue litigation.     

III.  Facts 

12 Claud Jordan owns multiple parcels of property within the City, is a resident of the City, 

and operates his company Bennett Jordan Septic Company within the City.  Jordan is a ditch-

digger, and is proud of the blue-collar work he performs.  One of Jordan’s properties is located at 

106 Ingram Loop, which consists of a residential structure and a shed (sometimes referred to in 

exhibits as a “shack”) in the back for garage and workshop uses.  While there is also a mailbox 

for 104 Ingram Loop on the same property, 104 and 106 exist on a single parcel of property (“the 

Property”).  A true and correct copy of the Kerr County Appraisal District map for the Property 

(KCAD ID #16767) included in Ingram Police Department Incident Report #1800263 is attached 

as Exhibit B.   

13. The City of Ingram is a small municipality with a population less than 2,000 located in 

Kerr County, Texas.  Before 2005 most of the properties in the city discharged their wastewater 

into septic tanks.  In 2005, the City received grants and loans totaling $4.47 Million from the 

U.S. Dept. of Agriculture (“USDA”), Texas Water Development Board (“TWDB”), and Texas 

Department of Agriculture (“TDA”) to construct a wastewater collection system.  Septic tanks 

would be gradually phased out as properties switched over to the wastewater system.  The City 

refers to this first stage of the project as “Phase I”.  Phase I of the project was intended to 

connect residential, commercial, municipal, and other users.  See Congressional Inquiry 

Response Letter dated July 31, 2017 attached hereto as Exhibit Z. 
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14. Upon information and belief, the Ingram City Attorney who managed the grant 

application was Danny Edwards.  Upon information and belief, Mr. Edwards’ son-in-law Randy 

Winston was hired as the City’s engineer for the wastewater project and his firm, Sigler, 

Winston, Greenwood & Associates were paid significant fees for work performed on the project.   

15. The City received additional grants and loans totaling $5.249 Million from the USDA 

and TWDB to further expand the wastewater system.  The City calls this “Phase II”, and it was 

also intended to include residential, commercial, municipal and other users.  See Exhibit Z.  

Despite this fact, as recently as 2018 City Secretary Stephanie Breckenridge provided a sworn 

statement to the Ingram Police Department seeking to charge Jordan with felony theft that read 

“we [the City] were only providing service to residential properties during Phase II.”  A true and 

correct copy of Stephanie Breckenridge’s sworn statement to the Ingram Police Department is 

attached as Exhibit C. 

16. In October 2005 the City entered into an Interlocal Agreement for Wholesale Wastewater 

Service (“Interlocal Agreement”) with the city of Kerrville (“Kerrville”), under which Kerrville 

would receive, treat and dispose of the City’s wastewater.  A true and correct copy of the 

Interlocal Agreement is attached as Exhibit D.  Section 2.02, captioned “Ingram Customer 

Classes,” identified two classes: 

 (a) residential (one and two unit family residences), and 

 (b) commercial (all business types, including apartments). 

17. Section 2.07 of the Interlocal Agreement, captioned “Customer Service Agreements” 

defines them as an agreement executed by all Ingram retail wastewater customers prior to any 

connection being made to the system. 

18. Phase I of the wastewater system provided at least twenty (20) commercial properties 

with connections to the City’s system in 2011 and 2012.  Not a single one of those properties 

paid a tap or connection fee to the City for accessing their system.  A true and correct copy of the 

March 2012 East Side Wastewater Service Area Preliminary Engineering Study prepared by 

Hewitt Engineering, Inc. and presented to the Ingram City Council in 2012 is attached as Exhibit 

K.  Upon information and belief, the City has not pursued felony theft charges against any of the 

twenty (20) business owners who connected for free during Phase I. 

19. The Riverside RV Park, located at 211 Old Ingram Loop, is a commercial property 

containing twenty-two (22) RV sites offering full hookups and amenities.  On July 1, 2011 Mr. 
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Wunsch submitted his Customer Service Agreement for commercial service to the City; which 

was approved by City Secretary Breckenridge and assessed no tap or connection fees.  A true 

and correct copy of Riverside RV Park’s Customer Service Agreement is attached as Exhibit E. 

20. The Old Ingram Gallery, located at 210 Old Ingram Loop, is a commercial property 

owned by Lavinia Schlabach, who upon information and belief was the sister-in-law of the then-

Mayor Monroe Schlabach.  On July 18, 2011 Ms. Schlabach submitted her Customer Service 

Agreement for commercial service to the City; which was approved by City Secretary 

Breckenridge and assessed no tap or connection fees.  A true and correct copy of the Old Ingram 

Gallery’s Customer Service Agreement is attached as Exhibit F. 

21. Neu-Mart #5, located at 3269 Junction Highway, is a commercial property owned by 

Mike Neutze and operating as a convenience store/food mart.  On February 22, 2012 Mr. Neutze 

submitted his Customer Service Agreement for commercial service to the City; which was 

approved by City Secretary Breckenridge and assessed no tap or connection fees.  A true and 

correct copy of Neu-Mart #5’s Customer Service Agreement is attached as Exhibit G. 

22. Prior to October 2, 2012, the following non-residential properties are known or believed 

to have connected to the City’s system as commercial properties (as defined by the Kerrville 

Interlocal Agreement, see Exhibit D) without paying any tap or connection fees to the City: 

 (a)  Ingram Elementary School (connected April 12, 2011); 

 (b) Ingram I.S.D. Rock House (connected April 12, 2011); 

 (c) Ingram Bus Barn (connected April 12, 2011) 

 (d) HCTC (connected April 13, 2011); 

 (e) Double L Ranch & Feed (connected May 17, 2011); 

 (f) HCTC – Old Ingram Loop (connected June 4, 2011); 

 (g) Diamond 4W - 3260 Junction Hwy (connected June 25, 2011); 

 (h) Diamond 4W – 3262 Junction Hwy (connected June 25, 2011); 

 (i) Southwest Elegance (connected July 11, 2011); 

 (j) By the River RV Park (connected August 15, 2011); 

 (k) Ingram V.F.D. (connected August 31, 2011);  

 (l) Woodbury Taxidermy (connected October 11, 2011); and 

 (m) Chosen Spot (connected December 15, 2011). 
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A true and correct copy of a list of the City of Ingram Non-Residential Wastewater Accounts as 

prepared by the City is attached as Exhibit H. 

23. Upon information and belief, the City has not ever sought to recover any of the $122,000 

in lost connection and tap fees from those twenty business owners (shifting those costs to other 

system users), nor has the City listed those twenty business owners’ names and addresses in a 

publicly available City Council document, nor has the City investigated or pursued felony theft 

charges against any of the owners above for connecting to the City’s system. 

24. On October 2, 2012, the City Council voted to establish a “Wastewater System Access 

Fee, Tap Fees & Rates” schedule for commercial properties.  A true and correct copy of the 

minutes from the October 2, 2012 Ingram City Council meeting are attached as Exhibit I.  It sets 

the wastewater system access fee at $5,000 which includes one tap at the city’s discounted rate.  

Any additional taps will be $1,200 per 4” and 6” tap, plus the cost of the manhole, if required. 

25. The City amended their wastewater ordinance multiple times in the following years, with 

the Ordinance 2015-1 (adopted on May 19, 2015) codifying into Chapter 13 of the City’s 

Utilities Code the most current version of the City’s wastewater regulations.  [see Respondent’s 

Plea to the Jurisdiction ¶ 7 and 8, citing Respondent’s Exhibits B and C.] 

26. Despite the subsequent amendments and codifications occurring after October 2, 2012, 

the City permitted at least nine (9) additional commercial properties to connect to the City’s 

system after adoption of the mandatory fees in October 2012 without paying the mandatory 

$5,000 connection and tap fees.  See Exhibit H.  Petitioner contends that the true number of 

businesses who connected without paying tap or connection fees is much higher. 

27. On February 15, 2013 the commercial property located at 128 Old Ingram Loop (Perfect 

Surroundings) was connected to the City’s system before receiving approval from the City and 

without the payment of the mandatory $5,000 fees.  See Exhibit H.  On February 28, 2013 the 

owner of 128 Old Ingram Loop submitted a Customer Service Agreement, marking the property 

as commercial, and was charged only a $25 new account fee.  A true and correct copy of 

Stephanie Miller’s Customer Service Agreement is attached as Exhibit J.  Upon information and 

belief, Ms. Miller (the property owner) has not been invoiced for $5,000 nor has she been 

investigated by the Ingram Police Department for felony theft of services. 

28. On February 28, 2014 the commercial property located at 218 Old Ingram Loop (Deep in 

the Heart) was connected to the City’s system without the payment of the mandatory $5,000 
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fees.  See Exhibit H.  Upon information and belief, Lisa Reyna (the property owner) has not 

been invoiced for $5,000 nor has she been investigated by the Ingram Police Department for 

felony theft of services 

29. On August 1, 2014, the commercial property located at 100 Old Ingram Loop (Copper 

Cactus) was connected to the City’s system without payment of the mandatory $5,000 fees.  See 

Exhibit H.  Upon information and belief, Darrin Potter (the property owner) has not been 

invoiced for $5,000 nor has he been investigated by the Ingram Police Department for felony 

theft of services 

30. On October 31, 2014 the commercial property located at 214 Old Ingram Loop (Blue 

Moon Antiques) was connected to the City’s system without payment of the mandatory $5,000 

fees.  See Exhibit H.  Upon information and belief, Caroline Rominger (the property owner) has 

not been invoiced for $5,000 nor has she been investigated by the Ingram Police Department for 

felony theft of services 

31. On January 1, 2015 the commercial property located at 3337 Junction Highway 

(Ferguson Trucking & Materials) was connected to the City’s system without payment of the 

mandatory $5,000 fees.  See Exhibit H.  Upon information and belief, Bart Ferguson (the 

property owner) has not been invoiced for $5,000 nor has he been investigated by the Ingram 

Police Department for felony theft of services 

32. On March 1, 2015 the commercial property located at 200 Highway 39 (Gems of the Hill 

Country) was connected to the City’s system without payment of the mandatory $5,000 fees.  

See Exhibit H.  Upon information and belief, the property owner has not been invoiced for 

$5,000 nor has he been investigated by the Ingram Police Department for felony theft of services 

33. On June 26, 2015 the commercial property located at 605 Main Street (The Main Street 

Group) was connected to the City’s system without payment of the mandatory $5,000 fees.  See 

Exhibit H.  Upon information and belief, the property owner has not been invoiced for $5,000 

nor has she been investigated by the Ingram Police Department for felony theft of services 

34. The City knew in 2012 when setting the tap fees that at least forty-three (43) commercial 

properties were connected during Phase I or were to be connected during Phase II.  See Exhibit 

K.  It is undisputed that the City permitted certain commercial properties to connect to the 

system without paying the tap and connection fees now sought from Petitioner Jordan. 
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35. Hewitt Engineering, Inc.’s analysis presented during the City Council’s October 2, 2012 

meeting demonstrates that $122,825.80 in “unrecoverable” fees were lost by the City by virtue of 

the twenty (20) commercial properties who connected to the system in Phase I.  See Exhibit K.  

Despite this loss, and upon information and belief, the City did not pursue to recover any 

connection fees from the twenty commercial property owners nor did the City pursue felony theft 

charges for the connections at issue. 

36. A review of the applications submitted by Jordan clearly demonstrate that he sought to 

fully comply with all applicable rules governing the administration of the wastewater program.  

On July 19, 2011 the City accepted Customer Service Agreements for Jordan’s properties located 

at 201 McNeil Street and 201 4th Street led to successful connections for both properties in Phase 

I. A true and correct copy of Jordan’s Customer Service Agreements for 201 McNeil and 201 4th 

Street are attached as Exhibits L and M.   

37. Notably, Jordan opted-in to the customer confidentiality provisions of the Customer 

Service Agreement pursuant to the Texas Utilities Code prohibiting the City from disclosing 

personal information in a customer’s account record to third-parties.  See Exhibits L and M.  

Upon information and belief, the City breached these agreements by disclosing confidential 

information concerning Mr. Jordan to third parties not eligible to receive such information. 

38. In April 2014, Jordan’s tenant residing at 106 Ingram Loop (owned by Jordan) submitted 

the Customer Service Agreement to facilitate connection of the Property during the Phase II 

construction taking place.  A true and correct copy of the Customer Service Agreement for 106 

Ingram Loop is attached as Exhibit N. 

39. The residential structure and shed located on the parcel at 104/106 Ingram Loop were 

connected to the City’s wastewater system on or about July 30, 2014; with the City’s contractor 

directing and controlling the installation.   

40. The City’s contractor Jose Flores provided a statement to the Ingram Police Department 

and represented that the contractor’s list for properties eligible for a connection showed both 104 

and 106 Ingram Loop as “application received.”  Any error on the part of the City in providing 

false information to their contractor is no fault of Jordan.  A true and correct copy of Flores’ 

statement is attached as Exhibit O, part of Ingram Police Department Incident Report #1800263.   
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41. Jordan’s property at 104/106 Ingram Loop is similarly situated to dozens of other Ingram 

properties (containing both a residential and commercial structure on the same parcel) that 

connected to the system between 2011 and 2014 without paying connection or tap fees.     

42. As a professional ditch-digger, Jordan was notably upset with the quality of the work 

performed on the Property by the City’s contractors, and he was vocal in sharing his displeasure 

with friends, neighbors and city staff.  The contractor’s poor quality work across the City, 

performed by unlicensed plumbers without sufficient training or experience, was the “straw that 

broke the camel’s back” and led to Jordan raising more questions concerning City Hall. 

43. Jordan’s experience led to increased involvement in the late-2014 with other Ingram 

business owners who shared his concerns about the apparent waste and mismanagement of the 

wastewater project by the City and its contractor.  Jordan began expressing his concerns to 

friends, neighbors, customers and City staffers; including asking questions of key individuals 

with knowledge of the City’s internal financial controls.   

44. Upon information and belief, in late-2014 the City began a purge of full- and part-time 

staffers with access to the City’s financial records; including Dene Huffaker 

(treasurer/bookkeeper fired in Sept. ’14), Cathy Ryder (office assistant fired in Oct. ’14), 

Geraldine Rodriguez (bookkeeper fired in Dec. ’14), and Linda Jordan (office asst. resigned in 

protest Dec. ’14). 

45. 2015 continued a pattern of upheaval and turnover at the City, as their City Attorney 

resigned in January 2015 and the City Manager Stan Neuse resigned in April 2015.  Shortly 

thereafter, Claud Jordan was elected to join the Ingram City Council.  Jordan continued 

expressing concern over the perceived mismanagement of the City’s wastewater program. 

46. The City’s certified public accountants responsible for preparing the annual financial 

statements and reports of examination also began identifying significant material concerns with 

the City’s finances for the fiscal year ending in 2014.  See Klein, Kraus & Company, LLC’s 

Schedule of Findings and Questioned Costs for the Year Ended September 30, 2014, attached as 

Exhibit P, which included the following findings: 

    I.  Summary of the Auditor’s Results: 
. . . 
2.  Significant deficiencies in internal control were disclosed by the audit of the 
financial statements and were considered to be material weaknesses. 
3.  The audit did disclose noncompliance which is considered material to the 
financial statements of the auditee. 
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4.  Significant deficiencies in internal control over major programs were disclosed 
by the audit and those deficiencies were considered to be material weaknesses. 
. . . 
6.  The audit did disclose audit findings which the auditor is required to report.  
These include: 
(a) During the year USDA grant revenues were materially understated.  Many 
deposits of grant revenues were posted to cash and accounts payable.  
Expenditures were then posted to cash and accounts payable.  This resulted in a 
wash of grant revenue on the books. 
(b)  Some deposits of grant revenues were not posted on the City’s books. 
(c)  The City did not follow generally accepted accounting principles at all times. 
(d)  The City’s bookkeeper made one-legged entries into the books. 

 
The City was advised to hire personnel experienced in bookkeeping and provide for training on 

software before making major change.  Klein, Kraus and Company would not have an 

opportunity to weigh in on the City’s progress, as they were fired by the City shortly after issuing 

their report.  This began an exodus in early-2016 that indicated significant problems within City 

Hall and amongst the people who had access to information concerning the City’s finances. 

47. In January 2016, four city employees resigned, retired or were terminated within a single 

week; including the City Manager John Washburn, Chief of Police Rowan Zachary, and police 

officer Jimmy Furr.  See West Kerr Curent article dated Jan. 21, 2016 attached as Exhibit Q.  

Such a newspaper is admissible pursuant to Texas Rule of Evidence 902(6) which provides for 

the admissibility and self-authentication of newspapers and periodicals.  Upon information and 

belief, Ingram bookkeeper Betty Brown (who had been hired only three months earlier) was 

terminated the same week; fired on the spot at City Hall by then-Mayor James Salter after he 

received a call from City Secretary Stephanie Breckenridge. 

48. Approximately one week later, then-Mayor James Salter also resigned.  See Kerrville 

Daily Times article dated Jan. 28, 2016 attached as Exhibit R.  Such a newspaper article is 

admissible pursuant to Texas Rule of Evidence 902(6) which provides for the admissibility and 

self-authentication of newspaper and periodicals.  

49. Just a few short months later, Mark Bosma was hired as City Administrator after a 

twenty-year career in Montgomery County, Texas.  Shortly thereafter, the City hired 

Councilmember Shirley Trees son-in-law Byron Griffin for the vacant Chief of Police position. 
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50. On June 7, 2016, the City Council hired Gregory Siebert to fill the vacant city auditor 

position and prepare the financial audit for the fiscal year ending 2015.  It would be eighteen 

months before Siebert completed the 2015 financial audit in February 2018. 

51. In October 2017, as part of his efforts to learn more about the financial mismanagement 

he believed to be occurring within the City, Jordan provided Ingram City Attorney Patrick O’Fiel 

with information indicating that the City had materially misrepresented information within their 

application to the USDA for Phase I and II grant funds. 

52. On January 16, 2018, Chief Byron Griffin and another Ingram officer were found 

trespassing on Jordan’s property by Jordan’s son, who challenged the officers’ authority to be on 

the Property. When questioned about the trespass, Griffin told Jordan “You must have made some 

enemies because the police department received a complaint on the old cars on your property 

and Jordan was going to receive a ticket.”  Upon information and belief Mr. Griffin did not 

obtain a warrant before trespassing on Jordan’s property.  The U.S. Supreme Court has held that 

a public official must obtain a search warrant before entering private property, citing specifically 

the need to do so before a code enforcement inspection.  See Michigan v. Tyler, 536 U.S. 499, 

504-508 (1978).   

53. Approximately one month later, the City’s new auditor completed his audit for fiscal year 

ending September 30, 2015 (over two years late), noting the same material concerns and 

significant deficiencies with the City’s finances observed during the previous audit over two 

years earlier.  See Gregory Siebert’s Schedule of Findings and Questioned Costs for the Year 

Ended September 30, 2015, attached as Exhibit S, which included the following findings: 

    I.  Summary of the Auditor’s Results: 
. . . 
2.  Significant deficiencies in internal control were disclosed by the audit of the 
financial statements and were considered to be material weaknesses. 
3.  The audit did disclose noncompliance which is considered material to the 
financial statements of the auditee. 
4.  Significant deficiencies in internal control over major programs were disclosed 
by the audit and those deficiencies were considered to be material weaknesses. 
. . . 
6.  The audit did disclose audit findings which the auditor is required to report.  
These include: 

• The City did not follow generally accepted accounting principles at all 
times particularly in recording accounts receivable and accounts payable 
related to the major programs. 
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The auditor noted the repeat findings from the fiscal year 2014 schedule of findings and 

questioned costs, observing that “Turnover has left the City without qualified bookkeeping staff.”  

See Exhibit S.  Jordan continued to vocally express his concerns over the City’s financial 

mismanagement. 

54. Considering the financial deficiencies identified by two separate auditors over a three-

year period, the City’s response to the report was to issue a $5,000 past due bill to Jordan for the 

wastewater connection from 2014.  Jordan received the invoice on or about March 1, 2018.  

Upon information and belief, the City did not issue invoices to any of the over forty other 

properties known to have connected without paying connection and tap fees.   

55. On April 3, 2018, the Ingram City Council held a regularly scheduled meeting with an 

agenda item reading “Regarding (FOIA) Freedom of Information Act/Open Records Requests”.  

See Ingram City Council Minutes for April 3, 2018 attached as Exhibit T.  During the meeting, 

the City Administrator and City Attorney raised concerns that requests from Jordan and others 

were “having a negative impact on the budget and the staff’s time”, despite the City incurring 

only $225 in legal costs associated with responding to the requests in the previous three months 

(which fact was not disclosed to the public or the press).  See West Kerr Curent article dated 

April 5, 2018 attached as Exhibit U.  Such a newspaper is admissible pursuant to Texas Rule of 

Evidence 902(6) which provides for the admissibility and self-authentication of newspaper and 

periodicals.  See also City Attorney Patrick O’Fiel invoices for January, February, and March 

2018 attached as Exhibit V. 

56. At the same meeting, Councilmember Shirley Trees launched an unprovoked attack upon 

Jordan (in violation of the Texas Open Meetings Act) accusing him of an undisclosed conflict of 

interest.  City staff made no effort to stop this blatant violation of the Open Meetings Act; instead 

allowing Trees to speak unabated. 

57. One week later, on or about April 13, 2018, counsel for Jordan spoke with City Attorney 

Patrick O’Fiel concerning the Open Meetings Act violation and unresolved conflict of interest 

issue.  O’Fiel represented to Gordon that he had researched the matter, had determined there was 

no conflict of interest, and he would clear up the matter at the next meeting. 

58. Four days later, during the next City Council meeting, City Attorney O’Fiel held an 

executive session to discuss the conflict of interest matter, refused to allow Jordan to participate 

in the executive session, invited Chief Griffin to participate in the executive session in violation 
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of the Open Meetings Act, and then refused to publicly clear the accusations leveled by 

Councilmember Trees in the previous meeting.  See Ingram City Council Executive Session 

Agenda from April 17, 2018 attached as Exhibit W.  Jordan was incredibly unhappy and voiced 

his displeasure with the City Attorney and City Administrator for failing to address the 

allegations made by Trees. 

59. Two weeks later, City Administrator Mark Bosma instructed Chief Griffin to open an 

investigation of Jordan for connecting to the City’s wastewater system without paying the 

applicable tap fees.  Upon information and belief, not a single one of the over forty (40) other 

Ingram businesses that connected without paying the $5000 fee were subjected to an 

investigation by Chief Griffin.  See Exhibit O. 

60. During the course of this investigation, and upon information and belief, City officials 

knowingly made false statements to members of local, state and federal law enforcement that 

were material to an ongoing criminal investigation.  See Exhibits C and O.   

61.  When individuals knowingly make false representations to the police or other members 

of law enforcement, or when they knowingly provide false or misleading information, they can 

face criminal charges under Texas Penal Code Section 37.08, a Class B misdemeanor.  The 

statute of limitations for an indictment or information for a Class B misdemeanor is two years; 

necessitating the preservation of Mr. Bosma’s testimony as soon as reasonably practical.   

62. Upon information and belief, City staff knowingly withheld exculpatory evidence from 

the materials submitted as part of their felony investigation into Jordan for alleged theft of 

services.  Specifically: 

a. City Secretary Stephanie Breckenridge failed to disclose the dozens of commercial 
property Customer Service Agreements approved by herself and other City staff (See 
Exhibits E, F, G, J); 

b. City Secretary Stephanie Breckenridge failed to disclose the City of Ingram Non-
residential Wastewater Accounts provided by the City to the United States Federal Court 
for the Western District of Texas in October 2015 (See Exhibit H); 

c. City Secretary Stephanie Breckenridge failed to disclose the “Analysis of Costs” 
spreadsheet prepared by City staff on September 4, 2012 and October 2, 2012 attached to 
the Hewitt Engineering Study demonstrating that 23 businesses were scheduled to be 
connected during the “residential only” Phase II (see Exhibit K); and 

d. Chief Byron Griffin submitted the Hewitt Engineering Study to his investigative file, yet 
somehow the three appendix pages containing exculpatory evidence affirmatively 
demonstrating that 43 different commercial properties were connected during Phases I 
and II were removed from the report and excluded from the investigatory file (See 
Exhibit K and O). 
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63.   Ms. Breckenridge’s statement to law enforcement that “we were only providing service to 

residential properties during phase II” is especially troubling in light of the fact that in 2015 Ms. 

Breckenridge was a named party in a federal lawsuit focusing, in part, on this very question.  Ms. 

Breckenridge’s attorney, who represents Respondents in the instant proceeding, filed his Second 

Advisory to the Court clarifying the very question of whether non-commercial properties were 

connecting to the system without paying connection fees.  See Defendant’s Second Advisory to 

the Court attached as Exhibit X.   

64. Mr. Griffin’s misrepresentations to, and withholding of exculpatory evidence from, Kerr 

County law enforcement, the Kerr County District Attorney, the Texas Rangers, and the Federal 

Bureau of Investigation Agent are equally troubling.  Examples include: 

a. Mr. Griffin provided the authorities with a copy of the Commercial Engineering Study 
from 2012, but three pages of appendices containing exculpatory evidence demonstrating 
that 43 businesses were connected in Phases I & II were withheld from the authorities 
(see Exhibits K and O); 

b. In response to a question from FBI Agent Giese as to whether “there were any 
businesses’ in Ingram that had connected without any fees” Mr. Griffin “informed him 
that I was not aware of any, except for Jordan’s connection at 104 Ingram Loop (see 
Exhibit O); and 

c. Griffin represented to Giese that Phase II of was “residential only” despite 23 different 
businesses and non-residential properties connecting (See Exhibit O). 

 
Upon information and belief, Griffin acted in concert with at least one other City official, in an 

effort to maliciously prosecute Jordan by unlawful means, committed multiple overt acts in 

furtherance of these efforts, and knowingly made false statements material to multiple 

investigations concerning Jordan and the City of Ingram.  

65. The United States Supreme Court has held “When the reliability of a given witness may 

well be determinative of guilt or innocence, nondisclosure of evidence affecting credibility falls 

within this general rule.”  See Giglio v. United States, 405 U.S. 150, 154 (1972). 

66. The City’s favorable treatment of dozens of business owners listed in the records 

provided to the Court (while seeking to impose a $5,000 fee upon Jordan) demonstrates that the 

City has unfairly discriminated against Jordan, by allowing commercial properties, virtually all 

of which are larger than Jordan’s and discharge significantly more wastewater, to connect to the 

City’s wastewater system without payment of any connection or tap fees.  The City has publicly 

claimed at various times over the previous three years that (1) all commercial properties are 
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treated the same, (2) some businesses connected at the residential rate by the USDA, not the 

City, allowed them to do so, or (3) the businesses gave something of value, e.g., an easement.   

67. The City has also acknowledged that the City’s general contractor took and pocketed 

$8,000 from each of the businesses that connected properties to the City’s system before Oct. 2, 

2012, resulting in a loss of nearly $100,000 to the taxpayers. Upon information and belief, the 

City has not pursued any recovery from the City’s contractor nor pursued felony theft charges for 

permitting the Contractor to collect fees for connecting to the City’s system.    

68. The City has charged certain businesses the full $5,000 connection fee.  These businesses 

have also been unfairly discriminated against.  

69. On February 1, 2019, as Jordan’s counsel sought to learn more about his allegations 

against the City, the City’s attorney Ilse Bailey stated, “I also want to avoid litigation that would 

be expensive for the city and ultimately embarrassing for you.  Please do a little checking before 

accepting everything Claud tells you as true.”  See Email from Ilse Bailey attached as Exhibit Y.  

Petitioner now seeks to “do a little checking” before making a decision whether to file suit. 

70. On April 1, 2019, just days after the filing of Petitioner’s Rule 202 Motion, Ingram City 

Attorney Patrick O’Fiel tendered his resignation to the City Council.   

71. On April 23, 2019 the Ingram City Council met and, upon information and belief, 

authorized the filing of a civil suit against Jordan to recover the outstanding $5,000 bill.    

III.  Arguments and Authorities 

Rule 202 Petition & Plea to the Jurisdiction 

72. Because the purpose of a plea to the jurisdiction is to defeat a claim without regard to its 

merits, consideration of the plea focuses only on jurisdictional facts, not on the merits of the 

plaintiff’s claims.  E..g., Bland Inde. Sch. Dist. v. Blue, 34 S.W.3d 547, 554 (Tex. 2000).  In 

considering the plea, the Court must accept as true the facts pleaded in the plaintiff’s petition.  

E.g., Hearts Bluff Game Ranch, Inc. v. State, 381 S.W.3d 468, 476 (Tex. 2012).  The Court must 

then decide whether those facts, construed in the plaintiff’s favor, affirmatively demonstrate 

jurisdiction over the plaintiff’s claims.  Id. 

73.  In the context of a Rule 202 Petition, a slightly different analysis is warranted, as Rule 202 

does not require a potential litigant to expressly state a viable claim before being permitted to 

take a pre-suit deposition.  See, e.g., City of Houston v. U.S. Filter Wastewater Group, Inc., 190 

S.W.2d 242, 245 (Tex. App. – Houston [1st Dist.]) 2006, orig. proceeding).  However, upon the 
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filing of a plea to the jurisdiction a Petitioner is forced to provide more information than the Rule 

otherwise requires, so as to defeat the jurisdictional arguments raised in the plea. 

74. Accordingly, Petitioner files his Second Amended Petition concurrently with this 

response, clarifying the jurisdictional allegations necessary to defeat Respondents’ plea to the 

jurisdiction.  Petitioner also requests that he be afforded an opportunity to amend the pleadings in 

the event the Court determines that certain jurisdictional allegations are insufficient.   

Bosma, as a public official who may be sued in his official capacity, is not immune from 
claims that he acted ultra vires 
 
75. Governmental immunity does not bar a suit for declaratory relief against government 

officials who act ultra vires.  Tex Dep/t of Transp. V. Sefzik, 355 S.W.3d 618, 620-21 (Tex. 

2011).  Therefore, to overcome a plea to the jurisdiction asserting governmental immunity on 

behalf of a governmental actor, a plaintiff need only allege a set of facts not indisputably wrong 

that, taken as true, show that the official acted ultra vires.  See Hearts Bluff Game Ranch, Inc. 

381 S.W.3d at 476.1   

76. Underpinning all ultra vires claims is a demonstration that a government official failed to 

follow the law, or, stated another way, violated the law.  City of El Paso v. Heinrich, 284 S.W.3d 

366, 374, 378 (Tex. 2009) (holding that “the basis for the ultra vires rule is that a government 

official is not following the law” and that Heinrich’s allegation that government officials violated 

the law, if true, was within the ultra vires exception). 

77. The Supreme Court has identified a variety of ways in which a governmental actor can 

fail to follow (or violate) the law.  The official can fail to perform a ministerial duty.  State v. 

Epperson, 42 S.W.2d 228, 231 Tex. 1931) (holding that where a statute required a tax collector 

to pay from taxes all fees and commission lawfully incurred in the collection process, the tax 

collector had a ministerial duty to pay an attorney who assisted in the collection of those taxes in 

accordance with the terms of a contract conceded to be valid).  The official can misapply the law.  

Tex. Dep’t of Ins. V. Reconveyance Servs., Inc., 306 S.W.3d 256, 257, 258-59 (Tex. 2009) 

(holding that a company that provided pre-existing mortgage lien relief services could assert an 

ultra vires claim that the head of the insurance department was violating the law by concluding 

that the company could not charge for its service).  Or the official can do something that the law 

                                                
1 Even if there are genuine disputes about jurisdictional facts, the plea to the jurisdiction must be denied.  E.g., Tex. 
Dep’t of Parks & Wildlife v. Miranda, 133 S.W.3d 217, 227-28 (Tex. 2004).  The plea can be granted only if the 
evidence is undisputed or fails to raise a fact issue.  Id. at 228. 
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does not give her the authority to do.  Tex. Parks & Wildlife Dep’t v. Sawyer Trust, 354 S.W.3d 

384, 388, 393 (Tex. 2011) (holding that if a landowner could demonstrate that, contrary to the 

department’s conclusion, a stream was not navigable, the head of the department had no 

authority to claim state ownership). 

78. A common thread in these three cases is the existence of legislatively or judicially 

adopted rules sufficiently specific that a court may factually determine whether a government 

official is following or has violated the rule.  In Epperson, the Supreme Court found that a 

legislative act that imposed a duty on the county tax collector to pay all fees and commissions 

lawfully incurred in the collection of taxes was such a rule.  42 S.W.2d at 23.  The rule was 

sufficiently specific that if non-payment of a contingency fee under a valid contract was 

established, an ultra vires claim existed.  “All” means all, leaving no room for judgment.  In 

Reconveyance Services, Inc., the issue was whether statutory definitions describing what services 

the Department of Insurance could regulate had been properly understood as including obtaining 

the release of pre-existing mortgage liens.  306 S.W.3d at 257-58.  The Supreme Court 

necessarily found the definitions, once properly understood, were sufficiently specific that 

whether the head of the Department of Insurance was incorrectly following the law could be 

established from what services were bring provided, and an ultra vires claim existed.  Finally, in 

Sawyer Trust, the landowner disagreed with a finding by the Parks and Wildlife Department 

about the navigability of a stream.  354 S.W.3d at 386.  The Supreme Court recognized there was 

a sufficiently specific rule on navigability that once the facts were determined, a court could 

decide if the Parks and Wildlife Department had followed the law.  Id. at 393-94.  Therefore, in 

the Supreme Court’s view, the land owner’s challenge to the Department’s determination was an 

ulatra vires claim. 

79. Given that Reconveyance Services, Inc. and Sawyer Trust were decided after Heinrich, 

they must be understood as not involving a complaint about the exercise of discretion.  Instead, 

they are to be understood as establishing, consistent with Heinrich, that if a governmental 

official’s compliance with a rule can be established from a set of facts, without the need for 

further judgment, an ultra vires claim exists. 

80. The cases serve as a counterpoint to Klumb v. Houston Municipal Employees Pension 

System, 405 S.W.3d 204 (Tex. 2018) where the statute at issue specifically gave the Pension 

Board discretion to modify statutory definitions to correct defects, supply omissions, and 
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reconcile inconsistencies.  Id. at 1.  In that circumstances, there was no specific rule independent 

of the Pension Board’s decision against which to measure the Board’s action.  By statute, the 

Board was given discretion to devise rules for accomplishing the Board’s ultimate mission, 

unlike the rules in play in Epperson, Reconveyance Services, Inc., and Sawyer Trust. 

81. In short, if (1) a specific legal rule governs a government official’s binding 

determination; (2) the official is not expressly granted discretion to interpret and apply or to 

disregard the rule; and (3) plausible facts are alleged that, taken as true, show that the 

government official failed to apply or misapplied the rule, an ultra vires claim lies to review and 

correct the official’s action. 

Bosma disregarded the Wastewater Ordinance, Interlocal Agreement with the City of 
Kerrville, and USDA Regulations when he determined that Jordan owed $5,000 but other 
property owners did not. 
 
82. The Interlocal Agreement between the cities of Kerrville and Ingram includes Section 

10.02, titled “Ingram’s Enforcement Obligation”, and reads as follows: 

To the extent allowed by law, Ingram shall enforce all federal, state and local laws 
as they related to the development, construction, maintenance and operation of the 
Ingram Wastewater System including all pre-treatment provisions. 
 

See Exhibit D.   

83. The City’s Code Of Ordinances imposes upon the city administrator the mandatory duty 

to see that all laws, ordinances and acts of the city council, subject to enforcement by him or by 

officers subject to his discretion and supervision, are faithfully executed to the best of this 

ability.  See Ingram Code Of Ordinances Section 1.03.033(c)(5) - Powers and Duties.  

84. One engaged in rendering a service affected with a public interest, or what is known as a 

utility service, may not discriminate in charges or services as between persons similarly situated.  

This includes cities, such as the City of Ingram and it’s city administrator.  This principle is 

based in common law and constitutional law.  City of Texarkana v. Wiggins, 246 S.W.2d 622, 

624 (Tex. 1952).  The city administrator’s discriminatory practice against Jordan while ignoring 

similarly-situated customers in the same class amount to de facto discrimination prohibited by 

Texas common law and the Texas Constitution, Art. 1, Section 3, which provides “All free men, 

when they form a social compact, have equal rights, and no man, or set of men, is entitled to 

exclusive separate public emoluments, or privileges, but in consideration of public services.”  

The City of Ingram, through it’s city administrator, has denied Jordan of these rights by 
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demanding that he pay a $5,000 access fee, while allowing at thirty to forty favored business 

owners to connect for free. 

85. Respondents have intentionally treated Jordan differently from other similarly-situated 

business owners, and there is no rational basis for such treatment.  Respondents’ discrimination 

against Jordan is intentional and arbitrary, and in direct violation of the Interlocal Agreement’s 

requirement that Ingram shall enforce all federal laws, including Jordan’s right to equal 

protection of the law as guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 

Constitution.  The purpose of the equal protection clause of the Fourteenth Amendment is to 

secure every person with a State’s jurisdiction against the intentional and arbitrary 

discrimination, whether occasioned by express terms of a statute or by its improper execution 

through duly constituted agents. 

86. The wastewater ordinance imposes upon Bosma, as Ingram’s City Administrator 

(“Designated City Official”), a duty to ensure that “All customers shall be required to pay the 

rates established by the Ingram City Council, and no reduced rates or free wastewater service 

shall be provided to any such person, property or premises.”  [Exhibit A, Respondents’ Plea to 

the Jurisdiction, Section 15].  Additionally, the ordinance reads: 

(D) Violations of Section; Furnishing False Information.  It is a violation of 
this ordinance to knowingly furnish the City of Ingram with false or fraudulent 
information or to intentionally or knowingly omit information that if known by 
city representative would significantly change the city’s decision-making in any 
matter related to implementation or use of this Ordinance.  
 

[Exhibit A, Respondents’ Plea to the Jurisdiction, Section 25(D)].   

87. Bosma is given no discretion to interpret or deviate from the requirements of the 

Ordinance.  In other words, for Bosma to follow the Ordinance, he must ensure that (a) all 

customers are paying the rates established by the Ingram City Council, (b) that no reduced rates 

or free wastewater service shall be provided to any such person, property or premises, (c) that no 

city officials are knowingly furnishing the City of Ingram with false or fraudulent information, 

and (d) that no city officials are intentionally or knowingly omitting information that if known by 

a city representative would significantly change the city’s decision-making in any matter related 

to implementation or use of this Ordinance (emphasis added).  If any of those conditions are not 

satisfied for an action undertaken by city officials, yet Bosma seeks enforcement actions against 

Jordan, he has failed to follow or has violated the Ordinance.  He has acted without authority.  
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He has acted ultra vires.  Respondents incorrectly argue that the Court has no jurisdiction to 

order a Rule 202 deposition to investigate the filing of an action to right such a wrong.  

88. Here, there are specific factually determinable rules for deciding whether or not (a) all 

customers are paying the rates established by the Ingram City Council, (b) that no reduced rates 

or free wastewater service shall be provided to any such person, property or premises, (c) that no 

city officials are knowingly furnishing the City of Ingram with false or fraudulent information, 

and (d) that no city officials are intentionally or knowingly omitting information that if known by 

a city representative would significantly change the city’s decision-making in any matter related 

to implementation or use of this Ordinance.  Bosma’s determinations were not left to his personal 

judgment based upon generalized policy concerns.  His determinations that certain properties 

were “commercial” while others were “residential” in disregard of the Interlocal Agreement and 

the Ordinance represent ultra vires acts. 

89. Texas courts have long exercised jurisdiction under the common law to hear challenges 

to the imposition of fees, charges and taxes by local governments.  In Davis v Burnett, the 

Supreme court held that a court had jurisdiction over a suit to enjoin illegal collection of a tax.  

77 Tex. 3, 4 (Tex. 1890).  In Allen v. Emery Indep. Sch. Dist., the court noted that a taxpayer has 

the right to judicial review of tax valuation when the valuation is arbitrary or capricious.  283 

S.W. 674 (Tex. Civ. App. 1926 – Texarkana, no writ).  And in Ramey v. City of Tyler, the court 

affirmed an injunction to stop collection of tax when the valuation was illegal.  45 S.W.2d 359 

(Tex. Civ. App. 1931 – Texarkana, no writ).  In sum, when a resident taxpayer has alleged that a 

city official has exceeded his statutory authority in the imposition of fees, charges or taxes, 

Texas courts have jurisdiction to step in. 

90. Finally, Texas courts have also recognized that jurisdiction always exists to consider suits 

alleging the common-law claim that a government official has acted ultra vires.  The statute at 

issue in Heinrich was silent on any right of judicial review of the administrative determination.  

Heinrich, 284 S.W.3d at 370, n.3.  Under long-standing Texas law, this silence means that no 

formal judicial review was authorized by the legislature.  Houston Mun. Employees Pension Sys. 

v. Ferrell, 248 S.W.3d 151, 157 (Tex. 2007) (“There is no right to judicial review of an 

administrative order unless a statute explicitly provides that right or the order violates a 

constitutional right.”).  But the Supreme Court nevertheless recognized that a Texas court would 

have jurisdiction to determine an ultra vires claim.  Heinrich, 284 S.W.3d at 372.  The source of 
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that claim was independent of any statute or the constitution, but was instead the common law.  

Id.  And the Legislature cannot divest the courts of jurisdiction to adjudicate common-law 

claims.  E.g., Lebohm v. City of Galveston, 154 Tex. 192, 275 S.W.2d 951, 954 (Tex. 1955) 

(noting that the Texas Constitution prohibits “legislative bodies from arbitrarily withdrawing all 

legal remedies from one having a cause of action well established and well defined in the 

common law”).  Therefore, even if a municipality could exercise the Legislature’s 

constitutionally granted authority to limit jurisdiction of Jordan’s claims related to ordinances or 

statutes, it still could not divest a court of the power to hear his ultra vires claim under Heinrich. 

Ripeness of Declaratory Judgment and Ultra Vires Claims  

91. In addition to the potential ultra vires claims, Jordan seeks to investigate the potential 

filing of a claim under the Uniform Declaratory Judgments Act related to the City’s inconsistent 

application of various provisions of the wastewater ordinance.   

92. Bosma anticipates a potential suit seeking a declaration pursuant to the Uniform 

Declaratory Judgments Act that (1) the City Administrator was acting ultra vires in his 

administration and enforcement of provisions contained in the City’s wastewater ordinance and 

Interlocal Agreement with the City of Kerrville, and (2) that by facilitating a retaliatory criminal 

investigation of Jordan the City officials are acting beyond their statutorily conferred authority 

and are violating his constitutional right to due process and equal protection.  See Tex. Civ. Prac. 

& Rem. Code §§ 37.001-.011 (UDJA).  A declaratory judgment action under the UDJA is 

available if (2) a justiciable controversy exists and (2) the controversy can be resolved by court 

declaration. Bonham State Bank v. Beadle, 907 S.W.2d 465, 467 (Tex. 1995). “[A] person 

seeking a declaratory judgment need not have incurred actual injury; a declaratory judgment 

action will lie if the facts show the presence of “ripening seeds of controversy.”  City of Waco v. 

Texas Nat. Res. Conservation Comm’n, 83 S.W.3d 169, 175 (Tex. App. – Austin 2002, pet. 

denied) (citing Texas Dep’t of Banking v. Mount Olivet Cemetary Ass’n, 27 S.W.3d 76, 282 

(Tex.App. – Austin 2000, pet. denied) (quoting Texas Dep’t of Public Safety v. Moore, 985 

S.W.2d 149, 153-154 (Tex. App. – Austin 1998, no pet.))).  A justiciable controversy is one in 

which a real and substantial controversy exists involving a genuine conflict of tangible interest 

and not merely a theoretical dispute.  Moore, 958 S.W.2d at 154.  Jurisdiction under the UDJA 

“primarily depends on the nature of the controversy; whether the controversy is merely 

hypothetical or rises to the justiciable level.”  Id. 
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93. Viewing Jordan’s pleadings in his favor, as the Court must, he alleges that the City does 

not itself have the authority to indiscriminately apply provisions of the Interlocal Agreement 

with the City or Kerrville and the provisions of the City’s wastewater ordinance; nor does City 

staff have the authority to provide false information and documentation to authorities 

investigating enforcement provisions of the same ordinance.  Jordan anticipates a potential claim 

would complain not simply of the imposition of the $5,000 fee, should he choose to pay it, but 

the fact that the City’s actions have placed his personal freedom, his reputation, his property, and 

his business at risk of harm and has required him to incur significant financial harm defending 

against actions the City officials are not lawfully authorized to undertake.  Thus, Jordan’s Rule 

202 petition seeks to investigate a claim that the City officials’ conduct is ultra vires, not a 

declaration that the City has mismanaged the finances of a $10 million dollar wastewater project.  

The nature of the controversy, therefore, is whether the City officials’ act of administering the 

ordinance in an unequal and discriminatory fashion as to Jordan is ultra vires, regardless of the 

outcome of any such investigation.  This controversy is neither hypothetical, contingent, nor 

remote.  In fact, the City has already demonstrated the lengths it’s staff are willing to go for the 

purpose of silencing Jordan’s voice.   

94. A declaration concerning whether the City officials are acting with or without legal 

authority will resolve a potential UDJA claim asserted by Jordan.  A justiciable controversy 

therefore exists regarding whether the City officials are acting beyond their statutory authority.  

That controversy provides a jurisdictional basis for a UDJA action seeking a declaration 

regarding the City officials authority to initiate enforcement proceedings and criminal 

investigations at issue in this case.  See Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code § 37.002(b) (UDJA is 

remedial statute designed “to settle and to afford relief from uncertainty and insecurity with 

respect to rights, status, and other legal relations”); Texas Natural Res. Conservation Comm’n v. 

IT-Davy , 74 S.W.3d 849, 855 (Tex. 2002) (private parties may invoke UDJA to seek declaratory 

relief against state officials who allegedly act without legal or statutory authority).  

95. Jordan has alleged that he is investigating a potential claim that would be resolved by the 

declaration he seeks.  This controversy regarding whether City officials are acting beyond their 

statutory authority provides a jurisdictional basis for any potential UDJA claims which may be 

asserted.  Construing Jordan’s pleadings in his favor, the Court must conclude that his claims for 

a declaration under the UDJA that Bosma’s conduct is ultra vires is ripe for adjudication. 
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IV.  Response to Motion to Quash and Motion for Protective Order 

96. On April 25, 2019 Jordan issued three subpoenas for City Administrator Mark Bosma, 

City Secretary/Custodian of Records Stephanie Breckenridge, and Chief of Police Byron Griffin.  

Due to a scheduling conflict for Mr. Griffin, Jordan withdrew his subpoena on April 26, 2019. 

97. The City filed a Motion to Quash and Motion for Protective Order prior to the subpoenas 

being served, contending that because the Court has not yet determined the question of 

jurisdiction on this matter the City officials should not be required to attend and provide 

testimony. 

98. “In deciding a plea to the jurisdiction, a court may not weigh the claims’ merits but must 

consider only the plaintiffs’ pleadings and the evidence pertinent to the jurisdictional inquiry.”  

Cty. of Cameron v. Brown, 80 S.W.3d 549, 555 (Tex. 2002). 

99. As demonstrated in this response, Petitioner seeks to investigate the potential filing of a 

UDJA action alleging City officials’ are acting ultra vires in their administration and 

enforcement of the City’s wastewater ordinance.  Petitioner’s Response contains numerous 

exhibits of city records which require authentication by the City’s Custodian of Records – Ms. 

Breckenridge. 

100. Over the course of the week prior to the hearing, counsel for Petitioner offered a 

proposed business records affidavit to counsel for Respondents in an effort to avoid the in-person 

testimony of Ms. Breckenridge.  Counsel for Respondents has indicated that the City did not 

respond to his inquiry on this matter. 

101. While the execution of a business records affidavit would be the least costly and least 

disruptive method of securing the testimony from the City’s custodian of records necessary to 

adjudicate the jurisdictional questions, the City’s staff appears intent to avoid reasonable 

accommodations and compliance with a lawfully-issued subpoena to the City’s custodian of 

records.     

102. Accordingly, Petitioner asks the Court to deny Respondents’ Motions to Quash and 

Motions for Protective Orders for Ms. Breckenridge and Mr. Bosma, and enter an order requiring 

their presence at the hearing scheduled for Tuesday, April 30th, 2019 at 8:30 a.m.  Alternatively, 

Petition requests an order conditionally granting the Motion to Quash and Protective Order only 

upon the execution of a proposed business records affidavit seeking to authenticate certain city 

records within the custody, control, or possession of officials at City Hall. 
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V. Prayer

WHEREFORE, premises considered, Jordan prays that the Court deny Respondents’ 

Plea to the Jurisdiction, deny Respondents’ Motion to Quash and Motion for Protective Order, 

grant an order authorizing Jordan to take the deposition of Ingram City Administrator Mark 

Bosma and prays for all such further and additional relief to which Jordan shows itself justly 

entitled, at law and in equity. 

Respectfully submitted, 

The Law Office of Roger Gordon 

Roger E. Gordon 
State Bar No. 24043697 
901 South Mopac Expressway 
Building One, Suite 300 
Austin, Texas 78746 
O: (512) 636-2540 
F: (512) 692-2533 
roger@rogergordonlaw.com  

ATTORNEY FOR JORDAN 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I do hereby certify compliance with Tex. R. Civ. P. 21. A true and correct copy of the 
foregoing instrument has been served on all counsel, who have appeared herein by electronic 
transmission to the electronic mail address on file with the electronic filing manager Rule 
21a(1). If a party has not designated an electronic mail address with the electronic filing 
manager the party was served a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument in person, by 
mail, by commercial delivery service by fax or by e-mail, or by such other manner as the 
Court in its discretion may direct. Rule 21a(2). Service was made on all parties as provided on 
April 29, 2019.                                                                                   .  

  Scott Tschirhart: scott.tschirhart@rampage-aus.com 

Charlie Zech: charles.zech@rampage-sa.com 

Roger Gordon 
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~ Roger

­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­
  

Roger E. Gordon

The Law Office of Roger Gordon

Attorney at Law

Phone: (512) 636­2540

Fax: (512) 692­2533

Email: roger@rogergordonlaw.com

Web: www.rogergordonlaw.com

Confidential / Privileged Attorney­Client Communication

NOTICE ­This transmission may be: (1) subject to the Attorney­Client Privilege, (2) attorney work product, or (3) strictly
confidential. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, you may not disclose, print, copy or disseminate this
information. If you have received this in error, please reply and notify the sender (only), and delete the message.
Unauthorized interception of this e­mail is a violation of federal criminal law. Unless otherwise noted, this message does
not create an attorney­client relationship in the absence of such an existing relationship.

­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­
 
 

­­­­­­­­ Original Message ­­­­­­­­
 Subject: Cause No. 19198A; In Re Claud Jordan

 From: Hope Avila <hope.avila@rampage­aus.com>
Date: Fri, April 05, 2019 10:27 am

 To: 'Roger Gordon' <roger@rogergordonlaw.com>
 Cc: Scott Tschirhart <Scott.Tschirhart@rampage­aus.com>, Charlie Zech
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https://email05.godaddy.com/view_print_multi.php?uidArray=20509|INBOX.Sent_Items&aEmlPart=0 2/2

<charles.zech@rampage­sa.com>, Cameron Cox <cameron.cox@rampage­aus.com>

Copyright © 2003­2019. All rights reserved.

Good Morning Mr. Gordon,

With regard to the above­referenced matter, attached is a copy of the Agreed Order
Resetting Oral Hearing which our office received, via fax, from the Court.  Please note that
the hearing is now reset to April 30, 2019 at 8:30 a.m. (subject to jury docket) in Kerr
County.

If you have any difficulty in opening the attachment, please contact our office.

Very truly yours,

Hope Avila
Paralegal
Email: hope.avila@rampage­aus.com

2500 W. William Cannon Drive, Suite 609
Austin, Texas 78745
Phone:  512­279­6431
Facsimile: 512­279­6438
rampagelaw.com
Confidentiality Notice: This e­mail message is covered by the Electronic Communications
Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. §2510­2521 and is legally privileged. This email is a confidential
attorney­client communication. Unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is strictly
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender at 512­279­6431,
or by reply e­mail, and destroy all copies of the original message. Thank you.
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Sll/2018 

Property Identification#: 16767 

Geo ID: 

Situs 

Address: 

Property 

Type: 

State Code: 

66141 

0332-0129-009901 

104 & 106 INGRAM LOOP 

TX 

Real 

A2. 

16950 

Kerr CAD Map Search 

Kerr CAD Map Search 

Property Information: 2018 

Legal 

Description: 

Abstract: A0332 

Neighborhood: Null 

Appraised 

Value: 

Jurisdictions: 

$55,417.00 

CIN, FD1, GKR, RLT. SIN, 

UGR, WHU, CAD 

16921 

Owner Identification #: 557779 

Name: 

Exemptions: 

JORDAN, CLAUD BENNETT 

JR 

OBA: Null 

:-... ~-,,, 
_J 

.. -
r.i. 
~ 
z 

16793 

16767 

16681 

This product is for informational purposes only and may not have been prepared for or be suitable for legal, engineering, or surveying purposes. II does not represent an on-the­

ground survey and represents only the approximate relative location of property boundaries. The Kerr County Appraisal District expressly disclaims any and all liab~ity in 

connection herewith. 

https://propaccess.trueautomation.com/mapSearch/propertyPrint.html?cid=6&p=16767 1/1 
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Page: _ 1_ of ~ Case#: 1800263 

INGRAM POLICE DEPARTMENT VOLUNTARY STATEMENT 
(With Legal Warnings) 

Person giving statement: STEPHANIE BRECKENRIDGE 

Residence Address:  

City/State/Zip Code: INGRAM, TEXAS 78025 

Home Phone: _______ _ Work Phone: (830) 367-5115 

DOB: 07/04/1973 DUID#: 3483 

Cell Phone: (830)  

DL STATE: TX 

Location where statement given: _I_N_G_R_A_M_P_D _________________________ _ 

Persons present during statement: CHIEF GRIFFIN, STEPHANIE BRECKENRIDGE 

[{] I speak English. Education level: □--- th grade 

[Z] This statement is being written by the officer at my request. 

[{] H.S. graduate D College graduate 

Initials: xW' 
I am the person named above. I am giving this statement under oath to the peace officer whose signature appears below. 
He/She has warned me as follows: 

___ 1. I have the right to re 1n silent and not make any statement at all a at any statement I make may be 

Used against m t my trial; 

___ 2. 

---3. 

If I am unable to employ a lawyer, I have th 
during any questioning, and 

___ 5. I have the right to terminate the interv ew at any time. (I have initialed or chec ed each warning). 

Prior to and during the making of this statement, I have knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily waived the rights set out 
above. I make the following statement of my own free will without promise or hope of reward, without fear or threat of 
physical harm, without persuasion or coercion, without favor or offer of favor and without leniency or promise of leniency. 
I realize that making a false statement could result in the filing of criminal charges against me for Perjury or False Report 
to a Police Officer. 

On the __ 8_ day of ____ M_A_Y ___ , 2018 , at or about __ 09_1_0 __ 
0D 

, am I pm : 

I, Stephanie Breckenridge, was employed at the city of Ingram city secretary in 2014. I know of this information 
based upon my experience and knowledge of the events. This statement is regarding the wastewater connection at 
104 Ingram Loop, property owned by Claud Jordan. I was instructed by the City Administrator Mark Bosma, to reach 

out to Arturo Rubio of Qro-Mex and Kerr County Environmental Health to verify that the property located at 104 
and 106 Ingram Loop was connected to the city owned wastewater system. The both indicated that the property 
was connected and sent me the following paperwork; tank abandonment form executed by Claud Jordan that was 
provided to each resident property owner through the application process, a receipt that contained record of 

effluent that was removed from the property, and handwritten notes from the construction supervisor 

Initial: __ _ 10/2017 - INGRAM PD 
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indicating the date on which these services were provided. However, we did not mail Jordan an application 
because we were only providing service to residential properties during phase II. The city had obtained a 2.6 
million dollar grant and a 1.2 million dollar loan from the USDA for phase II residential hook-up. It is 

unknown how Jordan obtained the two documents that he provided to Qro-Mex for his hook-up, but that is 
why he did not have an application. Earlier this year I did reach out to Jordan and inquire about his 
wastewater service at 104 Ingram Loop. Jordan informed me that he had no Aqua Texas water source on 
104, but did have a well. Jordan advised that had removed the toilet from the commercial building and 
there was no discharge into the city's wastewater system. Based upon the information from both sources, 
the city's finance clerk mailed Jordan an invoice indicating he had an outstanding balance of $5000 for the 
city's connection fee as per the city ordinance that each nonresidential establishment is required to pay. 

I have read each page of this statement, initiated each page and placed my initials next to any corrections. I swear that 
the facts contained herein are true and correct. 

05/08/2018 0930 

Date Time 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME the undersigned authority on this the 

Zo18 

person giving voluntary statement 

r.ay of ---'--'-'--1----

BYRON C GRIFFIN 
Printed Name of Peace Officer 

Initial: __ _ 10/2017 - INGRAM PD 
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INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT FOR 
WHOLESALE WASTEWATER SERVICE 

This Interlocal Agreement for Wholesale Wastewater Service (the "Agreement") is 
entered into by and between the CITY OF KERRVILLE, Texas ("Kerrville"), a home-rule city 
and municipal corporation of the State of Texas situated in Kerr County, Texas; and organized 
and operating under the provisions of its home rule charter and the Constitution and laws of the 
State of Texas; and the CITY OF INGRAM, Texas ("Ingram"), a general-law city and municipal 
corporation of the State of Texas situated in Kerr County, Texas, and organized and operated 
under state law. Kerrville and Ingram are referred to herein collectively as the "Parties," and 
separately as the "Party." 

WHEREAS, Kerrville has long been a provider of wastewater services in and around its 
corporate limits; and 

WHEREAS, Kerrville and Ingram recognize that it is in the best interests of the citizens 
'of both the city of Kerrville and the city of Ingram to work together toward the reduction of on- 
site sewage treatment facilities, including individual septic systems ("OSSFs"), in Kerr County; 
and 

WHEREAS, Kerrville and Ingram recognize that the development of new and/or the 
expansion of existing centralized wastewater collection and treatment facilities, owned and 
operated by responsible governmental entities, will aid in the protection of surface and 
groundwater quality within Kerrville, Ingram and Kerr County, improve the environment, and 
help maintain the general quality of life in Kerr County; and 

WHEREAS, Kerrville and Ingram recognize the mutual benefits to be achieved through 
the development of centralized wastewater collection and treatment facilities on a regional basis; 
and 

WHEREAS, Kerrville and Ingram further recognize the public interests to be served, and 
the economic savings to be recognized by avoiding the duplication of services and facilities; and 

WHEREAS, Kerrville is willing to receive, treat and dispose of the wastewater collected 
by Ingram pursuant to this Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, Kerrville and Ingram are authorized to enter into this Agreement under the 
laws of the State of Texas including, inter alia, the Interlocal Cooperation Act codified as 
Chapter 791, TEX. GOV'T CODE; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants, conditions, and promises 
contained herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which 
are hereby acknowledged, Kerrville and Ingram agree as follows: 

Page 1 of 25 

Fpproved by Ciiy Council 
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Article I 
Intent of Parties and Term 

1.01 General. For so long as this Agreement remains in effect, Kerrville shall provide 
wholesale wastewater transportation, treatment, and disposal services ("Wastewater 
Services") to Ingram in accordance with the terms and conditions contained herein. Both 
Parties acknowledge and agree that such services shall be provided and utilized in 
compliance with all applicable local, state, and federal laws. 

1.02 Term of Ameement; Renewal and Extension. This Agreement shall be effective on and 
after the date of execution by both Parties. The term of this Agreement shall be for a 
period of forty (40) years (the "Initial Term"), unless Ingram or Kerrville elects to 
terminate sooner in accordance with the terms of this Agreement. Upon the expiration of 
the Initial Term, this Agreement may be renewed or extended by mutual agreement of the 
Parties for an additional forty (40) years under such terms and conditions as may be 
agreed upon by the Parties. 

Article I1 
Definitions 

Unless the context indicates otherwise, the following words and phrases as used in this 
Agreement shall have the following meanings: 

2.01 Biochemical Oxygen Demand or B.O.D. - the quantity of oxygen utilized in the 
biochemical oxidation of organic matter under standard laboratory procedures for five (5) 
days at twenty degrees (20") centigrade, usually expressed as a concentration (e.g., mgll). 

2.02 Customer Service Agreements - an agreement executed by all Ingram retail wastewater 
customers prior to any connection being made to the Ingram Wastewater System. Such 
Customer Service Agreements shall be substantially in the form of the agreement 
attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference for all purposes. 

2.03 Capital Recoverv Fee - a charge or assessment lawfully imposed, pursuant to Chapter 
395, TEX. LOCAL GOV'T CODE, against new development, as that term is defined by state 
law, in order to finance the costs of capital improvements or facility expansions to either 
the Kerrville System or the Ingram System necessitated by, and attributable to, the new 
connection. The term includes amortized charges, lump sum charges, capital recovery 
fees, contributions in aid of construction, and any other fee that hnctions as described by 
this definition. 

2.04 Infiltration - the water entering a wastewater system and service connections from the 
ground, through such means as, but not limited to, defective pipes, pipe joints, 
connections, or manhole walls. Infiltration does not include, and is distinguished from, 
Inflow and Wastewater Flow. 

2.05 Inflow - the water discharged into a wastewater system from such sources as, but not 
limited to, roof leaders, cell or yard and area drains, foundation drains, cooling water 
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discharges, drains from springs and swampy areas, manhole covers, cross connections 
from storm waters, surface run-off, street wash waters, or drainage. Inflow does not 
include, and is distinguished from, Infiltration and Wastewater Flow. 

2.06 Ingram Contributed Wastewater Service Volume - the total volume of Wastewater Flow, 
Infiltration and Inflow expressed in gallons that is to be generated within the Ingram 
Wastewater Service Area as measured by the Meter(s) on a monthly basis. 

2.07 Ingram Customer Classes - classes of retail wastewater customers within the Ingrarn 
Wastewater Service Area having similar flows and wastewater characteristics contracting 
with Ingram for centralized wastewater service. Ingrarn Customer Classes shall be 
identified as: 

(a) Residential (One and two unit family residences); and 

(b) Commercial (All business types, including apartments). 

2.08 Ingram Wastewater Service Area - the geographic region(s) or location(s) within Kerr 
County, Texas, specifically identified on the map attached hereto as Exhibit B and 
incorporated herein for all purposes by reference. 

2.09 Ingram Wastewater Service Charge - total monthly charge for Wastewater Services 
provided by Kerrville to Ingram based upon the Ingram Wastewater Service Rate. 

2.10 Ingram Wastewater Service Rate - the volumetric rate per thousand gallons of Ingram 
Contributed Wastewater Service Volume charged to Ingram by Kerrville, as established 
from time to time by Kerrville for Wastewater Services. 

2.11 Ingram Wastewater System - all properties, facilities and easements to be constructed 
and leased, owned, or otherwise controlled, operated and maintained by Ingrarn within 
the Ingram Wastewater Service Area for the collection and transportation of wastewater, 
together with repairs, replacements, and additions thereto, which are utilized to collect 
and transport wastewater generated within said area for delivery to the Kerrville System. 

2.12 Kerrville System - all properties, facilities and plants currently owned, operated and 
maintained by Kerrville for the collection and treatment of wastewater, together with all 
future extensions, improvements, purchases, repairs, replacements and additions thereto, 
paid for and owned by Kerrville whether situated within or outside the corporate limits of 
the City of Kerrville. 

2.13 Kerrville Wastewater Service Area - the geographic region(s) or location(s) within Kerr 
County, Texas, specifically identified on the map attached hereto as Exhibit C and 
incorporated herein for all purposes by reference. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the 
Parties agree that this definition is being adopted for purposes of this Agreement only, 
and that this Agreement shall not be construed or interpreted so as to prevent Kerrville 
from providing retail wastewater service to any area it deems appropriate in the exercise 
of its sole discretion. 
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Meter(s) - the meter(s) installed, operated, and owned by Kerrville where the Ingram 
Wastewater System connects to the Kerrville System, which includes all monitoring and 
controlling equipment. 

Solids, Suspended or TSS - solids which float on the surface of or are in suspension in 
the sewage and that may be removed by laboratory filtering, usually expressed as a 
concentration (e.g., mg/l). 

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality or "TCEO" - the Agency of the state of 
Texas (formerly known as the Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission), or 
any successor agency, charged by the Texas Legislature with the regulation and 
supervision of the collection, treatment and disposal of wastewater within the State of 
Texas. 

Wastewater Connection - the joining of an individual retail wastewater customer's 
private service lateral to the Ingram Wastewater System. 

Wastewater Flow - the sewage water delivered into a wastewater system from 
wastewater connections to residential and commercial units. Wastewater Flow does not 
include, and is distinguished from, Infiltration and Inflow. 

Wastewater Service Fee - the dollar amount charged by Ingram to individual retail 
wastewater customers within the Ingram Wastewater Service Area for the collection and 
transportation of wastewater in the Ingram Wastewater System for delivery to, treatment 
by and/or and disposal from the Kerrville System. 

Article I11 
Consideration 

General. Kerrville shall transport, process and treat, and lawfully dispose of wastewater 
generated within the Ingram Wastewater Service Area and delivered by the Ingram 
Wastewater System into the Kerrville System at the Meter(s). In consideration for such 
service, Ingram shall timely pay the Ingram Wastewater Service Charge to Kerrville for 
Wastewater Services furnished by Kerrville in accordance with the terms and conditions 
of this Agreement. 

Customer Service Agreements Required. Ingram shall ensure that Customer Service 
Agreements are executed by Ingram retail wastewater customers prior to any connection 
being made to the Ingram Wastewater System. 

Article IV 
Cost of Sewice and Rate-Making; Methodologies 

General. Kerrville shall bill Ingram the Ingram Wastewater Service Charge on a monthly 
basis based on rates (i. e., the Ingram Wastewater Service Rate) authorized and approved, 
from time to time by Kerrville, in accordance with this Agreement. The Ingram 
Wastewater Service Rate initially in effect upon execution of this Agreement shall be 
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$2.67 per 1,000 gallons as measured at the Meter(s) ("Initial Rate"). The Initial Rate 
shall remain in effect for twelve (12) months from the date that the Ingram Wastewater 
System is connected to the Kerrville System at the Meter, unless a rate adjustment, 
effective to customers of both the Kerrville System and Ingram Wastewater System, is 
made necessary pursuant to Section 4.04 below. 

Rate Ad-iustment. Kerrville may adjust the Ingram Wastewater Service Rate from time to 
time; provided, however, that (i) the same shall not be changed more frequently than once 
each Kerrville fiscal year (i.e., October 1-September 30), except as otherwise provided 
for herein; (ii) Kerrville shall notify Ingram of any rate increase not later than July 1 of 
each year prior to the beginning of Kerrville's fiscal year ( i .e . ,  October 1) in which a new 
rate is to become effective, except as otherwise provided for herein; (iii) such adjustments 
shall be made only in accordance with the methodologies provided in this Agreement; 
and (iv) any change in the Ingram Wastewater Service Rate shall become effective on the 
next October lS', except as otherwise provided for herein, following the date the change is 
adopted by Kerrville. 

4.03 Ratemakinn Guidelines. The Ingram Wastewater Service Rate adopted by Kerrville shall 
be developed using generally accepted cost-of-service methodologies. The use of cost of 
service principles and rate-making methodologies shall be evidenced and documented by 
Kerrville in studies, reports or computerized modeling made for such purposes. 
Additionally, when setting the Ingram Wastewater Service Rate, Kerrville shall remove 
from the costs of service expenses for services directly attributable to retail meter 
reading, utility billing and related administrative costs, and other services to be performed 
by Ingram or that are not directly related to the provision of Wastewater Services. 
Kerrville, upon written request, shall provide Ingram with copies of its rate 
methodologies and studies in sufficient detail to demonstrate that Kerrville has adjusted 
its rate in accordance with this Agreement. Ingram acknowledges and agrees that this 
section shall not obligate Kerrville to furnish a computer model to Ingram that is capable 
of manipulation by Ingram. In addition, Ingram agrees to keep confidential any 
proprietary information furnished by Kerrville to the maximum extent authorized by the 
laws of the State of Texas. 

4.04 Unforeseen Rate Adiustments. Kerrville reserves the right to adjust the Ingram 
Wastewater Service Rate at any time that it adjusts rates for the Kerrville System should 
the costs of transporting, treating and/or disposing of wastewater increase due to either: 

(a) the imposition by any federal, state, or other regulatory agency of any 
finding, rule, regulation or law which requires Kerrville to change any 
process(s), procedure(s), method(s) or facility(s) in order to meet the new 
regulations; andlor 

(b) damage or disability of the Kerrville System as a result of Force Majeure, 
as that term is defined herein. 

The cost increase related to (a) and/or (b) above shall be applied uniformly to all 
customers on the Kerrville System. Further, Kerrville shall notify Ingram in writing of 
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any action it takes which results in an adjustment of the Ingram Wastewater Service Rate; 
such notice to be provided within ten (10) days following such action. The notification 
shall, at a minimum, include a copy of the resolution, which effectuates an adjustment 
under this section. In recognition of Ingram's obligation to provide notice to its 
customers, Kerrville agrees that any such unforeseen Rate Adjustment shall not become 
effective until the month following the expiration of sixty (60) days after the date Ingram 
receives written notice from Kerrville. 

4.05 Right to Terminate. Upon receiving notice of any rate adjustment in the Ingram 
Wastewater Service Rate effectuated under Section 4.02 above, Ingram shall have the 
option to terminate this Agreement by giving written notice to that effect to Kerrville 
within at least thirty (30) days following Kerrville's notice of an adjustment to the Ingram 
Wastewater Service Rate. The effective date of the termination pursuant to this Section 
4.05 shall be the date specified in Ingram's notice to Kerrville, but in no case shall the 
termination date be prior to the end of the current fiscal year in which the notice is being 
provided to Kerrville. 

4.06 Effect of Termination. In the event Ingram terminates this Agreement pursuant to 
Section 4.05 above, Kerrville shall not be obligated to provide Wastewater Services to 
Ingram after the termination date provided to Kerrville without the execution of a new 
contract for such service. 

4.07 Termination of Services. Kerrville shall have the option to terminate this Agreement 
where Ingram remains delinquent for any payments due hereunder for a period of sixty 
(60) days after receiving notice thereof by Kerrville. Each Party may pursue all legal 
remedies against the other Party to enforce and protect their respective rights due 
hereunder. In recognition of the public and human health and safety issues that would 
arise in the event Kerrville exercises the option to terminate prescribed by this Section 
4.07, Kerrville agrees that it shall first pursue all other available options, including those 
prescribed in Sections 11.04 and 11.05 below. Kerrville agrees that in the event Ingram 
disputes any charge or fee imposed by Kerrville, Ingram may pay the disputed bill(s) 
under protest pending a resolution to the dispute. In the event that Ingram prevails in any 
such challenge, then Kerrville shall immediately tender to Ingram all excess amounts 
paid by Ingram. Moreover, the prevailing party in any such proceeding shall be entitled 
to recover all costs and expenses from the non-prevailing party, including reasonable 
attorneys' fees. 

4.08 Responsibilitv of Innram and Indemnification. In the event Ingram terminates this 
Agreement pursuant to Section 4.05 above, Ingram acknowledges it will have no 
continuing rights with respect to either Wastewater Services or to any use of the Kerrville 
System. Ingram agrees that in that event, it will not assert or raise against Kerrville any 
claims for continuation of Wastewater Services or use of the Kerrville System following 
such termination. TO THE EXTENT AUTHORIZED BY THE LAWS OF THE STATE 
OF TEXAS, INGRAM WILL INDEMNIFY AND HOLD KERRVILLE AND ITS 
OFFICERS, AGENTS, EMPLOYEES, CONTRACTORS AND SUBCONTRACTORS 
HARMLESS FROM ANY CLAIMS, JUDGMENTS, LOSSES, LIABILITIES, 
EXPENSES (INCLUDING ATTORNEYS' FEES) AND DAMAGES THAT ARISE 
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FROM, ARE ASSERTED BY, OR ARE ATTRIBUTABLE TO ANY CLAIM OR 
ACTION BY A INGRAM CUSTOMER AGAINST KERRVILLE, OR ITS OFFICERS, 
AGENTS, EMPLOYEES, CONTRACTORS OR SUBCONTRACTORS, SEEKING 
CONTINUATION OF WASTEWATER SERVICES FOLLOWING INGRAM'S 
TERMINATION OF THIS AGREEMENT PURSUANT TO SECTION 4.05 ABOVE 
OR RELATED TO OR ARISING, FOR WHATSOEVER REASON, FROM 
TERMINATION OF THIS AGREEMENT, FOR ANY REASON, BY INGRAM. 

Article V 
Metering; of and bill in^ for Wastewater Service 

5.01 Meter(s), Connection Fee and Ownership. 

(a) The Ingram Contributed Wastewater Service Volume delivered into the 
Kerrville System shall be calculated by measuring the same by the 
Meter@). Ingram shall give Kerrville not less than sixty (60) days written 
notice prior to the date that Ingram desires to initiate Wastewater Service. 

(b) Ingram shall pay Kerrville a one time connection fee of $25,000.00. 

(c) The Meter(s) shall be owned, operated, and maintained by Kerrville. 

5.02 Meter Calibrations. Not less than once during its fiscal year on a date as near the end of 
such year as practical, Kerrville shall calibrate the Meter(s) in the presence of Ingram at 
Kerrville's expense. The Parties shall then jointly observe any adjustments that may be 
necessary. Kerrville shall give Ingram reasonable written notice of the date and time 
when any such calibration(s) or adjustment(s) are to be made and, if an Ingrarn 
representative is not present at the time set, Kerrville may proceed with the calibration(s) 
and adjustment(s). 

If upon any test of Meter(s), the percentage of inaccuracy of such metering equipment is 
found to be in excess of five percent (5%), registration thereof shall be corrected for a 
period extending back to the time when such inaccuracy began, if such time is 
ascertainable. If such time is not ascertainable, then registration thereof shall be 
corrected for a period extending to the time elapsed since the last date of calibration, or 
sixty (60) days, whichever is less. Ingram shall have the right to request such additional 
meter calibrations as Ingram deems necessary and such additional calibrations will be 
provided for at Ingram's sole expense 

If any Meter(s) is out of service or out of repair such that the amount of wastewater 
delivered cannot be ascertained or computed from the reading thereof, the wastewater 
delivered through the period such Meter(s) is out of service, or out of repair, shall be 
estimated and agreed upon by the Parties upon the basis of the best data available. If the 
Parties fail to agree on the amount of wastewater delivered during any period in which a 
Meter(s) is out of service, or out of repair, the volume delivered may be estimated by: 
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(a) correcting the error if the percentage of the error is 
ascertainable by calibration tests or mathematical 
calculation; or 

(b) estimating the quantity of delivery by deliveries during the 
preceding period(s) under similar conditions when the 
Meter(s) was registering accurately. 

5.03 Billing. Kerrville shall bill Ingram on a monthly basis for the transportation, treatment 
and disposal of Ingram's Contributed Wastewater Service Volume generated within the 
Ingram Wastewater Service Area, as metered into the Kerrville System. The amount of 
the monthly charge shall be computed by dividing Ingram's Contributed Wastewater 
Service Volume measured by the Meter(s) contemplated in Section 5.01 above, by one 
thousand (1,000) then multiplying the result by the then current Ingram Wastewater 
Service Rate. The amount so calculated is the monthly Ingram Wastewater Service 
Charge. 

5.04 Monthly Lump Sum Payment. The billing and collection of fees and charges from 
Ingram's retail customers shall be the responsibility of Ingram. Payment of the monthly 
Ingrarn Wastewater Service Charge to Kerrville shall be made by Ingram on a monthly 
lump-sum basis. All payments by Ingram for Wastewater Services shall be made from 
the current revenues available to Ingram, but are in no way contingent upon the collection 
of Wastewater Services Fees by Ingram from its customers. 

5.05 Date, Place, and Method of Payment. All payments due Kerrville under this Agreement 
shall be mailed, or hand-delivered, by Ingram to 800 Junction Highway, Attention: 
Utility Billing, Kerrville, Texas 78028. Payments by Ingram to Kerrville are to be 
received by Kerrville on or before the fifteenth (1 5'h) day following the date appearing on 
the Kerrville invoice requesting payment. Checks shall be made payable to the City of 
Kerrville. Should Ingram choose to make an electronic transfer, the procedures for such 
transfers shall be agreed upon in writing by Ingram and Kerrville. 

Kerrville may extend the payment due date for Ingram to accommodate unforeseen and 
excusable circumstances preventing timely payment. Ingram shall submit any such 
extension requests in writing and such requests will be subject to review and approval by 
Kerrville, whose decision shall be final. 

5.06 Adjustment to Inaram Wastewater Service Charge. Adjustments to Ingram Wastewater 
Service Charge, shall, when possible, be credited or adjusted to the Ingram account in the 
monthly statement within two (2) months following the month within which the event 
necessitating the adjustment occurs. In no event shall such credit or adjustment be made 
later than three (3) months following the month within which the event necessitating the 
adjustment occurs, unless Ingram has provided notice of, and requested the adjustment, 
within said three-month period. 
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Article VI 
Flow and Service Limits 

6.01 General. The obligation of Kerrville to accept and treat Ingram Contributed Wastewater 
Service Volume is specifically limited as follows: 

(a) Ingram Contributed Wastewater Service Volume shall not exceed the 
following waste load factors: 

(1) 425,000 gallons of Ingram Contributed Wastewater Service 
Volume per day; and 

(2) 250 mgll of TSS per average annual day; and 

(b) Ingram Contributed Wastewater Service Volume shall only be generated 
within the Ingram Wastewater Service Area. 

(c) Ingrarn shall insure that no user of the Ingram Wastewater System 
discharges any wastewater or industrial waste that will interfere with the 
normal operation or performance of the Kerrville System or cause it to 
violate its permit or exceed water quality standards. This provision 
applies to all users of the Kerrville System whether or not the user is 
subject to national categorical pretreatment standards or any other federal, 
state or local pretreatment standards or requirements. 

6.02 Increasing Ingram Contributed Wastewater Service Volume. 

(a) Should the Ingram Contributed Wastewater Service Volume exceed an 
average of 75% of the total volume authorized in Section 6.01(a)(l) above 
for any three (3) consecutive calendar months, Kerrville shall notify 
Ingram in writing that Ingram must begin negotiations with Kerrville to 
increase Ingram's Contributed Wastewater Service Volume. Such 
negotiation, if necessary, shall include an analysis of the total capacity of 
the Kerrville System and the impact on that system from projected 
increases in the Ingram Contributed Wastewater Service Volume above 
425,000 gallons per day, similar wastewater service agreements that 
Kerrville has entered into, as well as the Kerrville Wastewater Service 
Area. 

(b) Should Ingram's Contributed Wastewater Service Volume exceed an 
average of 90% of the total volume authorized in Section 6.01 (a)(l) above 
for any three (3) consecutive calendar months, Kerrville shall notify 
Ingram that Ingram must immediately cease permitting andlor connecting 
any additional wastewater connections to the Ingram Wastewater System 
until such time as additional capacity in the Kerrville System has been 
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placed into operation and Kerrville provides written notice to Ingram of 
such action. 

6.03 Expansion of Inmam Wastewater Service Area. In the event Ingram wishes to extend the 
Ingram Wastewater Service Area, Ingram shall notify Kerrville in writing of such request 
and the Parties shall enter into negotiations regarding possible expansion. Such 
negotiations shall include an analysis of the proposed area Ingram wishes to provide 
service to, the total number of customers presently served by Ingram within the Ingram 
Wastewater Service Area, and the total capacity of the Kerrville System and the impact 
that the proposed additional service area, and the Ingram Contributed Wastewater Service 
Volume generated therein, would have on the Kerrville System. Kerrville reserves the 
right to refuse to accept additional Wastewater Flow from the Ingram Wastewater System 
beyond those limits specified in Section 6.01(a)(l) above for Ingram Contributed 
Wastewater Service Volume, and/or to enter into a contract with Ingram to expand the 
Ingram Wastewater Service Area. 

6.04 Infiltration and Inflow. It shall be the responsibility of the Parties to undertake such 
measures as are necessary and/or prudent to minimize Infiltration and eliminate Inflow 
within their respective wastewater collection systems. 

Article VII 
Payment of Capital Recoverv Fees and other Fees 

7.01 Capital Recovery Fees. Both Parties recognize that pursuant to Chapter 395, TEX. LOCAL 
GOV'T CODE, "Capital Recovery Fees" may be lawfully assessed and collected to offset 
the costs of capital improvements and facility expansions to the Kerrville System which 
are necessitated by increased connections made within the Kerrville System and Ingram 
Wastewater System, respectively. The Parties further recognize that connections within 
the Ingram Wastewater System shall contribute to increased demand and may require the 
expansion and/or new construction of wastewater facilities within the Kerrville System. 
Based upon studies conducted by Kerrville pursuant to Chapter 395, Kerrville has 
developed and imposes, and may, from time to time, amend and uniformly impose 
Capital Recovery Fees. The Parties may develop, impose and collect lawfblly adopted 
Capital Recovery Fees. Ingram acknowledges that this may result in Ingram customers 
paying both Ingram and Kerrville Capital Recovery Fees to the extent Kerrville lawfully 
charges Capital Recovery Fees to Ingram for service within the Ingram Wastewater 
Service Area. 

Ingrarn shall collect and pay Kerrville's Capital Recovery Fees in the following manner: 
i) at the time of connection between the Ingram Wastewater System and the Kerrville 
System, Ingram shall pay Kerrville a lump sum payment equivalent to the connection of 
one hundred and fifty (1 50) of its Residential customers multiplied by the amount of the 
Capital Recovery Fee in existence at the time of this Agreement, said amount being 
$500.00; ii) thereafter, Ingram shall pay such fee for all remaining Residential customers 
within one (1) year of each such connection, without penalty or accrued interest; and iii) 
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all Commercial connections shall be paid to Kerrville within thirty (30) days of each such 
connection. 

Ingram hereby contracts with Kerrville: (i) to provide capital improvements and facility 
expansions necessary for the Kerrville System to provide Wastewater Services to Ingram 
on behalf of customers within the Ingram Wastewater Service Area; and (ii) for Ingram to 
collect Kerrville's Capital Recovery Fees to fund and recoup the costs of such capital 
improvements and facility expansions as required to service Ingram's customers. The 
Parties recognize that such Capital Recovery Fee is a charge of Kerrville. Ingram 
assumes no obligation to defend such fee as to its validity, amount and/or method of 
calculation, and in the event that such fee is ever invalidated for any reason, Kerrville 
shall be responsible for all refunds and other costs, expenses or obligations that may arise 
under Chapter 395, TEX. GOV'T CODE. 

7.02 Other Fees. Kerrville reserves the right to adopt and lawfully impose other fees as may 
be authorized from time to time so long as the fee is: 

(a) necessary for Kerrville to provide the Wastewater Services contemplated 
by this Agreement, 

(b) applied to all customers utilizing the Kerrville System including, as 
applicable, those customers receiving Wastewater Services under a similar 
agreement. 

(c) in accordance with the cost of service methodology and other 
requirements set forth in this Agreement; or 

(d) imposed by state law or regulation. 

Article VIII 
Service to New Subdivisions 

8.01 Requests for Service and Wastewater Connections. Within thirty (30) days of Ingram's 
receipt of a request for wastewater service for a new subdivision for which Ingram 
desires Wastewater Services from Kerrville, Ingram shall furnish Kerrville with copies of 
the same. Such applications shall be reviewed by Ingram to determine whether the 
intended development materially and/or adversely affects the existing capacity of the 
Ingrarn Wastewater System or those standards specified in Section 6.01 above. Prior to 
Kerrville's approval of any plat or replat, or of Ingram's execution of a wastewater 
service agreement for such a new subdivision, Ingram shall consult with Kerrville to 
determine whether such development will materially and/or adversely affect the existing 
capacity of the Kerrville System. Kerrville shall respond to Ingram's consultation in a 
timely manner so that Ingram may timely respond to each request for service. In no case 
shall any wastewater service commitment or connection be made that would violate the 
provisions of this Agreement. 
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Article IX 
Construction, Maintenance, and Operation 

9.01 Construction Contracts. Ingram is not authorized by this Agreement to own any facilities 
outside the Ingram Wastewater Service Area and within Kerrville's Wastewater Service 
Area. Unless otherwise specifically provided for herein, or by separate construction 
and/or maintenance contract with Kerrville, the construction, maintenance, operation, re- 
construction, expansion and/or replacement of any part of the Ingram Wastewater System 
(including any connector lines to the Kerrville System which are owned and operated by 
Ingram, but are neither physically located within the Ingram Wastewater Service Area 
nor the Kerrville Wastewater Service Area), shall be the sole responsibility of Ingram 
with all construction being in accordance with all federal, state and Kerrville construction 
standards. Construction of all pipes, individual customer service lines, meters, lift 
stations and other appurtances contemplated by this Article IX shall be promptly 
inspected by Kerrville before backfill occurs on any portion thereof. All connections by 
Ingram to the Kerrville System shall be made pursuant to Section 5.01 above. 

If Kerrville determines that the existing configurations and capacities of the Ingram 
Wastewater System and/or the Kerrville System connector outfall lines and mains are 
inadequate to provide the requested Wastewater Services associated with newly proposed 
development, subdivision plat or replat, for properties lying within the Ingrarn 
Wastewater Service Area, Kerrville may, subject to the limitations provided for in 
Section 6.01 above, enter into negotiations with Ingram and the developer of the 
subdivision or development to establish an agreement whereby Ingram's internal 
collection system and any existing or proposed Kerrville System outfall lines and mains 
can be expanded through oversizing or paralleling at the cost of the developer of the 
subdivision or development. Such agreement may require the imposition of Capital 
Recovery Fees to generate revenue to recover the costs for Wastewater Services 
collection and treatment system expansion, or new construction, required to 
accommodate new development within the Ingram Wastewater Service Area. 

9.02 Wastewater Connections. Ingram shall require all Wastewater Connections to be made in 
conformity with Kerrville standards, as may be amended, and shall adopt similar 
ordinances and/or regulations to accomplish this purpose and shall enforce same. All 
new connections to the Ingram Wastewater System shall be made only after application 
therefore has been made to, and approval has been issued by, Ingram. Coincidin with f the payment deadline specified in Section 5.05 above, on or before the fifteenth (1 5 ) day 
following the date appearing on the Kerrville invoice, Ingram shall furnish Kerrville with 
a cumulative monthly record of all existing and any new connections established during 
the preceding month. 

Article X 
Enforcement of Kerrville Regulation of Waste Discharge Requirements 

10.01 Kerrville's Right to Inspect. Ingram hereby grants Kerrville the right to inspect all 
wastewater lines, facilities, and wastewater service flows, both public and private 

Page 12 of 25 
p - 3 ~ ) ' ~  S".- +< 

EXHIBIT D

Jordan 0017



(including sampling points for businesses located on private property), that are located 
within the Ingram Wastewater Service Area to the extent that Ingram has a right of 
inspection that may lawfully be assigned to Kerrville. Any such Kerrville inspections 
shall be reasonable as to the time, place and manner and shall be for the purpose of taking 
samples of the Ingram Contributed Wastewater Service Volume and conducting tests on 
same to determine compliance. If such tests show harmful substances are being 
generated within the Ingram Wastewater Service Area in excess of the quantity or 
concentrations permitted by applicable standards, Kerrville shall notify Ingram of such in 
writing. Upon receipt of such notice, Ingram shall immediately and with due diligence: 
(i) use its best efforts to identify the source(s) within the Ingram Wastewater Service 
Area discharging such harmful substances in excess of the quantity or concentrations 
permitted by federal, state, or local laws as well as the standards set out in Section 
6.01(a)(2) and (3) above; (ii) immediately disconnect from the Ingram Wastewater 
System any such source that is identified if the source fails to discontinue discharging the 
identified harmful substances in unlawful quantities or concentrations immediately upon 
receipt of notice from Ingram; and (iii) not reconnect any such source to the Ingrarn 
Wastewater System until receiving notice in writing from Kerrville that Kerrville concurs 
that such source has demonstrated that it will not discharge harmful substances in excess 
of the quantity or concentrations specified above in the future. Prior to the 
commencement of service to any source connected to the Ingram Wastewater System that 
discharges harmful substances in excess of quantity or concentrations permitted by 
federal, state, or local laws as well as the standards set out in Section 6.01(a)(2) and (3) 
above, Ingram agrees to adopt surcharges in an amount at least equal to surcharges 
adopted by Kerrville to be assessed against such a source; and, in the event of delivery by 
the Ingram Wastewater System to the Kerrville System of wastewater containing such 
harmful substances, to pay to Kerrville any surcharges that Kerrville may impose on 
account of such delivery by the Ingram Wastewater System to the Kerrville System. 

IN ADDITION, TO THE EXTENT AUTHORIZED BY THE LAWS OF TEXAS, 
INGRAM WILL INDEMNIFY, DEFEND AND HOLD KERRVILLE AND ITS 
OFFICERS, AGENTS, EMPLOYEES, CONTRACTORS AND SUBCONTRACTORS 
HARMLESS FROM AND AGAINST ANY AND ALL CLAIMS, JUDGMENTS, 
LOSSES, LIABILITIES, EXPENSES (INCLUDING REASONABLE ATTORNEYS' 
FEES) AND DAMAGES OF ANY NATURE WHATSOEVER, INCLUDING FINES, 
PENALTIES AND COSTS OF REMEDIATION, THAT ARISE FROM, ARE 
ASSERTED AS A RESULT OF, OR ARE ATTRIBUTABLE TO, ANY HARMFUL 
SUBSTANCES IN EXCESS OF THE QUANTITY OR CONCENTRATIONS 
PERMITTED BY FEDERAL, STATE, OR LOCAL LAWS, AS WELL AS THE 
STANDARDS SET OUT IN SECTION 6.01(A)(2) AND (3) ABOVE, THAT ARE 
DELIVERED BY THE INGRAM WASTEWATER SYSTEM TO THE KERRVILLE 
SYSTEM. 

10.02 Innram's Enforcement Obligation. To the extent allowed by law, Ingram shall enforce all 
federal, state and local laws as they relate to the development, construction, maintenance 
and operation of the Ingram Wastewater System including all pre-treatment provisions. 
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Article XI 
Interruption, Suspension, and/or Termination of 
Wastewater Services, Default and Related Remedies 

11.01 Interruption and/or Suspension of Wastewater Services. Ingram further agrees that 
nothing herein shall be construed to prohibit Kerrville from interrupting and/or 
suspending Wastewater Services in the event of a maintenance operation or emergency 
repairs for a reasonable period of time necessary to respond to such operations or repairs. 
Ingram shall cooperate with Kerrville during such periods of maintenance operation and 
emergency repairs in a manner consistent with the preservation and protection of the 
public health, safety, and welfare. In addition, Ingram shall be solely responsible for 
providing notice to its customers of such interruptions and/or suspensions. Ingram's 
obligation to provide notice to its customers shall be subject to the following: 

(a) In the event of a scheduled, non-emergency interruption or suspension of 
Wastewater Services, Kerrville shall provide Ingram with at least ten (10) 
days prior written notice of the dates which the intermptiodsuspension 
shall commence and terminate; and 

(b) in the event of an emergency generated interruption or suspension of 
Wastewater Service, Kerrville shall provide actual notice to Ingram within 
one (1) hour of the event, and confirm the interruptiodsuspension in 
writing within twenty-four (24) hours, which written notice shall include 
the anticipated time of recommencement of Wastewater Service within the 
Ingram Wastewater Service Area. The Parties shall provide each other 
with twenty-four (24) emergency contact information which shall include 
information and procedures to be utilized for emergencies during non- 
work days, weekends and holidays. 

11.02 Termination. This Agreement may be terminated at anytime upon the mutual written 
consent of the Parties. However, notwithstanding any other provision herein to the 
contrary, and for so long as this Agreement has been pledged, by Ingram, to the Rural 
Utilities Service of the United States Department of Agriculture ("RUS"), the Agreement 
may not be terminated as provided herein without the prior written consent of the RUS. 

11.03 Termination Upon Material Breach. Either Party shall have the right to terminate this 
Agreement in the event of a material breach of the provisions of this Agreement by the 
other if the defaulting Party has not cured such material breach within thirty (30) days 
after the non-defaulting Party has made written demand to cure the same. Events that 
shall constitute a "material breach" of this Agreement, may include, but are not limited 
to, either Party's: 

(a) failure to cease making new connections to the Ingram Wastewater 
System, when required by Article VI; 

(b) excedance of the daily maximum volume limitation set forth in Section 
6.01 (a)(l); 
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(c) excedance of either the TSS or the B.0.D limitation in Sections 6.01(a)(2) 
and 6.01 (a)(3), respectively; 

(d) failure to pay Capital Recovery Fees to Kerrville, as required by Article 
VII, so long as such fees remain valid and enforceable; 

(e) failure to take the actions set forth in Article X in the event tests show that 
harmful substances in excess of the quantity or concentrations permitted 
by applicable federal and state laws or Section 6.01(a)(3) have been 
delivered by the Ingram Wastewater System to the Kerrville System; 

(f) failure to enforce any federal, state, or local rules, regulations, laws or 
procedures as they relate to the development, maintenance or operation of 
a wastewater collection system, including but not limited to, the failure to 
obtain a fully executed Customer Service Agreements prior to each 
connection to the Ingram Wastewater System in accordance with Article 
111, or the failure to comply with any pretreatment provisions, in violation 
of Articles IX and X; and 

(g) failure to perform any material covenant or obligation in this Agreement. 

11.04 Option to Assume Operation. In the event Ingram becomes unable or unwilling to 
continue to operate and maintain the Ingram Wastewater System, the Parties recognize 
that it is advisable to make provision for continued operation of such system to protect 
the public heath and safety. Accordingly, upon the occurrence of: 

(a) a material breach of this Agreement by Ingram as set forth in Section 
11.03 above which renders Ingram unable or unwilling to continue to 
operate and maintain the Ingram Wastewater System; 

(b) a failure of Ingram to pay any other creditor an undisputed amount when 
due and payable, which failure is not cured within any applicable cure 
period and which failure renders Ingram unable or unwilling to continue to 
operate and maintain the Ingram Wastewater System; or 

(c) the occurrence of any other event which reasonably indicates that Ingram 
is unable or unwilling to continue to operate and maintain the Ingram 
Wastewater System, 

Ingram agrees that Kerrville shall have the option to, but at its sole discretion need not, 
assume the operation of the Ingram Wastewater System, as Ingram's agent. Kerrville 
acknowledges that any such assumption of the operation of the Ingram Wastewater 
System will neither include the conveyance of or ownership in the Ingram Wastewater 
System and as such, Kerrville shall have no right or basis to transfer ownership of the 
Ingram Wastewater System. In the event Kerrville elects to exercise such option and 
assumes operation of the Ingram Wastewater System, as Ingram's agent, Kerrville may 
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perform all acts that Ingram would perform on its own behalf to ensure continued 
operation of the Ingram Wastewater System and the provision of continuous adequate 
services to Ingram's customers, including, but not limited to, the power to (a) read 
meters, (b) bill for services, (c) collect revenues, (d) disburse funds, and (e) access all 
system components. Ingram agrees that should Kerrville choose to act as Ingram's agent 
to operate the Ingram System under the foregoing option, Kerrville shall be entitled to 
withhold and deduct from revenues it collects as Ingram's agent, an amount equal to all 
the reasonable costs, including treatment costs, and expenses Kerrville actually incurs in 
performing such functions. Kerrville shall forward the remaining funds, if any, and an 
accounting of the revenues collected and Kerrville's incurred costs to Ingram in a timely 
manner. In the event that the Parties disagree as to whether Ingram is rendered unable or 
unwilling to continue to operate and maintain the Ingram Wastewater System for any 
reason, then either Party make seek a determination from a court of competent 
jurisdiction. 

11.05 Option to be Appointed Temporary Manager or Receiver. Upon the occurrence of any 
event listed, and in accordance with the procedures set forth, in TEX. WATER CODE 5 
13.4132(a), Ingram agrees that Kerrville shall have the option to, but at its sole discretion 
need not, apply to the TCEQ to be appointed as the temporary manager of the Ingram 
Wastewater System under TEX. WATER CODE $ 13.4132. Upon the occurrence of any 
event listed in TEX. WATER CODE $ 13.41 2(a), Ingram agrees that Kerrville shall have the 
option to, but at its sole discretion need not, apply to the TCEQ to be appointed as the 
receiver of the Ingram Wastewater System under TEX. WATER CODE 5 13.412. 

11.06 Effect of Options. The options that Kerrville is granted under Sections 11.04 and 11.05 
above are at Kerrville's sole discretion and each may be exercised separately or together. 
The existence of any such option shall not confer any right, whatsoever, on Ingram or any 
other person or entity, and shall not be construed to impose any obligation, whatsoever, 
on Kerrville. Likewise, a subsequent decision by Kerrville to decline to exercise any 
such option shall not be construed to impose any obligation, whatsoever, on Kerrville, 
and shall not confer any right, whatsoever, on Ingram or any other person or entity. The 
options contained in Sections 11.04 and 11.05 above shall, to the extent applicable, 
survive the termination of this Agreement. 

11.07 Rights After Termination. Except as specifically provided otherwise in this Agreement, 
all of the rights and obligations of the Parties under this Agreement shall terminate upon 
termination of this Agreement; provided, however, that termination shall not affect the 
rights or liabilities of the Parties accruing prior to such termination, as provided herein. 
In the event this Agreement terminates pursuant to Section 11.02 or 11.03 above, 
Kerrville shall not be obligated to provide Wastewater Services to Ingram after the 
effective date of the termination without the execution of a new contract for such service. 
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Article XI1 
Miscellaneous 

12.01 Force Maieure. 

(a) Definition. The term Force Majeure as used herein shall mean a cause or 
causes beyond the reasonable control of the Party claiming Force 
Majeure, and shall include but not be limited to, natural disasters, strikes, 
lockouts or other industrial disturbances, acts of public enemy, orders of 
any kind of the United States of America or the State of Texas or any civil 
or military authority, insurrections, riots, epidemics, lightning, fires, 
hurricanes, storms, floods, washouts, earthquakes, droughts, arrests, 
restraint of government and people, civil disturbances, explosions and 
breakage or accidents to machinery, pipelines, or facilities. Provided, 
however, that the Parties agree that a mere increase in operating costs shall 
not, by itself, constitute an event of Force Majeure. 

(b) Notice; suspension of obligations. By reason of Force Majeure, if any 
Party shall be rendered partially or wholly unable to carry out its 
obligations under this Agreement, then if such Party shall give notice in 
writing and full particulars of such Force Majeure to the other Party 
immediately after occurrence of the event or cause relied on, the 
obligation of the Party giving such notice, so far as it is affected by such 
Force Majeure, with the exception of the obligation of Ingram to pay for 
services actually received from Kerrville hereunder, shall be suspended 
during the continuance of the inability then claimed, and such Party shall 
endeavor to use its best efforts to remove or overcome such inability with 
all reasonable dispatch. 

12.02 INDEMNITY. 

(a) TO THE GREATEST EXTENT ALLOWED BY LAW, THE PARTIES 
SHALL INDEMNIFY, DEFEND AND HOLD EACH OTHER, AND 
THEIR RESPECTIVE OFFICERS, AGENTS, EMPLOYEES, 
CONTRACTORS AND SUBCONTRACTORS, HARMLESS FROM 
AND AGAINST ANY AND ALL CLAIMS, JUDGMENTS, LOSSES, 
LIABILITIES, EXPENSES (INCLUDING REASONABLE 
ATTORNEYS' FEES) AND DAMAGES OF ANY NATURE 
WHATSOEVER (EXCEPT WORKERS' COMPENSATION CLAIMS) 
IN RELATION TO PERSONAL INJURY, DEATH OR PROPERTY 
DAMAGE ASSERTED, INCURRED OR MADE BY THIRD PARTIES, 
TO THE EXTENT CAUSED BY ANY ACT OR OMISSION OF THE 
INDEMNIFYING PARTY, OR ITS OFFICERS, AGENTS, 
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EMPLOYEES, CONTRACTORS, SUBCONTRACTORS, OR 
CUSTOMERS, OR TO THE EXTENT SUCH CLAIMS, JUDGMENTS, 
LOSSES, LIABILITIES, EXPENSES AND DAMAGES ARISE OUT 
OF, OR ARE IN ANY MANNER CONNECTED WITH THE 
PERFORMANCE OF THIS AGREEMENT BY THE INDEMNIFYING 
PARTY. THE INDEMNIFICATION IN THIS SECTION 12.02(a) IS IN 
ADDITION TO ANY OTHER INDEMNIFICATION PROVISIONS IN 
THIS AGREEMENT. 

(b) Nothing in the foregoing Section 12.02(a) will be construed to require 
either Party to indemnify the other Party or its officers, agents, employees, 
contractors or subcontractors for any cost or expense that is to be borne by 
the other Party pursuant to any express provision of this Agreement or for 
injury or damage caused by the gross negligence or willful misconduct of 
the other Party or its officers, agents, employees, contractors or 
subcontractors. 

(c) The indemnities in Section 12.02(a) above shall apply to all claims, 
judgments, losses, liabilities, expenses and damages against the 
indemnified Party, or its officers, agents, employees, contractors or 
subcontractors, including, but not limited to, claims, judgments, losses, 
liabilities, expenses and damages made by, asserted by or threatened by 
the indemnifying Party's employees, or its contractors' or subcontractors' 
employees, for personal injury (including death), which arise in the course 
of their employment. 

(d) The Parties expressly acknowledge and agree that this Section 12.02 and 
any other indemnification provisions in this Agreement shall survive the 
termination and expiration of this Agreement. 

12.03 Liability. EXCEPT TO THE EXTENT THAT EITHER PARTY IS EXPRESSLY 
OBLIGATED TO INDEMNIFY THE OTHER PARTY AGAINST THIRD PARTY 
CLAIMS UNDER THIS AGREEMENT, NEITHER PARTY SHALL BE LIABLE FOR 
CONSEQUENTIAL, INCIDENTAL, PUNITIVE, EXEMPLARY OR INDIRECT 
DAMAGES, BY STATUTE, IN TORT, OR CONTRACT. IT IS THE INTENT OF 
THE PARTIES THAT THE LIMITATIONS HEREIN IMPOSED ON REMEDIES AND 
THE MEASURE OF DAMAGES BE WITHOUT REGARD TO THE CAUSE OR 
CAUSES RELATED THERETO, INCLUDING THE NEGLIGENCE OF ANY PARTY, 
WHETHER SUCH NEGLIGENCE BE SOLE, JOINT OR CONCURRENT, OR 
ACTIVE OR PASSIVE. 

12.04 Insurance. 

(a) Kerrville and Ingram hereby agree to purchase and maintain fire, casualty, 
public liability, public official, and other insurance on their respective 
wastewater systems for purposes and in amounts which ordinarily would 
be carried by a publicly owned utility company owning and operating such 
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facilities, except that neither Party shall be required to carry liability 
insurance except to insure itself against risk of loss due to claims for 
which it can, in the opinion of the respective Party's legal counsel, be 
liable under the Texas Tort Claims Act or any similar law or judicial 
decision. Such insurance shall provide to the extent feasible and 
practicable, for the restoration of damaged or destroyed properties and 
equipment, in an effort to minimize the interruption of services of such 
facilities. All premiums for such insurance shall constitute an operation 
and maintenance expense for the respective system. 

(b) The Parties each shall, at their own expense, maintain in force through the 
period of this Agreement and until released by Kerrville and Ingram the 
following minimum insurance coverages, with insurers authorized to do 
business in Texas: 

(i) Employers Liability and Workers' Compensation Insurance 
providing statutory benefits in accordance with the laws and 
regulations of the State of Texas. The minimum limits for the 
Employer's Liability insurance shall be One Million Dollars 
($1,000,000) each accident bodily injury by accident, One Million 
Dollars ($1,000,000) each employee bodily injury by disease, and 
One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) policy limit bodily injury by 
disease. 

(ii) Commercial General Liability Insurance including premises and 
operations, personal injury, products and completed operations 
coverage, coverage for explosion, collapse and underground 
hazards, coverage for sudden and accidental pollution, with 
minimum limits of One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) per 
occurrence/One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) aggregate combined 
single limit for personal injury, bodily injury, including death and 
property damage: provided, however, that the minimum limits for 
sudden and accidental pollution shall be One Hundred Thousand 
($100,000) per occurrence. 

(iii) Comprehensive Automobile Liability Insurance for coverage of 
owned, non-owned, and hired vehicles, trailers or semi-trailers 
designed for travel on public roads, with a minimum combined 
single limit of One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) per occurrence for 
bodily injury, including death, and property damage. 

(c) The Commercial General Liability Insurance and Comprehensive 
Automobile Liability Insurance policies shall name the other Party and its 
officers, agents, employees as additional insureds. All policies shall 
contain provisions whereby the insurers waive all rights of subrogation in 
accordance with the provisions of this Agreement against the other Party 
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and provide thirty (30) days advance written notice to the other Party prior 
to anniversary date of cancellation or any material change in coverage or 
condition. 

(d) The Commercial General Liability Insurance, and Comprehensive 
Automobile Liability Insurance policies, if written on a Claims First Made 
basis, shall be maintained in full force and effect for two (2) years after 
termination of this Agreement, which coverage may be in the form of tail 
coverage or extended reporting period coverage if agreed by the Parties. 

(e) The requirements contained herein as to the types and limits of all 
insurance to be maintained by Ingram are not intended to and shall not in 
any manner, limit or qualify the liabilities and obligations assumed by the 
Parties under this Agreement. 

(0 Within thirty (30) days following execution of this Agreement, and as 
soon as practicable after the end of each fiscal year or at the renewal of the 
insurance policy and in any event within ninety (90) days thereafter, the 
Parties shall provide certification of all insurance required in this 
Agreement, executed by each insurer or by an authorized representative of 
each insurer. 

12.05 Non-Assignable Ameement. Neither Party may assign any right under this Agreement, 
and any purported assignment will be null and void and a breach of this Agreement. 

12.06 Pledge as Security. Kerrville acknowledges that Ingram has pledged this Agreement to 
the United States Department of Agriculture/Rural Development ("USDA/RD'y) as part 
of the security for a loan from USDAIRD to Ingram. 

12.07 Notices. All written notices required by the terms of this Agreement shall be in writing 
and either deposited in the United States mail addressed to such Party at the address set 
forth below or delivered by hand to the offices of the Party and representative listed 
below: 

If to Kerrville: 
City of Kerrville 
Attn: City Manager 
800 Junction Hwy. 
Kerrville, Texas 78028 

If to Ingram: 
City of Ingram 
Attn: Mayor 
214 Highway 39 
Ingram, Texas 78025 
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These addresses may be changed by either Party by notice in writing given to the other 
Party; provided, however, that any such change of address shall not become effective 
until ten (10) days after the date of receipt of such notice. 

12.08 Interpretation of Ameement. This Agreement, or any portion thereof, shall not be 
interpreted by a court of law to the detriment of a Party based solely upon that Party's 
authorship of the Agreement or any portion thereof. Each Party has had the opportunity 
to be represented by counsel of its choice in negotiating this Agreement. This Agreement 
shall therefore be deemed to have been negotiated and prepared at the joint request, 
direction, and construction of the Parties, at arms length, with the advice and participation 
of counsel, and will be interpreted in accordance with its terms without favor to any 
Party. 

12.09 Captions. The section titles and captions contained herein are for convenience of 
reference only and are not intended to define, extend or limit any provision to this 
Agreement. 

12.10 Severability. The provisions of this Agreement are severable. If, for any reason, any one 
or more of the provisions contained in this Agreement shall be held to be invalid, illegal 
or unenforceable in any respect, the invalidity, illegality or unenforceability shall not 
affect any other provision of this Agreement, and this Agreement shall remain in effect 
and be construed as if the invalid, illegal or unenforceable provision had never been 
contained in this Agreement; provided, however, that such determination does not 
materially frustrate the intent of the Parties expressed in this Agreement, in which event 
either Party may seek to terminate this Agreement pursuant to Section 11.02 of this 
Agreement. 

Permitting and Related Costs. The Parties shall be solely responsible for acquiring and 
maintaining any and all permits, licenses, or any other regulatory approvals together with 
the payment for all costs associated with the use, benefit and maintenance of their 
respective systems, including, but not limited to, any lawfully assessed fee, tax or other 
cost charged or assessed pursuant to federal or state law or regulation. The Parties agree 
to cooperate with each other in their respective efforts to secure any such required 
permits, licenses, or any other regulatory approvals provided, however, that neither Party 
shall be required to expend any money or incur any expense in connection with their 
efforts to support the other Party absent an agreement for reimbursement of such costs. 
The costs incurred by Kerrville with respect to the Kerrville System will be included in 
accordance with generally accepted cost of service principles and rate-making 
methodologies in the development of rates charged to users including the Ingram 
Wastewater Service Rate. 

12.12 Ownership of the Ingram Contributed Wastewater Service Volume. Ingram Contributed 
Wastewater Service Volume, once delivered to the Meter(s), shall become the property of 
Kerrville without further rights thereto by Ingram. 

12.13 Renulatory Requirements. This Agreement is subject to all applicable federal, state and 
local laws and regulations. This Agreement is specifically subject to all applicable 
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sections of the Texas Water Code and the rules of the Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality, or any successor agency. 

12.14 Entire Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the entire Agreement between the Parties 
hereto and supersedes all prior Agreements, understandings and arrangements, oral or 
written, between the Parties hereto with respect to the collection, transportation, treatment 
and disposal of wastewater. Kerrville agrees that nothing in this Agreement shall 
prohibit, or otherwise limit Ingram's right to establish, assess and collect lawfbl rates for 
providing wastewater collection and transmission services to its customers within the 
Ingram Wastewater Service Area, nor shall this Agreement limit Ingram's authority to 
provide retail wastewater services to other customers within Ingram's jurisdiction 
provided Kerrville does not provide wastewater treatment or disposal services in 
connection therewith. 

12.15 Governing Law and Venue. This Agreement shall be construed and enforced in 
accordance with and governed by the laws of the State of Texas. This Agreement is 
entered into and fully performable in Kerr County, Texas. Accordingly, venue for any 
cause of action arising pursuant to this Agreement shall be proper only in Kerr County, 
Texas. 

12.16 Execution In Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in any number of 
counterparts, each of which shall be deemed to be an original and all of which together 
shall be deemed to be one and the same instrument. 

12.17 Amendments and Waivers. This Agreement may not be modified or amended except by 
an instrument or instruments in writing signed by the authorized representative of the 
Party against whom enforcement of any such modification or amendment is sought. The 
waiver by any Party hereto of a breach of any term or provision of this Agreement shall 
not be construed as a waiver of any subsequent breach. 

12.18 Remedies. Subject to and in addition to previously provided provisions, if Ingrarn or 
Kerrville fails or refuses to timely comply with any of their respective obligations 
hereunder, or if any representations, warranties or covenants of any party contained 
herein are not true or have been breached, then the non-defaulting party will have the 
right to enforce this Agreement by any remedy at law or in equity. 

Article XI11 
Representations and Warranties of Kerrville 

Kerrville represents and warrants to Ingram as follows: 

13.01 Existence and Oualification of Kerrville. Kerrville is a duly formed and validly existing 
municipality created under the laws of the State of Texas. Kerrville has all requisite 
power and authority to provide Wastewater Services and to carry on its business as 
presently conducted. 
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13.02 Authority, Approval and Enforceability with Respect to Kerrville. Kerrville has all 
requisite power and authority to execute and deliver this Agreement and to perform its 
obligations under this Agreement. The execution and delivery of the Agreement by 
Kerrville and the performance of the transactions contemplated hereby by Kerrville have 
been duly and validly approved and adopted by resolution of its City Council. A copy of 
said resolution is attached hereto as Exhibit D and incorporated herein by reference for 
all purposes. This Agreement has been duly executed and delivered on behalf of 
Kerrville and constitutes the legal, valid and binding obligation of Kerrville enforceable 
in accordance with its terms. All documents required hereunder to be executed and 
delivered by Kerrville will have been duly authorized, executed and delivered and will 
constitute legal, valid and binding obligations of Kerrville enforceable in accordance with 
their terms. 

XIV 
Representations and Warranties of Ingram 

Ingram represents and warrants to Kerrville as follows: 

14.01 Existence and Qualification of Ingram. Ingram is a duly formed and validly existing 
Type A general-law municipality created under the laws of the State of Texas. Ingram 
has all requisite power and authority to provide retail wastewater service and to carry on 
its business as presently conducted. 

14.02 Authority, Approval and Enforceability With Respect to Inuam. Ingram has all requisite 
power and authority to execute and deliver this Agreement and to perform its obligations 
under this Agreement. The execution and delivery of this Agreement by Ingram and the 
performance of the transactions contemplated hereby by Ingram have been duly and 
validly approved and adopted by resolution of its City Council. A copy of said resolution 
is attached hereto as Exhibit E and incorporated herein by reference for all purposes. 
This Agreement has been duly executed and delivered on behalf of Ingram and 
constitutes the legal, valid and binding obligation of Ingram enforceable in accordance 
with its terms. All documents required hereunder to be executed and delivered by Ingram 
will have been duly authorized, executed and delivered and will constitute legal, valid 
and binding obligations of Ingram enforceable in accordance with their terms. 

In Witness of which the Parties have executed this Agreement in duplicate on the dates 
reflected in the signature blocks below. 

CITY OF KERRVILLE, PFAS CITY OF INGRAM, TEXAS 
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CITY OF INGRAM, TEXAS 
CUSTOMER SERVICE AGREEMENT FORM 

CONTRACT FOR WASTEWATER SERVICES 

STATE OF TEXAS 5 
COUNTY OF KERR 5 

DEPOSIT AMOUNT: $ RECEIPT # 

I certify that I am the OWNER [ ] BUILDER [ ] LESSEE [ ] AGENT OF OWNER [ ] 
("Customer") and contract with the City of Ingram, Texas ("City") to provide wastewater service 
to the following property. 

SERVICE ADDRESS: 

BILLING ADDRESS: 

Customer agrees to pay all established rates, charges and fees and to comply with all rules and 
regulations of City now existing or revised. City will maintain a copy of this contract as long as 
Customer andlor the property is connected to the Wastewater System. 

Customer grants to City any easements or rights-of-way for the purpose of installing, inspecting, 
maintaining, and operating pipelines, meters, valves and any other equipment that may be 
required to extend or improve service for existing or future Customers. Customer, in accordance 
with state law (including but not limited to, Tx. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code Ch. 101), agrees to 
waive, release and hold City harmless from any claims and damages resulting from malfunction 
or failure of any equipment or interruption or cessation of service including, without limitation, 
damages to persons or property, direct damages, special damages, incidental damages, 
consequential damages, or loss of profit or revenue. 

DEPOSITS - A non-interest bearing Security Deposit is required for each new service account. 
City reserves the right to increase the amount of the deposit for any existing account. If service is 
terminated for non-payment, where previously a Security Deposit was not required, a Security 
Deposit and payment of all other applicable fees will be required prior to the restoration of 
service. If the account is finaled, the deposit, if any, will be applied upon termination of the 
account to the final bill and any remaining amount refunded. 

BILLING AND PAYMENT - Bills are mailed out on or around the first day of each month. A 
late penalty is added if payment is not received by the due date. City may, by agreement with 
your water service provider, cause your water service to be terminated if you fail to provide 
payment for sewer service. A notice of termination will be furnished prior to termination. 
Customer's obligation to make timely payments for service is not released or diminished because 
a bill was not received. 
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PAYMENTS - All payments must be made to the address and by the due date specified on the 
bill. 

CUSTOMER CONFIDENTIALITY - The 1993 Texas Legislature provided for any customer 
who wishes to exercise the privilege of keeping confidential their address, telephone number, or 
social security number, to file same with the providing utility company. This request for 
confidentiality does not prohibit City from disclosing personal information in a customer's 
account record to an official or employee of the state, an employee of City acting in connection 
with the employee's duties, a consumer reporting agency, a contractor or subcontractor approved 
by and providing services to City, a person for whom the customer has contractually waived 
confidentiality for personal information, or another entity that provides utility services. If you 
wish to exercise this right, please initial in the following space: 

RESTRICTIONS - City is responsible for protecting its Wastewater System and the City of 
Kerrville's Wastewater System (Publicly Owned Treatment Works or POTW) from discharges 
which may cause pass through or interference. The following restrictions and requirements are in 
place to provide this protection. 

1. No user shall introduce or cause to be introduced into the POTW any pollutant or wastewater 
which causes pass through or interference, as defined by the City of Kerrville Code of 
Ordinances. These general prohibitions apply to all users of the POTW whether or not they 
are subject to categorical pretreatment standards or any other federal, state, or local 
pretreatment standards or requirements, 

2. No user shall introduce or cause to be introduced into the POTW any pollutants, substances 
or wastewater as specified in the City of Kerrville Code of Ordinances as amended. 

3. Pollutants, substances or wastewater prohibited by t h s  section shall not be processed or 
stored in such a manner that they could be discharged into the POTW. 

4. Persons discharging industrial wastes shall be required to pretreat said wastes or otherwise 
dispose of such wastes so as to make the remaining waste acceptable to the POTW prior to 
admission of said waste into the POTW. 

5. Pretreatment facilities or interceptors shall be required as specified in the City of Kerrville 
Code of Ordinances as amended. 

6. Customer shall allow their property to be inspected for potential sources of prohibited 
discharges. These inspections shall be conducted by City, its designated agent, or the City of 
Kerrville prior to initiating new wastewater service; when there is reason to believe that 
prohibited discharges are occurring or have occurred; or after any changes to the private 
wastewater facilities. The inspections shall be conducted during City's normal business 
hours. 
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7. City or the City of Kerrville shall notify Customer in writing of violation(s) which has been 
identified during the initial inspection or the periodic re-inspection. Customer agrees to 
abide by all requirements of ART. 9-VIII of the City of Kerrville Code of Ordinances, as may 
be amended. 

8. Customer shall, at their expense, properly install, test and operate any pretreatment system 
required by City or the City of Kerrville. Copies of all testing and maintenance records shall 
be provided to City and the City of Kerrville. 

ENFORCEMENT - If Customer fails to comply with the terms of this Agreement, City shall 
suspend service until all violations of this Agreement have been eliminated andlor corrected, and 
may exercise any and all other remedies available under the laws of the State of Texas. Any 
expenses associated with the enforcement of this Agreement shall be billed to Customer. 

CITY OF KERRVILLE - Customer acknowledges and agrees that City may contract with the 
City of Kerrville to operate and maintain City's wastewater collection system on behalf of City. 
In such an event, the City of Kerrville will serve as an independent contractor only. Customer 
further acknowledges and agrees that City may assign this Agreement at any time to the City of 
Kerrville without notice to, or consent by, Customer. 

CUSTOMER NAME (Print): 

CUSTOMER SIGNATURE: 

DATE: 

APPROVED AND ACCEPTED BY THE CITY OF INGRAM: 

DATE: 

H:\LegaRWastewater\lngrrm Customer Service Form (Ex A)-101005.doc 
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City of Ingram 
230 Hwy 39 Ingram, TX 78025 Fax (830) 367-3175 

October 20,2005 

I, Jannell Bullock, City Secretary of the City of Ingram, In the performance of the 
functions of my office, hereby certify that in a regular meeting of the City Council on 
October 18, 2005, on item number 7 of the agenda posted October 14, 2005, the 
lngram City Council moved to approve the proposed Resolution No. 1-101805 relative 
to Interlocal Agreement for Wholesale Wastewater Service with the City of Kerrville. 
The following members were present and voted as follows. 

Monroe Schlabach (Mayor) 
Marvin Gazaway - Yes 
Ray Lynch - Yes 
Shirley Klug - Yes 
Gerald Johnson - Yes 
Wanda Lucas - Yes 

The attached Resolution No. 1-101805 is a true and correct copy of the ordinance as 
adopted by the City Council and executed by the Mayor and on file in this office. 

WIT of the City of 

~ a n n & '  Bullock 
City Secretary 
City of lngram 

lngram this the 20 '~  day October 2005. 

Rose M. ~Gbbins" 
Notary Public, State of Texas 
My Commission expires: 
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CITY OF INGRAM, TEXAS 
RESOLUTION NO. 1-101805 

WHEREAS, on the 181h day of October, 2005, the City Council of the City of Ingram took up 

for deliberation an Interlocal Agreement for Wholesale Wastewater Service with the City of Kerrville, 

Texas, and 

WHEREAS, the City Council, acting on Agenda Item No. 7 of the posted agenda, by unanimous 

vote did approve the Interlocal Agreement as drafted and presented to the Council, 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 

"The Mayor of the City of Ingram should be and is hereby authorized to act on behalf of the City 

of Ingram for purposes of executing the "Interlocal Agreement for Wholesale Wastewater 

Service with the City of Kerrville" together with all exhibits and/or other documents as may be 

required by the terms of the Agreement or otherwise, to fully consummate the agreement on 

behalf of the City of Ingram and with the City of Kerrville." 

Approved and signed this the 1 8 ~  day of October 2005, pursuant to section 52.003(a) of the 

Texas Local Government Code. 

4 

Monroe Schlabach, Mayor 
Attest: 

/3 

Approved as to form: 
h 
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CITY OF KERRVILLE, TEXAS 
RESOLUTION NO. 11 O - 2005 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH THE 
CITY OF INGRAM, TEXAS, PROVIDING FOR CITY'S RECEIPT, TREATMENT 
AND DISPOSAL OF WASTEWATER 

WHEREAS, the City of Ingram, Texas, ("Ingram") is taking part in the development of a 
wastewater system for the area within their city limits; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Kerrville, Texas, recognizes the mutual benefits which will be 
achieved through the development of a centralized wastewater collection and treatment facility on a 
regional basis; and 

WHEREAS, the City is willing to receive, treat and dispose of the wastewater collected by 
the City of Ingram, pursuant to the terms of the agreement referenced below; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Kerrville, Texas, finds it to be in the public 
interest to enter into an agreement with the City of Ingram which provides for the City to receive, 
treat and dispose of wastewater; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
KERRVILLE, KERR COUNTY, TEXAS: 

That the City Manager and City Clerk are hereby authorized to execute and attest, respectively, on 
behalf of the City of Kerrville, Texas, the Interlocal Agreement for Wholesale Wastewater Service by 
and between the City of Kerrville and the City of Ingram, the provisions ofwhich agreement shall be 
substantially as set forth in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. 

PASSED AND APPROVED ON this the day of &&x&? , A.D., 2005. 

ATTEST: 

/ c Q d &  
Brenda G. Craig, g t y  

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Approved by City Council 
~ate:Q&kw~-5.~ 52~4 
Volume ( ~ 5  p ~ a g e w  
&h JIUd, 2@0,5dL 
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As a part of the study, future wastewater flows from the residential areas located north of 

Junction Highway including Greenwood Forest were considered when evaluating the design of 

the proposed gravity sewer lines. Exhibit I shows the additional residential areas (Service Areas 

A-3 and B-3) in Greenwood Forest that would contribute wastewater flow to Line A and Line B.

Approximately 130 lots in Service Area A-3 would contribute flow to Line A and 305 lots in 

Service Area B-3 would be conveyed to Line B. The result of this additional flow would be that 

the proposed gravity sewer lines would need to be increased in size from 8-inch to I 0-inch 

diameter. The existing facilities including the 15-inch gravity sewer line along Cypress Falls 

Drive and the main lift station have additional flow and volume capacity and would not need to 

be enlarged. However, the City of Ingram Interlocal Agreement for Wholesale Wastewater 

Service with the City of Kerrville regarding volume of water and service area would need to be 

reviewed and evaluated to determine whether wastewater flow from Greenwood Forest could be 

intercepted and conveyed to the City of Kerrville. Based on discussions with the engineer for the 

Phase I Wastewater Collection System, the Greenwood Forest area was not included as part of 

the flow calculations in the 2002 Wastewater Design Report. 

CONSTRUCTION COSTS 

The estimated construction costs for the proposed gravity sewer line improvements were 

determined based on recent bid tabs for Phase I of the City oflngram Wastewater Improvements 

project. Costs for 8-inch sewer line, 8-inch sewer line, I 0-inch sewer line in casing, I 0-inch 

sewer line in casing and manholes were obtained for the City project that is nearing completion. 

The cost of Line A would consist of two components; the cost of the improvements serving area 

A-I (connections within the City limits) south of Junction Highway and the cost of the

improvements serving Service Area A-2 (connections outside City limits) located north of 

Junction Highway. The portion of Line A serving Area A-1 consists of 8-inch sewer line, 

manholes and property acquisition. The total estimated cost for this sewer line is approximately 

$86,302 which includes 20% contingencies due to the preliminary nature of the estimate. In 

addition, design and construction costs such as surveying, geotechnical analysis, engineering 
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design, and construction inspection services of 20% of the construction costs have been added 

for a total cost of $103,562 for Service Area A-1. 

The portion of Line A serving Area A-2 consists of 8-inch sewer line, 8-inch sewer line in steel 

casing, manholes and property acquisition. The total estimated cost for this sewer line is 

approximately $98,263 which includes 20% contingencies due to the preliminary nature of the 

estimate. In addition, design and construction costs such as surveying, geotechnical analysis, 

engineering design, and construction inspection services of 20% of the construction costs have 

been added for a total cost of $117,915 for Service Area A-2. Appendix A lists the preliminary 

cost estimates for each of these lines. 

The cost was determined to increase the size of the sewer line to accommodate wastewater flows 

from the Greenwood Forest area (Service Area A-3). In order to convey flows from this 

residential area, the sewer line would need to be increased from an 8-inch line to a 10-inch line 

beginning at the intersection of Skyview Drive and Junction Highway and extending to the 

existing manhole and stubout north of Cedar Drive. The total cost associated with the increase in 

pipe size is approximately $16,128. 

The cost of Line B would consist of two components; the cost of the improvements serving area 

B-1 (connections outside the City limits) west of Goat Creek Road Cutoff and the cost of the

improvements serving Service Area B-2 (connections outside City limits) located east of Goat 

Creek Road Cutoff. The portion of Line B serving Area B-1 and Area B-2 both consist of 8-inch 

sewer line, 8-inch sewer line in steel casing and manholes. The total estimated cost for this sewer 

line is approximately $154,800 which includes 20% contingencies due to the preliminary nature 

of the estimate. In addition, design and construction costs such as surveying, geotechnical 

analysis, engineering design, and construction inspection services of 20% of the construction 

costs have been added for a total cost of$ I 85,760 for Service Area B. The cost for Service Area 

B would be equally distributed between Area B-1 and B-2 which would result in a total cost of 

$92,890 for each service area. Appendix A lists the preliminary cost estimates for each of these 

lines. 
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The cost was determined to increase the size of the sewer line to accommodate wastewater flows 

from the Greenwood Forest area (Service Area B-3). In order to convey flows from this 

residential area, the sewer line would need to be increased from an 8-inch line to a 10-inch line 

beginning at the intersection of Oakview Drive and Junction Highway and extending to the 

existing lift station on Riverview Road. The total cost associated with the increase in pipe size is 

approximately $27,216. 

The total construction and associated costs for the proposed gravity sewers to serve the eastside 

businesses along Junction Highway is approximately $407,238. The total cost to serve the 

businesses and Greenwood Forest would be $450,582. 

ALLOCATION OF COSTS 

The funding of the proposed gravity sewers to serve the eastside businesses along Junction 

Highway could be provided by the City oflngram in the form of bonds supported by all residents 

within the City or allocated to the specific users of the proposed sewer improvements. 

Allocation of costs to the specific eastside businesses was calculated in terms of equivalent 

single family connections in this study. As previously stated, all of the businesses except 

Bernhard's Meat Market would be equal to one equivalent single family connection. 

The total cost for new sewer service to Service Area A-1 which is located within the City limits 

is $103,562. The total number of lots in this service area as shown in the Kerr County Appraisal 

District database is 24 which results in a prorated cost of $4,315 for each lot ( equivalent single 

family connection). The total cost for new sewer service to Service Area A-2 which is located 

outside the City limits is $117,915. This service area has 13 connections and a prorated cost of 

$9,070 per connection. 

The total cost for new sewer service to Service Area B-1 and B-2 which are both located outside 

the City limits is $185,760. Each of these service areas has 9 equivalent single family 

connections and a prorated cost of $10,320 per connection. 
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An alternative method to allocate the sewer costs would be to separate the costs according to 

whether the proposed improvement serve connections within the City or outside the City. Based 

on this approach, 24 connections at a total estimated construction cost of $103,562 and a 

prorated cost of $4,315 would be served within the City and 31 connections outside the City 

would be served at a total cost of $303,675 and a prorated cost of $9,795 per connection. 

A final allocation method would be to charge all businesses on the east side of the City the same 

connection cost rather than separating the cost based on location or whether the business is 

currently located with the City limits. Based on this approach, there are 55 total connections and 

a total cost of$407,238 which results in an average equivalent connection charge of $7,404. 

Table 1 summarizes the prorated cost per equivalent connection for the different alternatives. 

If the proposed sewer lines are over sized to provide future capacity for Greenwood Forest, the 

estimated construction cost would increase by a total of $43,334 to a total cost of $450,582. This 

extra sewer line capacity would serve approximately 435 lots in Greenwood Forest which would 

result in a per connection cost of $100. 

Table 1 

Prorated Cost per Equivalent Connection 

Number of Total Prorated Total Prorated Cost 
Service Area Connections Construction Cost Per Connection 

A-l(Within City Limits) 24 $103,562 $4,315 

A-2 13 $117,915 $9,070 

B-1 9 $92,880 $10,320 

B-2 9 $92,880 $10,320 

Total-Out of City 31 $303,675 $9,795 

Total 55 $407,238 $7,404 
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SUMMARY 

The purpose of this study was to evaluate options to serve existing and future nonresidential 

customers along Junction Highway (SH 27) in the eastern portion of the City. The study 

evaluated alternatives and determined the best route for proposed gravity sewer lines to convey 

wastewater flows from businesses along Junction Highway south to the existing City main lift 

station and provided an estimated construction cost for the recommended gravity sewer 

alignment. The study also determined the equivalent single family connections served by the 

proposed gravity sewer lines and allocated a prorated cost of the wastewater improvements to 

individual businesses lots. 

This study evaluated serving four different wastewater collection service areas along Junction 

Highway in the east portion of the City. The collection areas included three service areas outside 

of the City limits on the north side of Junction Highway (and one business on the southeast 

comer of Goat Creek Road Cutoff and Junction Highway) and one service area within the city 

limits on the south side of Junction Highway. The peak daily flow used to design the Ingram 

proposed wastewater collection lines was based on 1,050 gallons per day per equivalent single 

family connection. 

The total cost for new sewer service to Service Area A-1 is $103,562. The total number of lots 

in this service area is 24 which results in a prorated cost of $4,315 for each lot. The total cost for 

new sewer service to Service Area A-2 which is located outside the City limits is $117,915. This 

service area has 13 connections and a prorated cost of $9,070 per connection. 

The total cost for new sewer service to Service Area B-1 and B-2 which are both located outside 

the City limits is $185,760. Each of these service areas has 9 equivalent single family 

connections and a prorated cost of$ I 0,320 per connection. 

An alternative method to a11ocate the sewer costs would be to separate the costs according to 

whether the proposed improvement serve connections within the City or outside the City. Based 

on this approach, 24 connections at a total estimated construction cost of $103,562 and a 

9 
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prorated cost of $4,315 would be served within the City and 31 connections outside the City 

would be served at a total cost of$303,675 and a prorated cost of $9,795 per connection. 

A final allocation method would be to charge all businesses on the east side of the City the same 

connection cost rather than separating the cost based on location or whether the business is· 

currently located with the City limits. Based on this approach, there are 55 total connections and 

a total cost of $407,238 which results in an average equivalent connection charge of$7,404. 

If the proposed sewer lines are over sized to provide future capacity for Greenwood Forest, the 

estimated construction cost would increase by a total of $43,344 to a total cost of $450,582. This 

extra sewer line capacity would serve approximately 435 lots in Greenwood Forest which would 

result in a per connection cost of$ I 00. 

10 
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EASTSIDE WASTEWATER GRAVITY SEWER LINES 

SEWER LINE A 

LINEA LF UNIT 
UNIT 

TOTAL 
COST 

IMPROVEMENTS FOR NORTH LOTS (A-2) 

8-INCH SEWER LINE 1700 LF $ 28 $ 47,600 

8-INCH SEWER LINE (IN 16-inch CASING) 140 LF $ 150 $ 21,000 

MANHOLES 4 EA $ 3,000 $ 12,000 

PROPERTY ACQUISITION 0.06 ACRE $ 20,000 $ 1,286 

SUBTOTAL $ 81,886 

20% CONTINGENCIES $ 16,377 

CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL $ 98,263 

20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 19,653 

TOTAL $ 117,915 

IMPROVEMENTS FOR CITY LOTS SOUTH SIDE (A-1) 

8-INCH SEWER LINE 500 LF $ 28 $ 14,000 

8-INCH SEWER LINE 1500 LF $ 28 $ 42,000 

MANHOLES 5 EA $ 3,000 $ 15,000 

PROPERTY ACQUISITION 0.05 ACRE $ 20,000 $ 918 

SUBTOTAL $ 71,918 

20% CONTINGENCIES $ 14,384 

CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL $ 86,302 

20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 17,260 

TOTAL $ I 03,562 

SERVICE AREA TOTAL $ 221,478 

ADDITIONAL COSTS FOR GREENWOOD FOREST UPSIZE 

INCREASE SEWER SIZE TO I 0-INCH 1100 LF $ 7 $ 7,700 

INCREASE TO 8-INCH SEWER LINE (IN 16-inch CASING) 140 LF $ 25 $ 3,500 

SUBTOTAL $ 11,200 

20% CONTINGENCIES $ 2,240 

20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 2,688 

TOTAL $ 16,128 
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EASTSIDE WASTEWATER GRAVITY SEWER LINES 

SEWERLINEB 

LF UNIT 
UNIT 

TOTAL LINE B 
COST 

AREA B-1 

8-INCH SEWER LINE 800 $ 28 $ 22,400 

MANHOLES 2 $ 3,000 $ 6,000 

SUBTOTAL $ 28,400 

20% CONTINGENCIES $ 5,680 

CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL $ 34,080 

20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 6,816 

TOTAL $ 40,896 

AREA B-2 

8-INCH SEWER LINE 800 $ 28 $ 22,400 

MANHOLES 2 $ 3,000 $ 6,000 

SUBTOTAL $ 28,400 

20% CONTINGENCIES $ 5,680 

CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL $ 34,080 

20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 6,816 

TOTAL $ 40,896 

AREA B-1 & B-2 

8-INCH SEWER LINE (IN 16-inch CASING) 140 $ 150 $ 21,000 

8-INCH SEWER LINE 1400 $ 28 $- 39,200 

MANHOLES 4 $ 3,000 $ 12,000 

SUBTOTAL $ 72,200 
20% CONTINGENCIES $ 14,440 

CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL $ 86,640 

20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 17,328 

TOTAL $ 103,968 

SERVICE AREA TOTAL $ 185,760 

ADDITIONAL COSTS FOR GREENWOOD FOREST UPSIZE 

INCREASE SEWER SIZE TO JO-INCH 2200 $ 7 $ 15,400 
INCREASE TO 8-INCH SEWER LINE (IN CASING) 140 $ 25 $ 3,500 
SUBTOTAL $ 18,900 
20% CONTINGENCIES $ 3,780 
20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 4,536 
TOTAL $ 27,216 
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City of Ingram 

Analysis of costs to establish System Access Fee for Business connections to City Wastewater System - Includes 20 already connected. 
(All potential connections and costs with exception of Dam Store/Ingram Oaks were pulled from the two studies conducted by John Hewitt) 

Total Est. Costs West Side Dam Total Funds 

Area Descriptions Businesses Vacant lots Total All Connections Store/Ingram Oaks Required 

Central Business Area 36 1 37 $ 274,619.00 
East Side (A-1) 12 12 24 $ 103,562.00 
East Side (A-2) * 9 4 13 $ 117,915.00 
East Side (B-1) * 9 0 9 $ 92,880.00 
East Side (B-2) * 4 5 9 $ 92,880.00 
Businesses to be Connected in Phase II 23 0 23 $ -

Businesses Already connected in Phase I 20 0 20 $ -

Over sized Line Cost (future demand) * $ 43,334.00 
Carolyn St. Extension (HCTC Pro-rata) $ 42,471.00 
Sub Total 113 22 135 $ 767,661.00 

Line to Dam Store/Ingram Oaks (Future-Not included in cost per connection) $ 100,000.00 $ 867,661.00 

Average System Access Fee Based on Total Possible Connections $ 5,686.38 

Amount Unrecoverable (20 Already connected/Phase I) $ 113,727.60 

Total Amount Subject to Recovery $ 653,933.40 

r.li 

The figures below reflect possible discounts (Dam Store/Ingram Oaks excluded) All Businesses 

With 10% Discount $ _.--..1,iJ.1., .. � ' ' 

-' I I I 
With 20% Discount V 4,549.10 / IM U\1A J e._<:z..._ � T,t;....
With 25% Discount cs Ll.� 

,...--- - - -

With 35% Discount $ 3,696.15 
With 50% Discount $ 2,843.19 
The figures below reflect the amount the City would recover after applying discounts Businesses Pay Est. Cost to City 

Recovery @ 90% $ 588,540.06 $ 179,120.94 
Recovery @ 80% $ 523,146.72 $ 244,514.28 
Recovery @75% $ 490,450.05 $ 277,210.95 
Recovery@ 65% $ 425,056.71 $ 342,604.29 
Recovery @ 50% $ 326,966.70 $ 440,694.30 

City_Bus Accts 1 9/4/2012 
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4-G City of Ingram 

Analysis of costs to establish System Access Fee for Business connections to City Wastewater System - Includes 20 already connected. 
(All ootential connections and costs with exceotion of Dam Store/Ingram Oaks were pulled trom the two studies conducted bv John Hewitt) 

A B C D E F 
Total Est. Costs West Side Dam 

Area D escri1>tlons Businesses Vacant lots Total All Connections Store/Ingram Oaks 
1 Central Business Area 36 1 37 $ 274,619.00 
Z East Side (A-1) 12 12 24 $ 103,562.00 
3 East Side (A-2) * 9 4 13 $ 117,915.00 
4 East Side (B-1) * 9 0 9 $ 92,880.00 
5 East Side (B-2) * 4 5 9 $ 92,880.00 
6 Businesses to be Connected in Phase II 23 0 23 $ -

7 Businesses Already connected in Phase I 20 0 20 $ -

8 Over sized Line Cost (future demand)* $ 43,334.00 
9 Carolyn St. Extension (HCTC Pro-rata} $ 42,471.00 

10 Less multiple lot utilization for structures -10 -10
11 Total Cost 113 12 125 $ 767,661.00 

12 Line to Dam Store/Ingram Oaks (Future-Not included in cost per connection) $ 100,000.00 $ 

13 Avera2e Svstem Access Fee Based on Total Possible Connections - Includes 1 Tap fee $ 6,141.29 

14 Amount Unrecoverable (20 Already connected/Phase I) $ 122,825.80 

15 Total Amount Subject to Recovery $ 644,835.20 

The figures below reflect possible discounts (Dam Store/Ingram Oaks excluded) All Businesses 

16 With 10% Discount $ 5,527.16 
17 With 20% Discount 

.. 

$ - 4,913.03 Round up to $5000.00 ? - � 

18 
19 

20 

21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

With 25% Discount 
With 35% Discount 
With 50% Discount 
The figures below reflect the amount the City would recover after applying discounts 

Recovery @ 90% 
Recovery @ 80% --...... 

Recovery@75% 
Recovery @ 65% 
Recovery @ 50% 

City_Bus Accts 

-
--

- . 

1 

$ 4,605.97 
$ 3,991.84 
$ 3,070.65 

Businesses Pay Est. Cost to City 

$ 580,351.68 $ 187,309.32 
$ 515,868.16 $ 251,792.84 
$ 483,626.40 $ 284,034.60 
$ 419,142.88 $ 348,518.12 
$ 322,417.60 $ 445,243.40 

G 

Total Funds 

Required 

867,661.00 

10/2/2012 
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Central Business District 

Total of 36 developed businesses or 37 if you count vacant Slab at corner of Highway St. 

Area 1 = 4 

Showers of Flowers 

Taqueria San Miguel 

Vacant Building 

Hunter House Inn & Suites 

Area S =4 

Ferguson Trucking/Wesite Des. 

Church of the Hills 

happy Jack 

TJ Moore Lumber 

Area 2 = 2 

Copper Cactus 

Horizon Motors 

Area 6 = 8? 

JP Liquor 

Grand Wows 

Ingram Grocery 

Broken Arrow Ranch 

Kerr County Roofing 

Vacant Bldg (old court house ext} 

Vacant Bldg (Priour bldg} 

Vacant Slab (Priour} 

Area 3 = 1 

Annie Cal's Boutique 

Area 7 = 13 

Edward Jones Investments 

Yankee Clipper 

Drag 

hunt Ingram Gas 

Jack's Cycle Service 

WRS Enterprises 

West Kerr Current 

Solar Wind Solutions 

Spirit Wind Java 

B&B Computer Service 

Tucker Bass Pump 

Givens Metalcraft 

Ingram Vet Clinic 

Area 4 = 2 

Old Ingram Social Club 

Vacant Building 

Residence 

Residence 

Area 8 = 3 

Neumart 

Oehler Attorney Bldg 

Vacant Bldg 
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INGRAM CITY COUNCIL 
MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING 

ON OCTOBER 2, 2012 

·on Tuesday, October 2, 2012, the Ingram City Council meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m. by
James Salter, Mayor, in the City Hall Council Chambers, 230 Hwy 39, Ingram Texas.

MEMBERS PRESENT:
James Salter 
Monroe Schlabach 
Shirley Trees 

STAFF PRESENT: 
Dene' Huffaker 
Stephanie Breckenridge 
Stan Neuse 

Call to order: 6:00 p.m. 

Mayor 
Alderman 
Alderman 

City Treasurer 
City Secretary 
City Administrator 

1. VISITOR/CITIZENS FORUM:
None 

Monroe Schlabach arrived at 6:05 p.m. 

2. CONSENT AGENDA:

Brandon Rowan 
John St. Clair 
Jim Lopez 

Ilse Bailey 

Mayor Pro T em 
Alderman 
Alderman 

City Attorney 

2A. Approval of minutes from the Regular City Council Meeting held September 18, 2012; 28. 
___ paying bills as specified; and 2C. purchase orders as presented. Shirley Trees made a motion to 

approve the minutes from the Regular City Council meeting held on September 18, 2012; 28. 
paying bills as specified and 2C. approval of purchase orders as presented. John St. Clair 
seconded and the motion carried 5 to O votes. 

3. ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS:
3A. Regarding Resolution No. 14-2012 establishing legal services fees. Brandon Rowan made a 
motion to approve Resolution No. 14-2012 establishing legal services fees. Monroe Schlabach 
seconded and the motion carried 5 to O votes. 

4. CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION:
4A. Regarding presentation from First Southwest Finance Company. No action taken. 

48. Regarding general Financial Advisory Board contract with the City of Ingram. John St. Clair
make a motion to postpone to next agenda. Shirley Trees seconded and the motion carried 5 to 0
votes.

4C. Regarding improvements at 138 Riverpark Dr. No action taken. 

4D. Regarding amendment to Memorandum of Understanding for Ingram Municipal Judge. Monroe 
Schlabach made a motion to approve amendment to Memorandum of Understanding for Ingra�
Municipal Judge. Shirley Trees seconded and the motion carried 5 to O votes. 

� 
----.. 4E. Regarding authorizing Mayor to execute loan agreement for Public Works and M�I 

1ehicles. Jim Lopez made a motion to authorize Mayor to execute laon agreement for�lic 
Works and Marshal vehicles. Brandon Rowan seconded and the motion carried 5 to O vo� 
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. 4F. Regarding Wastewater Committee recommendations on Wastewater Ordinance No. 2010-2. 
: · Brandon Rowan made a motion to approve new wastewater increase of $0.80 per 1000 gallons. 

_ · ·_ Shirley Trees seconded and the motion carried 5 to O votes. 
---. *Shirley Trees made a motion to direct City Attorney to revise current Wastewater Ordinance No. 

2012-2 and schedule a public hearing. John St. Clair seconded and the motion carried 5 to 0 
votes. 

4G. Regarding establishing Wastewater System Access Fee, Tap Fees, & Rates. Jim Lopez made 
a motion to set Wastewater System Access Fee at $5000.00 which includes one tap at the City's 
20% discounted rate. Any additional taps will be $1200.00 per 4" & 6" tap fee plus the cost of the 
manhole, if required. Brandon Rowan seconded and the motion carried 5 to O votes. 

5. INFORMATION AND DISCUSSION:

Personnel Committee met Thursday, September 27, 2010 and assigned Brad Rider the Captain 
position and eliminated the Investigator position in the Marshal's Department. 

Utility Committee met Friday, September 28, 2012 and recommended the items listed above 4F & 
4G. 

6. EXECUTIVE SESSION:

The city council reserves the right to discuss any of the above items in executive closed session as 
permitted by law including if they meet the qualifications in Sections 551.071 (consultation with 
attorney), 551.072 (deliberation regarding real property), 551.073 (deliberation regarding gifts), 
551.074 (personnel matters), 551.076 (deliberation regarding security devices) and 551.087 
(deliberation regarding economic development negotiations) of Chapters 551 and 552 of the 

---- Government Code of the State of Texas. 

7. ADJOURNMENT:

Jim Lopez made a motion to adjourn. Shirley Trees seconded and the motion carried with the 
meeting adjourning at 8:14 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Stephanie Breckenridge 
City Secretary 
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Date Reported 
05/07/2018

Time Reported 
13:00

Time Dispatched 
13:00

Time Arrived 
13:00

Time Completed 
13:00

Addr. of Occ. 
104 INGRAM LOOP

State 
TX

County 
KERR

City 
INGRAM

Zipcode 
78025

District 
INGRAM

Grid 
NORTH

How Reported 
OFFICER OBSERVATION

Dispatch Disposition 
RPT

Synopsis 
05/07/2018 12:19:26
THE OFFICER WAS INFORMED OF A CODE ENFORCEMENT VIOLATION WHICH HAD BEEN OCCURING FOR
APPROXIMATELY 3 YEARS. THE VIOLATOR REFUSED TO ALLOW LAW ENFORCEMENT ACCESS TO HIS PROPERTY AND
STATED TO WRITE HIM A CITATION LIKE THE  "OTHERS".

Agency 1 
INGRAM POLICE DEPARTMENT

Exceptional Clearance 
PROSECUTION DECLINED

Exceptional Clearance Date 
08/06/2018

Initial Investigator 
GRIFFIN, BYRON

Offense Codes 
31.04(e)(4) THEFT OF SERV >=$2,500<$30K

Class 
CODE ENFORCEMENT

Subclass 
CODE ENFORCEMENT

Auto Weapon Indicator 
 

Type Criminal Activity 
POSSESSING/CONCEALING

Class 
THEFT

Subclass 
Theft Other

Hate/Bias Motivation 
NONE

Premise 
GOVERNMENT/PUBLIC BLDG

Structure 
COMMERCIAL BLDG, SINGLE STORY

Auto Weapon Indicator 
 

Suspected Using 
NOT APPLICABLE

Name Type 
Suspect

Name 
JORDAN, CLAUD BENNETT, JR

Class associations 
CODE ENFORCEMENT/CODE ENFORCEMENT     THEFT/Theft Other     

Address 
201 4TH STREET

City 
INGRAM

State 
TX

Zip 
78025

DL No DL State 
TX

DOB 
10/31/1971

Age 
46

Sex 
M

Race 
WHITE

Incident Report #1800263  
INGRAM POLICE DEPARTMENT
226 HWY 39
INGRAM, TEXAS 78025
830-367-2636

Event Info

Classification Completed

Classification Completed

Suspect

1/9
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EO 
NON-HISPANIC

Height 
603

Weight 
250

Hair 
BRO

Eyes 
BRO

Cell Phone Occupation 
BUSINESS SERVICES

Marital Status 
SINGLE

Residency Status 
RESIDENT

Name Type 
Government

Name 
CITY OF INGRAM

Address 
230 HWY 39

City 
INGRAM

State 
TX

Grid 
WEST

Zip 
78025

Main 
(830) 367-5115

Name Type 
Witness

Name 
RUBIO, ARTURO

Address 
1202 VIEWCREST

City 
GRANITE SHOALS

State 
TX

Zip 
78654

Sex 
M

Race 
WHITE

EO 
HISPANIC

Height 
506

Weight 
198

Hair 
BRO

Eyes 
BRO

Cell Phone 

Occupation 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

Business/School 
QRO-MEX CONSTRUCTION

Comments 
BUSINESS OWNER

Name Type 
Witness

Name 
BRECKENRIDGE, STEPHANIE

Address 
105 HIGH FOREST

City 
INGRAM

State 
TX

Zip 
78025

Sex 
M

Race 
WHITE

EO 
NON-HISPANIC

Height 
503

Weight 
130

Hair 
BRO

Eyes 
BRO

Cell Phone 

Occupation 
GOVERNMENT SERVICE

Employer Phone 
(830) 367-5115

Marital Status 
MARRIED

Residency Status 
RESIDENT

Comments 
CITY OF INGRAM CITY SECRETARY

Name Type 
Witness

Name 
FLORES, JOSE

Address 
137 E BLUEBRIAR

City 
GRANITE SHOALS

State 
TX

Zip 
78654

Sex 
M

Race 
WHITE

EO 
HISPANIC

Height 
503

Weight 
175

Hair 
BRO

Eyes 
BRO

Cell Phone 

Residential Phone Occupation 
BUILDING CONSTRUCTION

Business/School 
QRO-MEX CONSTRUCTION

Residency Status 
RESIDENT

Comments 
FIELD FOREMAN

Record Type 
EVIDENCE

Date Reported 
05/07/2018

Status 
EVIDENCE IN CUSTODY

Bin/Tag No 
18053140

Photos

Victim (Business)

Witness

Witness

Witness

Property

2/9
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Evidence Item No. 
1800263 - 1

Property Type 
EVIDENCE

Model/Desc 
DIGITAL AUDIO RECORDING

Stolen Value 
$0.00

Date Recovered 
05/07/2018

Recovered Value 
$0.00

Damaged Value 
$0.00

Property Classification 
CODE ENFORCEMENT - CODE ENFORCEMENT

Property Location 
LOCAL EVIDENCE MEDIA STORAGE

Property Quantity 
1

Record Type 
STOLEN

Date Reported 
05/07/2018

Status 
NOT RECOVERED

Property Type 
MONEY

Brand 
WASTEWATER SERVICE CONNECTION

Model/Desc 
UNITED STATES CURRENCY

Stolen Value 
$5,000.00

Recovered Value 
$0.00

Damaged Value 
$0.00

Property Classification 
THEFT - Theft Other

Property Quantity 
5000

Record Type 
EVIDENCE

Date Reported 
05/07/2018

Status 
EVIDENCE IN CUSTODY

Bin/Tag No 
18058666

Evidence Item No. 
1800263 - 2

Property Type 
RECORDING, AUDIO/VIDEO

Model/Desc 
PHOTO-ARRAY PRESENTATION

Stolen Value 
$0.00

Date Recovered 
05/18/2018

Recovered Value 
$0.00

Damaged Value 
$0.00

Property Classification 
NO CLASS ASSOCIATON

Property Quantity 
1

Written By 
GRIFFIN, BYRON

Date Written 
05/07/2018

1- On May 4, 2018, I, Chief Byron Griffin was advised by the Ingram City Administrator, Mark Bosma, to reach out to
Councilman Claud Jordan in reference to his commercial property being in arrears to the city. The property is
 located at 104 Ingram Loop, Ingram, Kerr County, Texas. There is a residential property on the same lot which is
addressed 106 Ingram Loop. This is verified w ith Kerr County Appraisal District (attached plot).

2- Bosma advised that Jordan had received an invoice for payment in May, 2015 (the same month that Jordan was
sworn in as a councilman). Jordan did not pay the invoice.

3- Sometime between May, 2015 and May, 2018 the city of Ingram administration changed and the outstanding
invoice was forgotten about. However, in March of 2018 the outstanding invoice was discovered by the auditor
while conducting the internal audit of the cities finances. This invoice was brought to the attention of City
Administrator Bosma who immediately had Councilman Jordan invoiced a 2nd time. This was in March of 2018.

4- The invoiced amount is due to the fee charged by the city of Ingram for commercial wastewater hook-up. The
way the fee is broken down is that the city of Ingram charges commercial business's a system access fee and
there is a tap fee included. These charges are $3800.00 and $1200.00 consecutively. These fees were established
by council during a council session on October 2, 2012. (see attached Ingram City Council minutes from this date)

5- Due to Jordan receiving the invoice and having never responded to the city's billing department about the
ordinance the Mayor, Brandon Rowan, and City Administrator, Mark Bosma, requested that I make contact w ith
Jordan. It is factual that over the course of the past 6 months the police department has been charged w ith
ensuring that all residents and business's have paid their appropriate fees and have mandatorily hooked up to the
city's wastewater system, as per the city's ordinance.

Property

Property

Narrative

3/9
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6- I contacted Jordan and recorded the telephone call w ith Jordan. I informed Jordan that I had been given a
directive from the city administrator and I was requesting Jordan to meet me at his commercial property located at
104 Ingram Loop. I requested that Jordan allow me access to the property so that I could document whether he
did, or did not, have a working system that was discharging waste into the city's wastewater system. Jordan
refused, stating, "you might as well right me a ticket w ith the rest of them; I'm not paying".

7- Jordan then began to speak to me about the colonia grant that the city obtained and wanted ensure that I
knew that his property was featured on a list that was provided to the city by the federal grant writers. Jordan
explained that because the city had already received funds to hook up his property he did not feel that they (the
city) had the authority to charge a fee.

8- I informed Jordan that I did not know the answer to that questions/statement, however in 2013 a city ordinance
was enacted that gave the city of Ingram the authority to charge a fee for system access and a tap fee; that is
what the city was trying to collect. Furthermore, I informed Jordan that since he was a councilman that he could, or
they could, (council) vote to change that ordinance, but that was not my decision.

9- Jordan then advised that I needed to verify that I knew what I could, or could not, enforce. Meaning, I should
research this topic before going out and enforcing the law that was incorrect. I informed Jordan that I was
enforcing a city ordinance that city council had passed in 2013. Furthermore, I informed Jordan that sometimes I
have to enforce items that I did not agree w ith; I gave Jordan the example of seatbelt violations. (I was trying to
be empathetic to Jordan's issue)

10- Jordan informed me to "go ahead and write me a ticket...like the rest of them". I verified that Jordan was
refusing to allow me to document his property had a working system that could/should deposit waste into the
wastewater system. Jordan confirmed that was correct.

11- Jordan concluded the conversation w ith stating that he would not pay the citation fee either. The recorded
conversation w ith Jordan was placed on the local media server under tag number 18053140 and marked as
evidence in this case.

12- At the conclusion of the phone call I spoke w ith Bosma about the event. I informed him that I would be
creating a event number for the violation of the city ordinance. I suggested that guidance be given on how council
w ished to proceed w ith the knowledge that a sitting councilmember was openly violating a city ordinance statue.
Moreover, the councilmember was refusing to allow a "city representative" access to the property to document the
possible violation. Thereby, violating another statue of the wastewater ordinance.

13- Also, I spoke to the city secretary, Stephanie Breckenridge, about the location. Stephanie was working w ith
the city of Ingram at the time. Stephanie advised that Jordan had requested that the wastewater installer
specifically hook up both of his properties (104 and 106 Ingram Loop) during the residential only phase of
wastewater hook-up.

14- The construction company, Qro-Mex,  wastewater installer owner Arturo Rubio, informed me that Jordan was
well aware of the rules and purposely informed Arturo and his field foreman, Jose Flores, to run separate lines to
all of his residences located around 106 Ingram Loop. Arturo further explained that Jordan requested that Qro-
Mex  place a tap in place for future use, which was completed. Arturo did not know if this tap was used by Jordan
in the future.

15- When interview ing Breckenridge about the events Breckenridge provided me w ith all the documentation from
when Jordan's septic tank was decommissioned and when Art had hooked up Jordan's residence located at 106
Ingram Loop. (attached to this case).

16- Breckenridge informed me that Jordan had just contacted her by telephone and requested all the same
information. Jordan claimed to Breckenridge that he had not allowed anybody onto his property to decommission
his septic tanks, nor had he allowed anybody access to his property to hook up wastewater. This is an inaccurate
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statement; the attached invoices and decommissioning documentation from the Kerr County Environmental Health
are signed by Claud Jordan.

17- At this time I have a scheduled time to meet w ith Arturo Rubio to obtain a statement and am awaiting a
statement from Breckenridge.

18- This case w ill remain open.

Written By 
GRIFFIN, BYRON

Date Written 
05/08/2018

1- On May 8, 2018 at around 0829 hours, I, Chief Byron Griffin contacted the owner of Qro-Mex Construction
Company, Arturo Rubio, by telephone.

2- Arturo advised that he was unable to come to the police department to give a written statement, but advised
that he would be glad to give a statement over the telephone.

3- Arturo advised that his company was hired by the city to install wastewater in 2014. Arturo advised that this
phase was for residential service only and did not include any commercial structures. (see attached photo of
template listing all residential address's)

4- Arturo stated that while they were installing residential service to this particular area Claud Jordan
approached his work foreman, Jose Flores.  Jordan explained that he needed 2 lines laid on his property. Arturo
advised that one line was laid to a single w ide mobile home (106 Ingram Loop) and one line was laid to a "Shack"
on the backside of a large metal building labeled a commercial building by Kerr County Appraisal District.

5- Arturo explained that his company spent a couple days laying line onto Jordan's property because Jordan was
constantly complaining about how they laid the line and where they laid the line. Jordan also had Arturo install a
3rd tap on the property for an RV.

6- Arturo explained that he was only installing where the city had authorized him to install line and Jordan had all
the correct paperwork. Arturo explained that Jordan was on scene most of the time when they were installing
lines.

7- Arturo advised that if he is needed for court proceedings that he would be glad to testify to what he observed
and knows.

8- After concluding my phone call w ith Arturo I obtained a statement from the only remaining city employee from
that era, City Secretary Stephanie Breckenridge.

9- Breckenridge advised that she was aware of the incident w ith Arturo and Jordan. Breckenridge advised that she
remembers this event specifically because Jordan was complaining to anybody who would listen that the lines
were laid incorrectly and in the wrong locations. Breckenridge advised that this was before Jordan was a city
councilman and that the city manager had to go and visit the site location, along w ith engineers, because of
Jordan's claims.

10- Breckenridge advised that she remembers Jordan being sent an invoice by the city for $5000 dollars because
Jordan had made Arturo hookup a residence and a commercial structure at 104 Ingram Loop. Breckenridge advised
that Jordan was sworn in on city council about 2 weeks later and there was no further mention of the outstanding
invoice until it was discovered in March, 2018 by the 3rd party, exterior, city auditor.

11- Breckenridge advised that when the outstanding amount was discovered another invoice was sent to Jordan.
Jordan, again, refused to pay the fee associated w ith the connection.

Supplemental Narrative
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12- Breckenridge advised that she had obtained various documentation dated from 2014 in regards to the hook-up
on Jordan's property. These documents are tank abandonment inspections forms for 104 and 106 Ingram Loop, an
Application to Register for Proper Abandonment of Septic Tank for 104 and 106 Ingram Loop, tickets from the City
of Kerrville Health Department where the pumping contents from the tanks were disposed at the City of Kerrville
water treatment facility, and a handwritten page from a note tablet from Arturo Rubio's wastewater hookup
records.

13- Breckenridge advised that she had contacted Jordan after the discovery of the outstanding invoice. Jordan
advised that he did not have a working toilet in the commercial building and that there was no discharge into the
city's wastewater system. The phone call was ended.

 

Written By 
GRIFFIN, BYRON

Date Written 
05/09/2018

1- On May 9, 2018 at around 1100 hours, I, Chief Byron Griffin met w ith Captain Carol Tw iss and Sheriff Rusty
Hierholzer at the Kerr County Sheriffs' Office.

2- I briefed both on the current situation, but was advised that they could not become involved until after a
pending investigation belonging to the FBI and the Texas Rangers was resolved. The investigation stemmed from
possible misappropriation of grant funds obtained during the grant period and the on-going issue where it is
alleged that the city obtained grant funds from the USDA to pay for the commercial hook-ups, but then used the
money for other items, thereby passing an ordinance in 2013 that allowed the city to charge the tap fee and
wastewater recovery fee ($5000).

3- Councilman Jordan and a local business owner had made these claims and accusations to the Sheriff's Office
sometime w ithin the past month and made these allegations to the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

4- Because they had made these claims the Sheriff was hesitant to become involved until the FBI and the Texas
Rangers concluded their investigation into the allegations.

5- Because Jordan believed that the city did not have the authority to charge the $5000 fee I have enclosed the
follow ing documents.
 
A- The Commercial Engineering Study was completed in 2012, which outlines that the city would need to obtain a
loan to hook up all nonresidential structures, which would include Jordan's commercial building at 104 Ingram Loop.

6- By my investigation it appears that the allegations made my Jordan to validate his claim that commercial
properties were paid for by a grant are false.

7- At this juncture in the investigation I have concluded several facts:
 A commercial property owned by Claud Jordan was connected to the city of Ingram's
wastewater main line by Arturo Rubio, DBA Qro-Mex. This was done at the request of Jordan on July
30, 2014 and that the privately owned septic tank owned by Jordan at 104 Ingram Loop was
decommissioned on the same day.
The hook-up of 104 Ingram Loop, Jordan's property, was accomplished by Arturo Rubio at the request
of Jordan. Jordan was aware that only residential service was being offered for free hook-up via the
USDA loan, but used deception and false pretenses to make Arturo Rubio believe that the small
"shack" in the back of the commercial property was being habituated as a residence.
A Ingram City Ordinance was enacted in 2013, which specifies what the wastewater fees are to be
charged to commercial properties/business's.  

Supplemental Narrative
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Regardless, if "the shack" was a residence or not, it is clear that only 106 Ingram Loop was only
considered a residence because there was not a residential application filled out by Jordan for 104
Ingram Loop because he knew that it was residential only hook-ups.  
Additionally, Kerr County Appraisal District has no listing for a "shack" at 104 Ingram Loop; the only
structure listed at 104 Ingram Loop is a commercial building.
The address of 104 Ingram Loop is registered w ith the City of Ingram as a business "Diversified
Woodworking" and is listed as a commercial property w ith Kerr County Appraisal District.
Jordan was mailed 2 separate demand for payment invoices one in 2015 and a recently in 2018; the
invoice sent in 2018 was sent certified, return receipt, and was signed for by Jordan's long-time
girlfriend Tammy Sevey, who is also the resident of 106 Ingram Loop.

8- In conclusion Jordan intentionally and knowingly used deception and false pretenses to have a commercial
property connected to the city of Ingram's main wastewater connection line thereby avoiding payment to the city
of Ingram in the amount of $5000.00 dollars. Also, the city of Ingram on 2 sepearte occasions mailed certified and
regular postal mail invoices to Jordan's PO Box serving as a demand for payment notice; Jordan did not comply or
respond to the notices. Due to the monetary amount this offense would be a State Jail Felony ($2500<$30,000)

9- This case w ill be forwarded to the 216th DA's Office for presentation to the Grand Jury. 

 

Written By 
GRIFFIN, BYRON

Date Written 
05/15/2018

1- On May 14, 2018 I received an email from FBI Agent Monroe Giese. Agent Giese had met w ith me on Friday, May
11, 2018 in reference to Jordan and another business owner in Ingram approaching the FBI about the city of
Ingram wrong-doings in the past.

2- Giese was inquiring on Ingram's grants vs loans for the wastewater system. City Adminstrator Bosma explained
the grants vs loans to Agent Giese and provided Agent Giese w ith documentation supporting the information
provided.

3- Giese inquired if there were any business's in Ingram that had connected w ithout any fees. I informed him that I
was not aware of any, except for Jordan's connection at 104 Ingram Loop. Giese confirmed that that was done
during the residential only phase of the USDA grant. I informed him from my research that is what I had
discovered.

4- I provided Agent Giese w ith all of my information prior to his departure.  

5- The email received on May 14th was an inquiry into the exact dollar amount the contractor collected from the city
during the grant connection phase and how much did the contractor charge to do this connection at 104 Ingram
Loop.

6- The contractor for the install w ill come into the office on May 16th and provide a statement in regards to this
phase of connection w ith an estimated cost.

7- On May 15, 2018 we received the photo array from the Texas Department of Public Safety. I contacted Jose
Flores and informed him that on his schedule we could present the photo array to him. He advised that he would
check his schedule and let me know.  

Supplemental Narrative

Supplemental Narrative

7/9

• 

• 

• 

• 

EXHIBIT O

Jordan 0097



Written By 
HOLZAPFEL, MICHAEL

Date Written 
05/21/2018

On Friday, May 18, 2018, I met w ith Jose Flores who identified himself as a Superintendent for Qromex
Construction Company.  Jose told me he is the person who supervised the installation of a sewer line for the
address of 104 Ingram Loop on 7/23/14. 
 
According to a statement given by Jose, he met w ith the property owner of 104 Ingram Loop, Claude Jordan,
approximately two or three days before July 23, 2014 so Jordan could show him where he (Jordan) wanted the
sewer line to run on the property.  Jose stated Jordan wanted him to focus on running the sewer line to a shed
located on the property behind a much larger garage style structure.  Jose said Jordan made remarks that led him
to believe a toilet and sink were inside the shed, however he never looked and does not remember ever seeing a
toilet are sink.  Jose said Jordan showed him where the original sewer line and a waste water line come out of the
shed and told him that’s where he (Jordan) wants the new sewer line hooked up.
 
Jose said he checked his list of properties eligible for hook up prior to breaking ground at 104 Ingram Loop.  Jose
said his list showed 106 and 104 marked as “application received”, indicating to him that 104 was eligible to
receive a sewer line.  Jose said he and his crew arrived at 104 Ingram Loop two are three days later on July 23rd,
2014 and installed the new sewer line, taking only one day to complete.
 
Although it has been four years since Jose interacted w ith Jordan, I asked him if he was w illing to participate in
looking at a photo-array which may or may not have Jordan’s picture.  Jose agreed, and the photo-array
presentation was conducted by KPD Investigator J. Beard.  Investigator Beard does not know Jordan and does not
know what he looks like.  The photo-array was created by the Texas Department of Public Safety Intelligence and
Counterterrorism Division.  The presentation began at 10:31 a.m. and was recorded by video w ith audio.  Upon
conducting the presentation, Jose was unable to pick out Jordan.  The original photo-array is attached w ith this
case.  The video has been downloaded to the Ingram PD local evidence media server under tag# 18058666.

End of supplement report. 

Written By 
GRIFFIN, BYRON

Date Written 
07/10/2018

1- Early in June 2018 I spoke w ith Ranger Brad Freeman over the telephone in reference this particular case.

2- The next working day I sent a copy of the report to Ranger Freeman for his records. Ranger Freeman, on June
21, 2018, re-contacted me and requested that I meet w ith the DA's Office to present this case to the DA.

3- I contacted the 198th DA's Office, but was advised that I needed to file the case w ith the 216th DA's Office
because it appears that the initial offense occurred on July 30, 2014 (an even day).

4- On July 9, 2018 I spoke w ith ADA Hoover in reference this case. I emailed ADA Hoover a copy of this report and
we agreed to meet next week.

Initial Investigator 
GRIFFIN, BYRON

Exceptional Clearance 
PROSECUTION DECLINED

Exceptional Clearance 
08/06/2018

Report Status 
Approved

Approved By 
PANKRATZ, LOUINE

Date Approved 
08/06/2018 11:12

Solvability 
0.00%

Case Status 
CLOSED

Status Approved By Date

Approved GRIFFIN, BYRON 08/01/2018 12:07

Supplemental Narrative
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Approved GRIFFIN, BYRON 08/06/2018 11:06

Approved PANKRATZ, LOUINE 08/06/2018 11:12

Investigator Team Name Date

GRIFFIN, BYRON CHIEF 05/07/2018 12:16

HOLZAPFEL, MICHAEL SUPPORT SERVICES LT 05/14/2018 11:13

Investigative History
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NOTES FROM WASTEWATER INSTALLER
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STATEMENT- JOSE FLORES 001.TIF

Page: __!_ of ~ Case#: ____ 1:..:8.:::00=26'-'3'--------

INGRAM POLICE DEPARTMENT VOLUNTARY STATEMENT 
(With Legal Warnings) 

Person giving statement: -'-Jo'--'s-'--e-'-M-'--,o-'-oz'--F-"lo'-',eC.:.s _________________ _ 

Residence Address: ..:'::.:37...:E::_·=: Bl="•::::bn..::':.,' :-==c----------------­
City/State/Zip Code: Granite Shoals, Tx. 78654 

Home Phone:  Work Phone· ____ _ Cell Phone  
DOB _ _ _ _ __ OUIO# ___ 1:_:1::_:08::026:.;4c:_4 ___ DL STATE· _ __ TX __ 

location where statement given: _ln~g_,a_m_P:..:o/i.:::ce_D--'e"'pa'-'rt-'-me_o_l _____________ _ 

Persons present during statement: '-A=sscct...::Ccchie::.f:..:Ho:..:l'='ccPf•::.' ______________ _ 

[Z] I speak English. Education level O __ th grade D H.S. graduate D College graduate 

This statement is being written by the officer at my request. Initials 

I am the p n named above. I am giving this statement under oath to the peace officer whose signature appears below. 
He/She has wa me as follows 

__ 1. I have the righ emain silent and not make any statement at all and that any statement I make may be 
Used against meat ial: 

__ 2 Any statement t make may be against me in court: 

--3 I have the right to have a lawyer present to ise me prior to and during any questioning; 

__ 4_ If I am unable to employ a lawyer, I have the right to h a lawyer appointed to advise me prior to and 
during any questioning, and 

5 I have the right to terminate the interview at any time. (I have initialed o hecked each warning). 

Prior to and during the making of this statement, I have knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily waived the rights set out 
above. I make the following statement of my own free wiJ! without promise or hope of reward . without fear or threat of 
physical harm, without persuasion or coercion, without favor or offer of favor and without leniency or promise of leniency. 
I realize that making a false statement could result in the filing of criminal charges against me for Perjury or False Report 
to a Police Officer □ □ 

Onthe~dayof July . ~ . atorabout ___ , am / pm 

I was working as the Super•intendant for Qromex Construction Company installing sewer lines in Ingram Texas. 
On that particular day r began breaking ground to run a sewer line at 104 Ingram Loop for Mr. Claude Jordan . 

Two or three days before, I spoke wi th Mr. Jordan who wa lked me around the property of 104 Ingram Loop 

and told me where to ru n the sewer line. Mr. Jordan mentioned something about having a toilet in a building 

on the property, but I never actually saw a toilet, r just assumed one was there. He showed me where the 

sewer line and waste water line came from a shed located directly behind a big garage building on the sa me 
property. 

Initial: :r..E__ 
10/2017 - INGRAM PO 
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PHOTO ARRAY 001.TIF

TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 

INTELLIGENCE AND COUNTERTERRORISM DIVISION 

PRODUCT DISSEMINATION COVER SHEET 

LAW ENFORCEMENT SENSITIVE 

The content of this transmission contains information collected and analyzed for the advancement of a law 
enforcement purpose. As such, by accepting this transmission, the receiving law enforcement agency is 
representing that it has the right-to-receive and the need-to-know the following information. The right -to-receive 
assumes that the receiving agency has followed all necessary training requirements for access to certain 
datc1bases,hasexecutedanymandatedagreementbetweentherecipientandtheentitymaintainingthedata, 
and that information obtained will be protected as required by the agreement. 

The recipient agrees to not disseminate the following information to any person outside the recipient agency and 
to refer any other agency with a need· and right-to-know the information to the Te•as Joint Crime Information 
Center for retrieval of the information in order that an audit log can be maintained. The following information 
shall be stored in a secure location that will prevent the compromise or theft of the information. Recipient 
agency understands that failure to abide by certain applicable laws could subject it to civi l or criminal penalties 
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Sll/2018 

Property Identification#: 16767 

Geo ID: 

Situs 

Address: 

Property 

Type: 

State Code: 

66141 

0332-0129-009901 

104 & 106 INGRAM LOOP 

TX 

Real 

A2. 

16950 

Kerr CAD Map Search 

Kerr CAD Map Search 

Property Information: 2018 

Legal 

Description: 

Abstract: A0332 

Neighborhood: Null 

Appraised 

Value: 

Jurisdictions: 

$55,417.00 

CIN, FD1, GKR, RLT. SIN, 

UGR, WHU, CAD 

16921 

Owner Identification #: 557779 

Name: 

Exemptions: 

JORDAN, CLAUD BENNETT 

JR 

OBA: Null 

:-... ~-,,, 
_J 

.. -
r.i. 
~ 
z 

16793 

16767 

16681 

This product is for informational purposes only and may not have been prepared for or be suitable for legal, engineering, or surveying purposes. II does not represent an on-the­

ground survey and represents only the approximate relative location of property boundaries. The Kerr County Appraisal District expressly disclaims any and all liab~ity in 

connection herewith. 

https://propaccess.trueautomation.com/mapSearch/propertyPrint.html?cid=6&p=16767 1/1 
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A 

Location: 

Contact: 

Kerr County Environmental Health Department 
700 Main Street, Suite BA-100 

Kerrville, Texas 78028 

Phone: (830) 896-9020 FAX: (830) 792-4903 

Tank Abandonment Inspection Form 

Arturo Rubio (512) 203-3816 

Jose (830) 798-5051 

Waste Hauling Manifest (WHM) ~\J'C_J. S-/\\/IY 

Tank Lid Collapsed '1:e,6:~d 1 / 3:J//4 
Tank Empty (no more than 1" of liquid) JOOCi!<i 1 /,?,{) (}4. 

Backfill Material ~·✓-~~~-· t_<1'~~%~/ \_Y_/'H~-------

Comments: c:io.ue\ ::xxdoo I cJ,1'[\fl{ aP Rco~1 

Approved by: LAfu1s ~ Q/t&: 

Date: _ '?,lpO (IS _____ _ 
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KerrCou nty Environmental Health Department 

700 Moin Srr••t. Suite !3A-!OO, Kerrville, TX 78028 Courthous.e, 

Phone: (8 30) 8896-9020 FAX: (830) 792-4903 

A 

l'R0PER 

E-mail: envhcald1(@co.kcrr.tx.us 

PPLICATI0N TO REGISTER 

ABANDONMENT OF SEPTIC TANK 

Office Use Only 

Amounl Paid: ~ 
Receip1 #: 

Name of Waste Hauler. 

Date Backfill Schedule: 

RECEIVED 

MAR 2 5 2015 

Onie. !J ~s I "t5 Ap1>iica1K'CEHD 

Check•: Ca:.h: ----
P:ud by . • Rec'd ~y: ___ 

~ok:Oo.\: Sc.Q~ C:.. Pump Ou, Date: J -.,1'(-I'\ 
i-~4.-i~ Date KCEHD lnspcc1io11: "") -~o-ft 

lnsu-ucti ons: Please fill out application completely & accurately. Owner's name should be completed as it appears on property records. 

Additional fees may be assessed if information provided to Kerr County Environmental Health Department is inaccuralt!, causini 
the revision of a completed document. 

0wner(s): (1 {CJ'-41/rl. ' 
,I~,-, I,--,. WAS EXISTING SEPTIC SYSTEM LICENSt:O? 

Mailing Address: C:J NO D YES 

City, State, Zip: 

Phone#: 

Le al Descri tion 

Note: Legal description can be found on your I) Kerr Central Appraisal District (KCAD) Tax Receipt or 2) Property records received at time of purchase 
and recorded in the Kerr County Courthouse. Complete the following as it pertai».s to your property: 

I ) Physical Address (or Road Name), City, State __ \.:.....:::0::....,o\.j,-=:c;.._,...-::""-,P~Y-'C-'Ci""'"...,1 __ ~.==-=--'F'---------------

2) Kerr Central Appraisal District ID #(s): R ________________ _ KCAD: (830) 895-5223 

3) Subdivision Name: ___________________ _ Section#: Lot#: -------
4j If property is not in a subdivision: Survey Name & Number ______________ _ Abstract#: Acres: 

5) Site within City Limits of Kerrville D YES D NO 7) Copy of Plat, Survey or Metes & bounds attached: Oves D No 

o mission or concealment of material fact to the best of my knowledge. I understand 
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_ .. 

\OY H1U St} CITY OF KERRVIUE HEALTH DEPARTMENT 

l \ 8 ,no~ c,; 11,1\: 
20 \ ,,..,,' ~,{._ 
/ ..., '-4 , ,.._ C, ; .... 1111; 

/;\.&,fl\' 

{. /> 
l ''. 

BOO JUNCTION HIGHWAY 
KERRVILLE, TX 78028 

WASTE GENERATOR INFORMATION 

Co.Name: A . \.) I r : •- Owner: 

Address: .$"1 I C ,:_") '- c I·.(,,. ,-·-

City: l JV t'; T'< A.. 1 · Phone No.: 
-"-'-'-----+---"'-- ' 

220h6 

Tank/Trap Location: _____ A_ d_dress: _____ C_ i_ly_: ____ _ 

Waste From: 1 F1J Septic Tank/Sewage/Holding Tank 
(check one 2 D Grit/Mud/Oil/ Lint Trap 

3 B Food Service Grease Trap 
4 Chemical Toilet 

only) 

'7/£, k I I ~ _~_ .. )_, \_':()_AJ_,_· ~_._1.-'-, _,-__ ✓ __ ~---- ~-'-- ,---. 
(Date) (Time) (Name) (Signature) 

WASTE TRANSPORTER INFORMATION 

Company: 
~ .. ~, 1 -.._, .. .,,u 

State Permit No.: ______ ..,~• _~_ l=_~_~•-'-~:-_ _ .:::_ .. ____ _____ _ 

' t l 0 , \- .... - r:. -,_. !-' \ ,-' '-' 

Vehicle License Plate No.: 

Waste Gallons Transported: 

0 I ·-) 
(Date) (Time) (Name) (S!gnature) 

DISPOSAL PLANT OPERATOR INFORMATION 

AUG O 8 2014 

KCEHD 
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( I • ~"' 

Location: 

Contact: 

Kerr County Environmental Health Department 
700 Main Street, Suite BA-100 

Kerrville, Texas 78028 

Phone: (830) 896-9020 FAX: (830) 792-4903 

Tank Abandonment Inspection Form 

106 Ingram Loop 

Ingram, TX 

Arturo Rubio (512) 203-3816 

Alberto Torres (830) 798-5147 

Waste Hauling Manifest (WHM) Rs>cti~1--ed fl 1(1.J\'-l 

Tank Lid Collapsed ~0(\½t(} \0 l&'}f )Y 

Tank Empty (no more than 1" of liquid) \J (> c, ~e..d ( Q /.?0J(~ 
Backfill Material 

Comments: 

Approved by: 

Date: 01 / \t /IY 
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Kerr County E nvironmental Health Department Date 05-15-14 

Courthouse. 700 Main Street, Suite )3A-!00, Kerrville, TX 78028 Office Use Only Dare: Amount Paid: $50.00 Check# 9189 

Phone: (8 30) 8896-9020 FAX: (830) 792-4903 Receipt#: 4169 Rec'd By: SR 
E-mail: envhealth@co.kerr.tx.us Amount Paid: Paid By: Qro Mex Construction ---· 

PPLICATION TO REGISTER Receipt#: ---A 

PROPER ABANDONMENT OF SEPTIC TANK Name of Waste Haule,: 4-1--::¥Q~ c... Pump O u( Date: ·7/ 1//L\ 
Date Backfill Schedule: 7J1iL1t\ Date KCEI-ID lnspec1io11: IL/ 2{y \ L\ 

Instructions: Please fill out application completely & accurately. Owner's name should be completed as it appears oo property reco1·ds. 

Additional fees may be assessed if information provided to Kerr County Enviromnental Health Department is inaccurate, causinf 
the revision of a completed document. 

Owner(s): f' touvrf_ ,-:--:.Ir-fr./ v-t WAS EXISTING SEPTIC SYSTEM LIC£NS£0'? 

Mailing Address: NO D YES 

City, Stace, Zip: 

Phone#: 

Le al Descr iption 

N oce: Legal description can be found on your 1) Kerr Central Appraisal District (KCAD) Tax Receipt or 2) Property records received at time of pmchase 
and recorded in the Ke1T County Courthouse. Complete the following as it pertains to your property: 

l) Physical Address (or Road Name), City, State 

2) Ken- Central Appraisal District ID #(s): R --------------------- KCAD: (830) 895-5223 

Lot #: . 3) Subdivision Name: _____________________ _ Section#: ----- -------

4) If property is not in a subdivision: Survey Name & Number 

5) Site within City Limits of Kerrville 

All the informaiion prov ided on t 

that fees are not refundable. 

~ignature of Owner: 

D YES □ NO 

Abstract #: Acres: -----------------

7) Copy of Plat, Survey or Metes & bounds attached: Oves D No 

mission or concealment of material fact to the best of my knowledge. I understand 
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Co. Name: 

Address: 

City: 

CITY OF KERRVILLE HEALTH DEPARTMENT 
800 JUNCTION HIGHWAY 

KERRVILLE, TX 78028 

., I -, 

WASTE GENERATOR INFORMATION 

Owner: 

(!_7'1 A I 

Phone No.: 

21553 

Tank/Trap Location: Address: City: 

Waste From: 
(check one 
only) 

(Date) 

Company: 

1 0 Septic Tank/Sewage/Holding Tank 3 D Food Service Grease Trap 
2 D Grit/Mud/Oil/Lint Trap 4 D Chemical Toilet 

J 
(Time) 

) 
.. ., _., 

(Name) (Signature) 

WASTE TRANSPORTER INFORMATION 

) . 
' 

State Permit No.: ------"--"-'---~--------------

Vehicle License Plate No.: 

Waste Gallons Transported: 
. , 'j 

(Date) (Time) (Name) 

RMATION 

'"""Na=m=e"-: ________ W_a_te_r_R;ecNl _ _ ~_f'-1?_nt ______ _ 

Addre!fs: 3650 Loop 534 ·,~,~~ ,,,,I 
I ., 

.... ........__ __ 
~ ·-

(Name) (Sig atu e( 

Each person signing is, as required by law, certifying that the Information 
is correct and compliant with Kerrville City Code Article 9 ChapterJZIII 

PRODUCER 1 

RECEIVED I 
-

JUL O 1 2014 

-KCEHD 
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Page: _ 1_ of ~ Case#: 1800263 

INGRAM POLICE DEPARTMENT VOLUNTARY STATEMENT 
(With Legal Warnings) 

Person giving statement: STEPHANIE BRECKENRIDGE 

Residence Address: 105 HIGH FOREST 

City/State/Zip Code: INGRAM, TEXAS 78025 

Home Phone: _______ _ Work Phone: (830) 367-5115 

DOB: 07/04/1973 DUID#:  

Cell Phone:  

DL STATE: TX 

Location where statement given: _I_N_G_R_A_M_P_D _________________________ _ 

Persons present during statement: CHIEF GRIFFIN, STEPHANIE BRECKENRIDGE 

[{] I speak English. Education level: □--- th grade 

[Z] This statement is being written by the officer at my request. 

[{] H.S. graduate D College graduate 

Initials: xW' 
I am the person named above. I am giving this statement under oath to the peace officer whose signature appears below. 
He/She has warned me as follows: 

___ 1. I have the right to re 1n silent and not make any statement at all a at any statement I make may be 

Used against m t my trial; 

___ 2. 

---3. 

If I am unable to employ a lawyer, I have th 
during any questioning, and 

___ 5. I have the right to terminate the interv ew at any time. (I have initialed or chec ed each warning). 

Prior to and during the making of this statement, I have knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily waived the rights set out 
above. I make the following statement of my own free will without promise or hope of reward, without fear or threat of 
physical harm, without persuasion or coercion, without favor or offer of favor and without leniency or promise of leniency. 
I realize that making a false statement could result in the filing of criminal charges against me for Perjury or False Report 
to a Police Officer. 

On the __ 8_ day of ____ M_A_Y ___ , 2018 , at or about __ 09_1_0 __ 
0D 

, am I pm : 

I, Stephanie Breckenridge, was employed at the city of Ingram city secretary in 2014. I know of this information 
based upon my experience and knowledge of the events. This statement is regarding the wastewater connection at 
104 Ingram Loop, property owned by Claud Jordan. I was instructed by the City Administrator Mark Bosma, to reach 

out to Arturo Rubio of Qro-Mex and Kerr County Environmental Health to verify that the property located at 104 
and 106 Ingram Loop was connected to the city owned wastewater system. The both indicated that the property 
was connected and sent me the following paperwork; tank abandonment form executed by Claud Jordan that was 
provided to each resident property owner through the application process, a receipt that contained record of 

effluent that was removed from the property, and handwritten notes from the construction supervisor 

Initial: __ _ 10/2017 - INGRAM PD 
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Page: of 2 
-- -- Case#: 1800263 

indicating the date on which these services were provided. However, we did not mail Jordan an application 
because we were only providing service to residential properties during phase II. The city had obtained a 2.6 
million dollar grant and a 1.2 million dollar loan from the USDA for phase II residential hook-up. It is 

unknown how Jordan obtained the two documents that he provided to Qro-Mex for his hook-up, but that is 
why he did not have an application. Earlier this year I did reach out to Jordan and inquire about his 
wastewater service at 104 Ingram Loop. Jordan informed me that he had no Aqua Texas water source on 
104, but did have a well. Jordan advised that had removed the toilet from the commercial building and 
there was no discharge into the city's wastewater system. Based upon the information from both sources, 
the city's finance clerk mailed Jordan an invoice indicating he had an outstanding balance of $5000 for the 
city's connection fee as per the city ordinance that each nonresidential establishment is required to pay. 

I have read each page of this statement, initiated each page and placed my initials next to any corrections. I swear that 
the facts contained herein are true and correct. 

05/08/2018 0930 

Date Time 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME the undersigned authority on this the 

Zo18 

person giving voluntary statement 

r.ay of ---'--'-'--1----

BYRON C GRIFFIN 
Printed Name of Peace Officer 

Initial: __ _ 10/2017 - INGRAM PD 
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CUSTOMER AGREEMENT 

Customer agrees to pay all established rates, charges and fees and to comply with all rules and 
regulations of City now existing or revised. City will maintain a copy of this contract as long as 
Customer and/or the property is connected to the Wastewater System. 

Customer grants to City any easements or rights-of-way for the purpose of installing, inspecting, 
maintaining, and operating pipelines, meters, valves and any other equipment that may be 
required to extend or improve service for existing or future Customers. Customer, in accordance 
with state law (including but not limited to, Tx. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code Ch. IO I), agrees to 
waive, release and hold City harmless from any claims and damages resulting from malfunction 
or failure of any equipment or interruption or cessation of service including, without limitation, 
damages to persons or property, direct damages, special damages, incidental damages, 
consequential damages, or loss of profit or revenue. 

DEPOSITS - A non-interest bearing Security Deposit is required for each new service account. 
City reserves the right to increase the amount of the deposit for any existing account. If service 
is terminated for non-payment, where previously a Security Deposit was not required, a Security 
Deposit and payment of all other applicable fees will be required prior to the restoration of 
service. If the account is closed, the deposit, if any, will be applied upon termination of the 
account to the final bill and any remaining amount refunded. 

BILLING AND PAYMENT - Bills are mailed out on or around the first day of each month. A 
late penalty is added if payment is not received by the due date. City may, by agreement with 
your water service provider, cause your water service to be terminated if you fail to provide 
payment for sewer service within IO days after the due date for such payment. A notice of 
termination will be sent to the address on the bill prior to termination. Customer's obligation to 
make timely payments for service is not released or diminished because a bill or termination 
notice was not received. 

PAYMENTS - All payments must be made to the address and by the due date specified on the 
bill. 

CUSTOMER CONFIDENTIALITY - The 1993 Texas Legislature provided for any customer 
who wished to exercise the privilege of keeping confidential their address, telephone number, or 
social security number, to file a request for the same with the providing utility company. This 
request for confidentiality does not prohibit City from disclosing personal information in a 
customer's account record to an official or employee of the state, an employee of City acting in 
connection with the employee's duties, a consumer reporting agency, a contractor or 
subcontractor approved by and providing services to City, a person for whom the customer has 
c ~lly waived confidentiality for personal information, or another entity that provides 

til ~i~~s. If you wish to exercise this right, please initial in the following space: 

RESTRICTIONS - City is responsible for protecting its Wastewater System and the City of 
Kerrville's Wastewater System (herein jointly referred to as Publicly Owned Treatment Works 
or POTW) from discharges which may cause pass-through or interference. The following 
restrictions and requirements have been established to provide this protection. 
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CUSTOMER AGREEMENT 

1. No user shall introduce or cause to be introduced into the POTW any pollutant or wastewater 
which causes pass-through or interference, as defined by the City of Kerrville Code of 
Ordinances. These general prohibitions apply to all users of the POTW whether or not they 
are subject to categorical pretreatment standards or any other federal, state, or local 
pretreatment standards or requirements. 

2. No user shall introduce or cause to be introduced into the POTW any pollutants, substances 
or wastewater as specified in the City of Kerrville Code of Ordinances as amended. 

3. Pollutants, substances or wastewater prohibited by this section shall not be processed or 
stored in such a manner that they could be discharged into the POTW. 

4. Persons discharging industrial wastes shall be required to pretreat said wastes or otherwise 
dispose of such wastes so as to make the remaining waste acceptable to the POTW prior to 
admission of said waste into the POTW. 

5. Pretreatment facilities or interceptors shall be required as specified in the City of Kerrville 
Code of Ordinances as amended. 

6. Customer shall allow their property to be inspected for potential sources of prohibited 
discharges. These inspections shall be conducted by City, its designated agent, or the City of 
Kerrville prior to initiating new wastewater service; when there is reason to believe that 
prohibited discharges are occurring or have occurred; or after any changes to the private 
wastewater facilities. The inspections shall be conducted during City's normal business 
hours. 

7. City or the City of Kerrville shall notify Customer in writing of violation(s) which have been 
identified during the initial inspection or the periodic re-inspection. Customer agrees to 
abide by all requirements of Chapter 110, Art. N ("Waste Discharges") § 110- I 33 of the City 
of Kerrville Code of Ordinances, as may be amended. 

8. Customer shall, at their expense, properly install, test and operate any pretreatment system 
required by City or the City of Kerrville. Copies of all testing and maintenance records shall 
be provided to City and the City of Kerrville. 

ENFORCEMENT - If Customer fails to comply with the terms of this Agreement, City shall 
suspend service until all violations of this Agreement have been eliminated and/or corrected, and 
may exercise any and all other remedies available under the laws of the State of Texas. Any 
expenses associated with the enforcement of the Agreement shall be billed to Customer. 

CITY OF KERRVILLE - Customer acknowledges and agrees that City may contract with the 
City of Kerrville to operate and maintain City's wastewater collection system on behalf of City. 
In such an event, the City of Kerrville will serve as an independent contractor only. Customer 
further acknowledges and agrees that City may assign this Agreement at any time to the City of 
Kerrville without notice to, or consent by, Customer. 
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CUSTOMER AGREEMENT 

STATE OF TEXAS § 
COUNTY OF KERR § 

I certify that I am the OWNER [ ] BUILDER [ ] LESSEE f J AGENT OF OWNER I I 
("Customer") authorized to enter into this Agreement regarding the above property, and I hereby 
contract with the City of Ingram, Texas ("City") to provide wastewater service to the above 
property. 

CUSTOMER NAME (Print): 

DATE: --------
APPROVED AND ACCEPTED BY THE CITY OF INGRAM: 

DATE: --------

The following information is requested by the Federal Government in order to monitor compliance with Federal laws prohibiting 
discrimination against applicants seeking to participate in this program. You are not required to furnish this information, but are 
encouraged to do so. This information will not be used in evaluating your application or to discriminate against you in any way. 
However, if you choose not to furnish it, we are required to not the race/national origin of individual applicants on the basis of 
visual observation or surname. 

Ethnicity: D Hispanic or Latino Race: 
D Not of Hispanic or Latino D White D Black or African American D American Indian/Alaska Native 

D Asian D Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander 
Gender: D Male D Female 
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. . 
OIIAN"• IHO.US, l'X 7H54 

830-598-2268 
2801 Prairie Creek Rd., Granite Shoals, Texas 78654 / 830-5978-2268 Office, 830-596-2601 Fax 

ghqromex@gmall.com, gromex.maln@gmail.com 

April 1, 2013 

RE: City of Ingram Wastewater Improvements Phase II 

Dear Resident, 

Our Company has been contracted by the City of Ingram to upgrade the sanitary sewer services on the roadway in 
your area. This work will also include the demolition of septic tanks and the connection of a yard line to serve the 
house. We will be coming in with a small trencher through your property from the front side of your house across 
the edge of your property until we can reach the existing connection with the new main to connect your service, but 
will need the following from you: 

• We will need your permission to access your property 
• We will also need to know of any future improvements you may have planned, such as a swimming pool, 

patio, etc, so that we do not interfere with those plans. 
• Any structures that were removed or foundations that may be buried so that we can go around them. 
• Any sprinkler systems maps if available. 
• You are required to sign this document as a form of 'Right of Entry'/consent. 

On the back of this sheet we are respectfully asking for a drawing of your property and any of the above mentioned 
items if applicable, sign it and please send it back to us either by fax, email or U.S. Postal Service, so that we may 
proceed with our work. Also, you may phone the office, and we can have a foreman physically pick this form up at 
your home. 

We want to thank you in advance for working with us. We are hoping for a quick turn around o f this letter so that 
the work does not get delayed. We are planning on starting as soon as possible. 

Please contact Arturo Rubio at 512-203-3816 or the office at the number above if you should have any questions or 
concerns. 

Regards, 

Arturo Rubio 
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Kerr County Envii-onmental Health Department 

Comtbouse. 700 Mam Street. Sune BA-100, Kerrv11le, TX 78028 Office Use Only Date. ApJ>l1<.:JIIOt1 " --
Phone. (8 30) 8896-9020 FAX: (830) 792-4903 

E-ma1l· .::nvhealth(f~co kerr.tx.us Amount Paid. Check# Ca,h - ---
A 

i'KOPER 

PPLICATlON TO REGISTER Rece1p1 ;;: Paid by _ Rcc'<l hy -----
ABANDONMENT OF SEPTIC TANK Name of Waste Hau lei Pump Our Date 

Date Backfill Schedule: Dace KCEHD lnspccriow 

Instructions: Please fill out application completely & accurately. Owner's name should be completed as it appears on property records. 

Additional fees may be assessed if information provided to Kerr County Environmental Health Depa1tment is inaccurate, causrn~ 

Owner(s): 

Mailing Address: 

City, Stace, Zip. 

Phone::;.: 

the revision of a completed document. 

(!_ (Out,,/_ ,nf1/1.('/ h WAS EXISTING SEPTIC SYSTEM LICENS£D? 

NO D YES 

Noce: Legal description can be found on your I) Kerr Central Appraisal District (KCAD) Tax Receipt or 2) Property records received at tune of purchase 
and recorded in the KeIT County Courthouse. Complete the following as it pertains to your property: 

l) Physical Address (or Road Name). City, State 

2) Ken- Central Appraisal District ID #(s): 

3) .Subdivision Name: 

R KCAD: (830) 895-5223 

Section#: Lot#: ---------------------
4) If property is not in a subdivision: Survey Name & Number ------------- --- Abstract#. Acres: 

5) Site w!thin City Limits of Kerrville D YES D NO 7) Copy of Plat, Survey or Metes & bounds attached: Oves D No 

mission or concealment of material fact to the best of my knowledge. I understand 
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Date Received: 4:-3o- l4 
CITY OF INGRAM, TEXAS 

CUSTOMER SERVICE AGREEMENT FORM 
Sanitary Sewer Records and Collections Department 

230 Hwy 39 
Ingram, Texas 78025 

Tel: 830/367-5115; Fax: 830/367-3175 

CONTRACT FOR WASTEWATER SERVICES 

CUSTOMER INFORMATION: 

TYPE OF ACCOUNT: □ Residential □ Commercial 

WATER SOURCE: □ AQUA-TEXAS □ PRIVATE □ OTHER 

(cell) 

-----

SERVICE ADDRESS: ..---,,----...---.-,,-----.......-.------,--------,===.----

BILLING ADDRESS: /()~ .11/6~ suz,z:nfa OwrierlLandlo

rd 

OTHER ADULT LIVING IN HOME (Residential Customers) 

NAME:-~-~-..--,--,----,..-----...,..,.,......,....,..,...,, DRIVER'S LICENSE#: ______ _ 
(0--ner s name it res1dent1ai. name of business 11 commercial account) 

PHONE: (wk) (hrn) (cell) 

Please select one of the following: 

□ DEPOSIT REFUNDED DATE REFUNDED ____ _ 
□ DEPOSIT CREDITED TO ACCOUNT DATE CREDITED ____ _ 

For Office Use Only: 

Date Initialed lnspectton Fee Tap Fee Capital Recovery Fee 

Account Number New Acct. Fee Deposit Received Employee Rece1vmg Deposit 

Comments: __ 0--4--,..\,,,~~:___~...!..:::-~t~~~=~V'LC~=-------------~ ,2:>--usi-c\G-Lh. 

Exhibit A 
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CUSTOMER AGREEMENT 

Customer agrees to pay all established rates, charges and fees and to comply with all rules and 
regulations of City now existing or revised. City will maintain a copy of this contract as long as 
Customer and/or the property is connected to the Wastewater System. 

Customer grants to City any easements or rights-of-way for the purpose of installing, inspecting, 
maintaining, and operating pipelines, meters, valves and any other equipment that may be 
required to extend or improve service for existing or future Customers. Customer, in accordance 
with state law (including but not limited to, Tx. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code Ch. 101 ), agrees to 
waive, release and ho]d City harmless from any claims and damages resulting from malfunction 
or failure of any equipment or interruption or cessation of service including, without limitation, 
damages to persons or property, direct damages, special damages, incidental damages, 
consequential damages, or loss of profit or revenue. 

DEPOSITS - A non-interest bearing Security Deposit is required for each new service account. 
City reserves the right to increase the amount of the deposit for any existing account. If service 
is terminated for non-payment, where previously a Security Deposit was not required, a Security 
Deposit and payment of all other applicable fees will be required prior to the restoration of 
service. If the account is closed, the deposit, if any, will be applied upon termination of the 
account to the final bill and any remaining amount refunded. 

BILLING AND PAYMENT - Bills are mailed out on or around the first day of each month. A 
late penalty is added if payment is not received by the due date. City may, by agreement with 
your water service provider, cause your water service to be terminated if you fail to provide 
payment for sewer service within IO days after the due date for such payment. A notice of 
termination will be sent to the address on the bill prior to termination. Customer's obligation to 
make timely payments for service is not released or diminished because a bill or termination 
notice was not received. 

PAYMENTS - All payments must be made to the address and by the due date specified on the 
bill. 

CUSTOMER CONFIDENTIALITY - The 1993 Texas Legislature provided for any customer 
who wished to exercise the privilege of keeping confidential their address, telephone number, or 
social security number, to file a request for the same with the providing utility company. This 
request for confidentiality does not prohibit City from disclosing personal information in a 
customer's account record to an official or employee of the state, an employee of City acting in 
connection with the employee's duties, a consumer reporting agency, a contractor or 
subcontractor approved by and providing services to City, a person for whom the customer has 
contra tually waived confidentiality for personal information, or another entity that provides 
util" · If you wish to exercise this right, please initial in the following space: 

RESTRICTIONS - City is responsible for protecting its Wastewater System and the City of 
Kerrville's Wastewater System (herein jointly referred to as Publicly Owned Treatment Works 
or POTW) from discharges which may cause pass-through or interference. The following 
restrictions and requirements have been established to provide this protection. 
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CUSTOMER AGREEMENT 

I. No user shall introduce or cause to be introduced into the POTW any pollutant or wastewater 
which causes pass-through or interference, as defined by the City of Kerrville Code of 
Ordinances. These general prohibitions apply to all users of the POTW whether or not they 
are subject to categorical pretreatment standards or any other federal, state, or local 
pretreatment standards or requirements. 

2. No user shall introduce or cause to be introduced into the POTW any pollutants, substances 
or wastewater as specified in the City of Kerrville Code of Ordinances as amended. 

3. Pollutants, substances or wastewater prohibited by this section shall not be processed or 
stored in such a manner that they could be discharged into the POTW. 

4. Persons discharging industrial wastes shall be required to pretreat said wastes or otherwise 
dispose of such wastes so as to make the remaining waste acceptable to the POTW prior to 
admission of said waste into the POTW. 

5. Pretreatment facilities or interceptors shall be required as specified in the City of Kerrville 
Code of Ordinances as amended. 

6. Customer shall allow their property to be inspected for potential sources of prohibited 
discharges. These inspections shall be conducted by City, its designated agent, or the City of 
Kerrville prior to initiating new wastewater service; when there is reason to believe that 
prohibited discharges are occurring or have occurred; or after any changes to the private 
wastewater facilities. The inspections shall be conducted during City's normal business 
hours. 

7. City or the City of Kerrville shall notify Customer in writing of violation(s) which have been 
identified during the initial inspection or the periodic re-inspection. Customer agrees to 
abide by all requirements of Chapter 110, Art. N ("Waste Discharges") §110-133 of the City 
of Kerrville Code of Ordinances, as may be amended. 

8. Customer shall, at their expense, properly install, test and operate any pretreatment system 
required by City or the City of Kerrville. Copies of all testing and maintenance records shall 
be provided to City and the City of Kerrville. 

ENFORCEMENT - If Customer fails to comply with the terms of this Agreement, City shall 
suspend service until all violations of this Agreement have been eliminated and/or corrected, and 
may exercise any and all other remedies available under the laws of the State of Texas. Any 
expenses associated with the enforcement of the Agreement shall be billed to Customer. 

CITY OF KERRVILLE - Customer acknowledges and agrees that City may contract with the 
City of Kerrville to operate and maintain City's wastewater collection system on behalf of City. 
In such an event, the City of Kerrville will serve as an independent contractor only. Customer 
further acknowledges and agrees that City may assign this Agreement at any time to the City of 
Kerrville without notice to, or consent by, Customer. 
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CUSTOMER AGREEMENT 

STATE OF TEXAS § 
COUNTY OF KERR § 

I certify that I am the OWNER ( ] BUILDER [ ] LESSEE [ ] AGENT OF OWNER I I 
("Customer") authorized to enter into this Agreement regarding the above property, and I hereby 
contract with the City of Ingram, Texas ("City") to provide wastewater service to the above 
property. 

CUSTOMER NAME (Print): 

CUSTOMER SIGNATURE: 

DATE: 4 -~o -\4:: 
APPROVED AND ACCEPTED BY THE CITY OF INGRAM: 

DATE: ______ _ 

The following information is requested by the Federal Government in order to monitor compliance with Federal laws prohibiting 
discrimination against applicants seeking to participate in this program. You are not required to furnish this information, but arc 
encouraged to do so. This information will not be used in evaluating your application or to discriminate against you in any way 
However, if you choose not to furnish it, we are required to not the race/national origin of individual applicants on the basis of 
visual observation or surname. 

Ethnicity: 0 Hispanic or Latino Race: 
0 Not of Hispanic or Latino O White O Black or African American 0 American Indian/Alaska Native 

D Asian 0 Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander 

Gender: D Male D Female 
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Date Received: L\.:-~ - \ 1-
CITY OF INGRAM, TEXAS 

CUSTOMER SERVICE AGREEMENT FORM 
Sanitary Sewer Records and Collections Department 

230 Hwy 39 
Ingram, Texas 78025 

Tel: 830/367-5115; Fax: 830/367-3175 

CONTRACT FOR WASTEWATER SERVICES 

CUSTOMER INFORMATION: 

TYPE OF ACCOUNT: ~esidential □ Commercial 

WATER SOURCE: □ AQUA-TEXAS □ PRIVATE □ OTHER ___ _ 

TURN ON DA TE: TURN OFF DATE: --- - -- OTHER DATE: ___ _ 

NAME: C £~8rTICI resi e~ ~ c?.es::com~ e~;'e~!~~ LICENSE#:   ­
PHONE: (wk)  ' (cell) 

s ERv 1cE ADDREss: Jd/0 b ~~i1 ra "t2i,~fX>Jd' 
BILLING ADDRESS: / 0(-:z .TtQ7' rC( /(h Lc:c2j(2 

OTHER ADULT LIVING IN HOME (Residential Customers) 

NAME: ~·,\\, \ ~ ~~DRIVER' S LICENSE#: 

Owner/Landlord 

( - - --- - -

PHONE: (wk) ) ~'\ - OS7 Sf run} (cell) 

Please select one of the following: 

□ DEPOSIT REFUNDED DATE REFUNDED --- --
□ DEPOSIT CREDITED TO ACCOUNT DATE CREDITED ____ _ 

For Office Use Only: 

Date lmt,aled lnspect1on Fee Tep Fee 

Account Number 
2<;.(50 

New Acct. Fee 
--1,- .ov 

Deposrt ~1ved 

Comments: - ------------------ - --- --
SCANNE 

Exhibit A 

EXHIBIT O

Jordan 0135



EXHIBIT O

Jordan 0136



-
EAST SIDE WASTEWATER SERVICE AREA 

PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING STUDY 

March 2012 

Hewitt Engineering, Inc. 
716 Barnett Street 
Kerrville, Texas 78208 
830-315-8800 

CITY OF INGRAM 

Hewitt Engineering, Inc. 
◊ 

Consult ing Engineering Services 
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September 25, 2014 

Ms. Stephanie Breckenridge 
City of Ingram 
230 Highway 39 
Ingram, TX 78025-3264 

Re: City of Ingram 

Texas Water~ 
Development Board 

P.O. Box 13231 , 1700 N. Congress Ave. 
Austin , TX 78711-3231 , www.twdb.texas.gov 
Phone (512) 463-7847, Fax (512) 475-2053 

TWDB No. 73656; CID 0 1 - Eastside & Central Interceptor Sewer Project 
Plan and Specifications Approval 

Dear Ms. Breckenridge: 

Revised plans and specifications for the above referenced project were received on September 
19, 2014. The submittal consisted of final plans, technical specifications and contract bid 
documents for the proposed Eastside and Central lnterceptor Sewer Project. These documents 
have been reviewed and comments have been resolved: tht:refore, they are approved as of this 
date, for compliance with all Texas Water Development Board (Board) requirements. 

The work, in general, consists of installation of approximately 11,000 feet of 6-inch, 8-inch, I 0-
inch and 12-inch sanitary sewer, installation of approximately 136 feet of 16-inch welded steel 
casing and 275 feet of 20-inch welded steel casing in three separate locations across SH27 for the 
City of Ingram. 

This letter addresses the approval of plans and specifications that are required by the Board for 
Board funded projects. This approval should not be construed as preempting any approval that 
may be required by other Federal, State or local government agencies. This approval does not 
relieve the design engineer of his legal responsibility for the integrity of the design. The 
materials and methods of construction shall conform to the specifications provided by the project 
engineer. 

Please be reminded that the Board may not fund testing, remediation, removal, disposal, or 
related work for contaminated or potentially contaminated material. However, the City should 
ensure that such materials are tested, removed, and disposed of in accordance with applicable 
state and federal laws. 

In addition to the standard emergency discovery conditions, the following conditions were 
developed during the environmental review process. The project needs to comply with the 
following: 

Our Mission 
To provide leadership, information, education, and 

support for planning, financial assistance, and 
outreach for the conservation and responsible 

development of water for Texas 

Board Mer1bers 
Carlos Rubinstein, Chairman I Bech Bruun, Member I Kathleen Jackson, Member 

Kevin Patteson, Executive Administrator 
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I, 
• ; 

' 

Ms. Stephanie Breckenridge 
September 25, 2014 
Page 2 

Permit Requirements: 

• Compliance with the terms and conditions of a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Nationwide Permit 12. 

In order to ensure compliance with the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act: 

• The City plans to implement construction of the proposed project from June 2014 
through .lune 2015. If construction cannot be avoided during the migratory bird nesting 

season (March -August), construction workers will be made aware of the potential of 

encountering migratory birds on the proposed project site and will be instructed to avoid 

negatively impacting them. If active nests are observed, a SO-foot buffer of vegetation 

will remain undisturbed around the nests until the young have fledged or the nest is 

abandoned. 

In order lo ensure compliance wilh Texas Parks and Wildl(fe Code: 

• Construction crews will be notified of the potential for state-listed threatened bird 

species, Bald Eagles. Peregrine Falcons, and Zone-tailed Hawks, to be in the project area 

during winter months and will be instructed to avoid any disturbances if they occur in the 

vicinity of the project. TPWD guidelines will be followed if Bald Eagles are present in 

the project area. 

• If state-listed threatened Texas Horned Lizards are encountered during construction, 

TPWD will be contacted by the City in order to develop plans to relocate them. 

We have retained three sets of the approved plans and specifications for our files and are 
returning one approved set to you for your use during construction activities. Should you have 
any questions or desire additional information, you may contact me at (512) 463-1706. Thank 
you for your continuing coordination on this project. 

Respectfully, 

~~ 
Project Engineer 
Texas Water Development Board 

JM/dh 

Enclosure 

cc w/o enclosure: Mr. John M. Hewitt, P.E. - Hewitt Engineering, Inc. 

EXHIBIT O

Jordan 0139



Section 070 

CITY OF INGRAM 

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

This agreement made tlus day by and between the City of Ingram, Texas, called "City," and the 

undersigned "Contractor" as follows: 

1. THE WORK 

The Contractor shall perform all the work as required by this contract for: 

Installation of approximately 11,066 linear feet of 6-inch, 8-inch, IO-inch and 12-inch 

sanitary sewer and installation of approximately 136 linear feet of 16-inch diameter 

welded steel casing and 275 linear feet of 20-inch diameter welded steel casing in three 

separate locations across SH 27 for the City of Ingram. The construction for this project 

is located throughout the City in Ingram, Texas as detailed in Section 090 "Description 

of Work". 

Contractor must complete Lines B and K prior to starting work on any other sewer line 

segments. Completion of this portion of the project will be coordinated with TxDOT 

and their contractor working on Texas Department of Transportation Project (CSJ 0193-

02-031) along SH 39. 

Pavement replacement must be completed in a timely fashion in order to minimize 

disruption to businesses in the vicinity of the project work. 

The following are incorporated herein: 

a. General Provisions 
b. Technical Specifications 
c. Addenda issued prior to receipt of Bid 
d. Plans 
e. Instructions to Bidders 
f. Proposal 

Some of such documents may not be physically attached hereto but are on file at City Hall, and 

copies may be obtained upon request. 

2. TIME 

Construction substantial completion time will be 220 calendar days and 30 calendar days after 

for final completion from the date of written notice to proceed. Working days are defined in 

specification section 123.20. The Contractor's obligations to the project however, are not 

complete and retainage will not be released until all disturbed areas within Ingram right-of-way 

have been re-vegetated to the satisfaction of the City Engineer. 

3. LIQUIDATED DAMAGES 

City of Ingram • Standard Spccificauons 070 • I Construction Contract and Bid Form 
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Liquidated damages are hereby established for work which is not substantially complete in the 

amount of Three Hundred Dollars ($300.00) per working day for each working day after the 

date established in the Notice to Proceed. The City may offset any such liquidated damages 

against any sums from time to time due by the City to Contractor. 

The completion time asswnes that fifteen percent of the working days are "bad weather days," 

days on which the work cannot proceed; therefore, the time for completion shall not be 

extended on account of bad weather until the said nwnber of assumed "bad weather days" has 

been exceeded. 

The time for completion shall not be extended except by written memorandwn executed by the 

Contractor and the City Secretary. Contractor shall make written application to the City not 

later than ten (10) days after the day, event, or cause claimed by Contractor to be a delay. 

Failure to make such written claim within such time shall result in a waiver by Contractor of an 

extension based on those particular days, events, or causes. If, for example, this contract 

asswnes twenty (20) bad weather days and Contractor desired a one-day extension for the 

twenty-first day of rain, Contractor shall make a written claim not later than ten (10) days after 

the occurrence of such twenty-first day. 

The said amount per day is not a penalty but an agreed amount of actual damages which are 

difficult to calculate. Such damages include loss of staff time, answering complaints by citizens 

who have been inconvenienced by the work, City Council time, loss of use, and other damages 

difficult to reasonably anticipate or calculate. 

4. PAYMENTS 

The City shall pay the Contractor ninety-five percent (95%) of the portion of Contract Sum 

properly allocable to labor, materials, and equipment incorporated in the Work and ninety-five 

percent (95%) of the portion of the Contract Sum properly allocable to materials and equipment 

suitably stored at the site or at some other location agreed upon in writing, less the aggregate of 

previous payments made by the City, and, upon substantial completion of the entire Work, a 

sum sufficient to increase the total payments to ninety-five percent (95%) of the Contract Sum. 

All retainages from progress payments shall be withheld without liability for interest. Upon 

acceptance, the City shall make payment to Contractor such that one hundred percent (100%) of 

the Contract Sum has been paid. 

5. LIABILITY NDEMNITY 

THE CONTRACTOR AGREES TO INDEMKIFY, DEFEND, AND HOLD HARMLESS THE 

CITY OF INGRAM, TEXAS, AND ALL OF THEIR RESPECTIVE OFFICERS, AGENTS 

AND EMPLOYEES FROM ALL SUITS, ACTIONS, CLAIMS, DAMAGES, PERSONAL 

INJURIES, LOSSES, PROPERTY DAMAGES, AND EXPENSES OF ANY CHARACTER 

WHATSOEVER, INCLUDING ATTORNEY'S FEES BROUGHT FOR OR ON ACCOUNT 

OF ANY INJURIES OF DAMAGES RECEIVED OR SUSTAINED BY ANY PERSON OR 

PROPERTY ON ACCOUNT OF ANY NEGLIGENT ACT OF THE CONTRACTOR, THE 

CITY OF INGRAM, TEXAS, OR ANY OF THEIR RESPECTIVE OFFICERS, 

EMPLOYEES, AGENTS, REPRESENTATIVES, OR SUBCONTRACTORS IN THE 

EXECUTION, SUPERVISION, AND OPERATIONS GROWING OUT OF OR IN ANY 

WAY CONNECTED WITH THE PERFORMANCE OF THIS AGREEMENT, WHETHER 

City of Ingram - Standard Specifications 070-2 Construction Contract and Bid Fonn 
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OR NOT THE ACT OR OMISSION OF THE CITY OR ANY OF THEIR RESPECTIVE 
OFFICERS, EMPLOYEES, OR AGENTS WAS THE SOLE PROXIMATE CAUSE OF TiiE 
INJURY OR DAMAGE OR A PROXIMATE CAUSE JOINTLY AND CONCURRENTLY 
WITH THE NEGLIGENCE OF THE CONTRACTOR OR ITS OFFICERS, EMPLOYEES, 
AGENTS, CONTRACTORS, OR SUBCONTRACTORS, IN THE EXECUTION, 
SUPERVISION AND OPERATIONS GROWING OUT OF OR IN ANY WAY CONNECTED 
WITH THE PERFORMANCE OF THIS AGREEMENT. 

6. LIABILITY INSURANCE 

Prior to the commencement of any work and not later than fifteen (15) days following the 
execution of this contract, the Contractor shall furnish the City copies of paid-up policies (to the 
City Attorney) providing Liability and Workman's Compensation Coverage as follows 
minimum limits): 

a. 

b. 
C. 

TYPE OF INSURANCE 

Workman's Compensation covering all 
employees 
Employer's Liability 
Comprehensive General Liability 

LIMJTS 

Statutory 
$100,000.00 

Bodily Injury & Property Damage (per occurrence) $1.000.000.00 
Aggregate $1,000,000.00 
(Premises/Operations Products/Completed Operations/Independent 
Contractors/Contractual Liability/Coverages may not be excluded). XCU must 
be supplied if any exposure. 
d. Business Automobile Liability covering owned vehicles, rented and non-
owned vehicles and employee non-ownership 
Bodily Injury Property Damage (per occurrence) 
Aggregate 

$1,000,000.00 
$1.000.000.00 

Toe Commercial General Liability and the Automobile Liability policies shall name the City of 
Inrnro Texas, as additional insured and all policie;. sball provide for a waiver of subrogation in 
favor of the City of Ingram. The policy and any renewal certificate shall provide that the City 
be notified thirty (30) days prior to cancellation or modification of any coverage. Language to 
the effect that the company will "Endeavor" or "Attempt" to so notify the City of Ingram is not 
sufficient. Renewal certificates must be received by the City at least ten (10) days prior to any 
cancellation date. Policies will be in effect until final acceptance or cancellation of this 
contract. unless otherwise specified. The City may, at its sole option, terminate this agreement 
and file a claim on the Contractor's bid bond if the Contractor fails to deliver the required 
policies and certificates within 15 days after execution of this contract. 

It shall be the responsibility of the Contractor to insure that all Subcontractors comply with the 
same insurance requirements as the said Contractor. 

7. CASUALTY INSURANCE 

In the event the work includes structures or buildings susceptible to damage by fire, windstorm, 
or other casualty, then the Contractor before being authorized to begin work shall furnish the 
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City a duplicate original of an insurance policy naming the City of Ingram as an additionally 
insured. Such insurance shall insure both the City of Ingram and Contractor, during the term of 
the work, against loss by fire, windstorm, vandalism, theft, or other casualty. Such policy shall 
be in the total amount of this contract. 

8. QUALITY OF WORK 

All work shall be of good workmanship. Contractor shall comply with all applicable City of 
Ingram Codes as well as all applicable professional and technical standards. Materials shall be 
of first quality. 

9. CHANGES AND EXTRAS 

No change of this Contract, whether for additional work, additional compensation, or other, 
shall be effective unless prior thereto a written change order has been authorized by the City 
Engineer. 

10. ADDENDA 

Contractor acknowledges the receipt of the following addenda: 

1. 

2. 

Dated: ______ _ 

Dated: _______ _ 

11. AW ARD OF CONTRACT 

Acknowledged by: _____ _ 

Acknowledged by: _____ _ 

The lowest qualified bidder will be awarded the base bid plus any combination of additive 
alternates pending availability of funds and City Council approval. 

12. CONTRACT SUM 

Proposal: Contractor agrees to provide all labor, materials, and all incidentals necessary to 
complete "The Work" for the following Unit Prices: 

BID PROPOSAL-BASE BID 

Item Description of Work Proposed Unit of Unit Cost 11> Total Cost 
No. Qautitv Measure 

I 
Mobiliz.ation including Contract Bonds 1 LS Sl~"oo.a. $1~'1911.,Qt) 
Maximum of 5% of Base Bid Amount) 

2 
6-inch Diameter PVC SDR-26 Sanitary 5,144 LF $ 3'°5l.O $ ICU 1Q'28'. •it: 
Sewer Line, 5-1 O' cut 

3 
6-inch Diameter PVC SDR-26 Sanitary 70 LF $ 41,Zl s ~.3oS-4o 
Sewer Line I 0-1 S' cut 

4 
8-inch Diameter PVC SOR-26 Sanitary 680 
Sewer Linc. 5-1 O' cut 

LF $ 3'S·t2Q S U~2.'4i ·ll> 

Cil)' oflngram - Standard Specifications 070-4 Construction Contract 111d Bid Form 
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Item Description of Work Proposed Unit of Unit Cost 11> Total Cost 

No. Quantity Measure . . 
5 

8-inch Diameter PVC SDR-26 Sanitary 321 LF $ fu'-l -$Y. S~i• ~.<.LI 
Sewer Line, 15-20' cut 

6 
10-inch Diameter PVC SDR-26 Sanitary 1,313 
Sewer Line, 1 0-1 S' cut 

LF $ t./1.f$ $1s,_li~21, 74 

7 
10-inch Diameter PVC SDR-26 Sanitary 
Sewer Linc, I S-20' cut 

481 LF $ ~q-Q.1... S ~~.11~4.! 

8 
I 0-inch Diameter PVC SDR-26 Sanitary 1,402 LF $ ICb-] 1 $[!£1. Z ]q_Sq 
Sewer Line, Greater than 20' cut 

9 
12-inch Diameter PVC SDR-26 Sanitary 1,655 Lf $ l/<--9i $71,1~,.10 
Sewer Line. 5-1 0' cut 

10 Manhole, 5-1 O' Cut 35 EA $U,a11.n $1~2. 1~.,s 

11 Manhole, I 0-15' Cut 4 EA $5,~1~ ·'" s2.1,9. ,s.~c1 

12 Manhole, 15-20' Cut 5 EA $g/,w.oz. s~g_,3'5..,o 

13 
16" Diameter Welded Steel Casing 106 EA $ \$5-~ $ 1'1,<l/4.~ 
Bored with SDR-26 PVC Sewer Pipe 

14 
20" Diameter Welded Steel Casing 275 EA $ '2'/. 1fi, $ (d, ~g ·lb 
Bored with SDR-26 PVC Sewer Pipe 

15 
Service Connection, complete in place, 56 EA $ 911./.(l_z. ss~~t-12 
the sum of: 

16 Trench Safety System 11,066 LF so/~~ sg,13'.i Qi" 

17 Cleaning and Testing of all Lines I LS $ '5 .-5-JJ :QC s'S;~-re 

18 Vacuum Tests of all Manholes 1 LS S S,'Sa>.0o S~1~b-~ 

19 Videos of al] sewer lines 1 LS $ 11100'2·'10 s,1,6tY).w 

20 i::"Jowable Fill 10 CY $ \IC,,O~ $ 1.,00.00 

21 :ut and Replace Pavement 600 SY $ 3o.f0 $ fl.. 'l1lJ -Q;) 

22 
Cut and Replace Concrete Slope 160 SY $ ~'2,l")O $ I01~HD 
Protection 

23 
Dreparation and installation of SWPPP, 

1 LS $ ~, i0Q:A) $ i,i'OO·OO lcomplete in place: 

24 
Preparation and installation of Traffic 1 LS $ ~~:W $~.~(O 
Control Plan, complete in pJacc: 

TOTAL BASE BID s'JA,.,'65.f/.3 

Notes 
(I) In the event of discrepancy, this column shall govern. 

City of Ingram • Standard Specifications 070 - 5 Construciion Contr11et and Bid fom, 

EXHIBIT O

Jordan 0144



• I COMPLETED BY 

Date 

V,ce P<es;deo + 
Title 

Sub-Contractors: 

NAME ADDRESS PHONE WORK TO BE PERFORMED 

1. N ont 
2. 

3. 

(Attach additional sheet if required) 

INSURANCE AGENT 

NAME ADDRESS PHONE POLICY 

1.,:he., N,-t ~be 6'r:01 )~ \ l,\ ~ Eo.5\: en ,s+;o &\: · 1 G, Viii.' r1 ~, 

2. Ix 1 <l 9<..1 t... ( g J9')54 2.- 3<t,loCa 

BONDING AGENT 

NAME ADDRESS PHONE POLICY 

1.:r t:'(. ::to½<" ooh oao\ ::F;deJ :"'-'I r""s..u:o nee c..o JV\ ea a y 

2.Qoe NC\t.JQl~Cen~r, 2c)-th~I, Nc:wot~ New3t:..¥~y c2sl)r.3S•bo 

•Signed this 2 $ day of I\U€)1J,-$+ , 2014 

Attest: _______ Contractor 

City of Ingram - Standard Specifications 010-6 Constn1Clion Contract and Bid Form 
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. . 

SEAL 

City of Ingram - Standard Specifications 

Business Address: 

Cf 8 \ B ~ '\ I\ e_ Y s + 
k1njSlou\c\, Tx 1 l8&31 

Phone:325- 3 g&' - 1. 500 

Fax: 3 2 5 - 3 !5 8 g i? 7. 2 

ACCEPTED THIS O ( t 2_ j 

day of ________ , 2014 

~PP _~tf-
, ~gram, Texas. 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

070 - 7 Construction Contract and Bid Fonn 
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Section 090 

DESCRIPTION OF WORK 

Following is a summary of work items included in the bid schedule: 

Work in the contract is for the installation of approximately 11,066 linear feet of 6-inch, 8-inch, 
10-inch and 12-inch sanitary sewer for the City of Ingram. The construction for this project is 
located throughout the City including along the north side of the SH 39 right-of-way in a 
commercial portion of the City. The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) SH 39 
roadway improvement project (CSJ 0193-02-031) will be under construction in the same vicinity 
as this portion of the City sewer project. The City contractor will be required to coordinate and 
communicate with the TxDOT contractor in order to minimize disruptions to businesses and the 
public in the area of construction. A list of work for this project, as a minimum, includes the 
following: 

1) Install approximately 5,214 linear feet of 6-inch PVC sanitary sewer line (SDR 26), 
complete in place in accordance with plans and specifications, 

2) Install approximately 1,001 linear feet of 8-inch PVC sanitary sewer line (SDR 26), 
complete in place in accordance with plans and specifications, 

3) Install approximately 3,196 linear feet of I 0-inch PVC sanitary sewer line (SDR 26), 
complete in place in accordance with plans and specifications, 

4) Install approximately 1,655 linear feet of 12-inch PVC sanitary sewer line (SDR 26), 
complete in place in accordance with plans and specifications, 

5) Provide 56 service connections and decommission existing yard lines and septic tanks, 
6) Install forty four (44) fiberglass manholes as shown on the plans, 
7) Provide approximately 600 square yards of pavement trench repair, including base and 

top course as shown in the plans, 
8) Install approxjmately 106 linear feet of 16-inch djameter welded steel casing in one 

location in bored hole under SH 27, 
9) Install approximately 275 linear feet of 20-inch diameter welded steel casing in two 

locations in bored hole under SH 27, 
l 0) Provide 10 cubic yards of flowable fill, 
11) Cut and replace existing concrete, 
12) Provide cleaning, testing and videotaping of all new sewer lines, 
13) Provide traffic control and regulation in accordance with current TxDOT requirements, 

and 
14) Provide preparation and installation of stormwater pollution prevention plan in 

accordance with plans and specifications. 

City of Ingram - Standard Specifications 090- I Description of Work 
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August 8, 2016 

Regional Water Planning and Development 
Texas Water Development Board 
1700 North Congress Avenue 
P.O. Box 13231 
Austin, Texas 78711-3231 

230 Hwy 39 ♦ Ingram, Texas 78025 

Re: City of Ingram Eastside and Central Interceptors TWDB CWSRF Project No. 73656 

Please recognize this letter as an acceptance of the above listed project. At regular 
scheduled city council meeting on August 2, 2016 by unamoius vote the Ingram City 
Council took action to accept and close out TWDB Project No. 73656. We greatly 
appreciate the opportunity to improve the city's wastewater collection system for our 
citizens. 

Regards, 

Brandon Rowan 
Mayor 

830-367-5115 Phone ♦ 830-367-3175 Fax 
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Bill To: 

Hewitt Engineering, Inc. 
716 Barnett Street 
Kerrville, TX 78028 

City of Ingram 
Attn: Stephanie Breckenridge 
230 Highway 39 
Ingram Texas 78025 

Contract Number 

73656-L I 000154 

Description Task 

Final Administrative Costs Final Document Request 

Make Checks payable to Hewitt Engineering, Inc. 

Payment is due within 30 days. 

Phone# 830-315-8800 

Thank you for your Business. 

Invoice 
Date Invoice# 

8/15/2016 624 

Project Title 

CW A Central & Eastside WW 

Percent Complete Amount 

100% 47.74 

Total $47.74 

Payments/Credits $0.00 

Balance Due $47.74 

E-mail jmhewitt@hewilt-inc.com 
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TEXAS lVATER DEVELOP:WENT BOARD 
FINAL PROJECT SOURCE AND USE OF PlJNDS REPORT 

Lender Agency: Recipient Name and Address: 
Texas Wutcr Development Board The Honorable Brandon Rowan. Mayor 
1700 North Congress A venue City of Ingram 
P.O. Box 13231 230 Highway 39 
Austin, TX 78711-3231 Ingram, TX 78025 

L()_an ID Number(s): Ll000262 Project ID Numbcr(s): 73656 

Period Covered By Report: (From Pmjc~1 lncep1ion l From: 12/05/2013 To: 08/25/2016 

SOURCES 

A. Commitment Amount - Board Approved: $1.185,000 

B. Commitment Amount - Not Released: $0 

C. Commitment Amount - Net Amount Released (A - B): $1,185,000 

D. Interest Income: 

TOTAL SOURCES (C + D): 

USES 

E. Conslruct ion: I, I o9, 911 . 2...te> 

F. Engineering, and Related Services: f S;l i~ .Do 
G. Lei?al. Fiscal and Administrative Costs: S(o 7.:>4~ . 71 
H. Other: 

TOTAL USES (E + F + G + H): I , t 8 ,;- , (:)(){) • a O 

EXCESS SOURCES (USES): 

SURPLUS COMMITMENT (See B above; 10 t>e Jup,Lxt. if any): --
I certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, 
that costs and/or the uses of funds set forth here are 

~nlN",Y1,'1 fv,,,b"N\~d!M. 6·4t} Seutlau allocable to the project scope approved by the Tcxa~ r Water Development Board and are not otherwise Signalui·c and TitleofCcrtifying Offi~ial u 
prohibited by statute or regulation, and that this 
project is in compliance with applicable Single 

Date Signed l ( · 2-9 · 2-Dl lo Audit requirements. 
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TEXAS \VATER DEVELOPMENT BOARD 

FINAL PROJECT SOlRCE AND USE OF FUNDS REPORT 

Lender Agency: Recipient Name and Address; 
Texas Water Development Board The Honorable Brandon Rowan, Mayor 

1700 North Congress A venue City of Ingram 

P.O. Box 13231 230 Highway 39 

Austin, TX 78711 -3231 Ingram, TX 78025 

Loan ID Number(s): L1000154 Project ID Number(s): 73656 

Period Covered By Report: tfrom Pro1ect Inception) From: 02/28/2013 To: 08/25/2016 

SOURCES 

A. Commjtment Amount - Board Approved: $175,000 

~-- ----
B. Commitment Amount - Not Released: $0 

c. Commitment Amount - Net Amount Released (A - B): 
$175,000 

D. Interest Income: 

TOTAL SOURCES (C + D): 

USES 

E. Construction: 
fe(M{'D ..J.- I 'S~ , ()tl l, . D 0 F. Engineering, and Related Services+ St,u-l/lC:M ~ 

- ., 
2.0 , 9 &Lf . I 1 G. Legal, Fiscal and Admini~trati\.e Costs: 

H. Other: r (j oi¾J bjv l'i (.,,h+u ,( 'b -t 9-89. g~ 
I V 

TOTAL USES (E + F + G + H): { 75 I {)Ci). 00 

EXCESS SOURCES (USES): 

SURPLUS COMMITMENT (See 8 :1hove; Lo be lapsed, if any): --

I certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

,5½-nrljl'IIAu_.rYl)JkJM~ .~,-~ M~-that costs and/or the uses of funds set forth here are 
allocable to the project scope approved by the Texas 
Water Development Board and are not otherwise SignAturc and Title of Certifying Official (/ 

prohibited by statute or regulation, and that this 
project is in compliance with applicable Single l l ·2J ·tD t(o 
Audit requirements. Date Signed 
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Budget 
Ingram, City of Project#: Loan/Grant#: L1000282 

73656 CWSRF 

ORIGINAL 
8-d Approved 

Budget at C URRl!NT 
Conmlt,,-1I Closing Memo Adjulted Budget A(lulllldl!udget A~Budget "'d!Uatee!Budgel Adjutted Budget Adjulted Budget A":::-' BUOGET a,.....,,-_, 112105/131 1()4.'1)7/141 102/12/151 (04/10/151 (08/10/151 (011116/151 (05/23/181 .1061281181 

Construction 990600.00 990600.00 3,944.07 3944.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Construction Eno1neerina 8 000.00 8000.00 8000.00 20000.00 20000.00 20000.00 20000.00 17 000.00 17 000.00 17 000.00 

Ins""'"'.,., 5000,00 5 000.00 5000.00 0.00 1 944.07 1 250.00 1 250.00 1 250.00 1 250.00 1 250.00 

O&MManual 500.00 500.00 500.00 500.00 500.00 500.00 500.00 0.00 0 .00 0.00 

Testino 1 000.00 1 000.00 1000.00 1 000.00 1 000.00 1 00000 1 000.00 465.00 465.00 465.00 

ContOftl'MM'V'\J 108403.00 108403.00 108403,00 108 403.00 108403.00 109 347.07 53 061.74 47.74 0.00 0.00 

Administration 7 000.00 7 000.00 7000.00 0.00 2000.00 1 750.00 1 750.00 1750,00 1 797.74 1 797.74 

Proiect L-•1 "•=nses 4000.00 4 000.00 4000.00 4 000.00 4 000,00 4000.00 4000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Bond Counset 12 500.00 12 500.00 12 500,00 12 500.00 12 500.00 12 500.00 12 500.00 12 500.00 12 500.00 12,500.00 

Financial Advisor 15 900.00 15 900.00 15900.00 15900,00 15 900.00 15 900.00 15900.00 15900.00 15900.00 15 900.00 

Issuance Costs 10 573.00 10 573.00 10573.00 10 573.00 10 573.00 10 573.00 10573.00 4622.00 4622,00 4 622.00 

Loan Orinination Fee 21 524.00 21524.00 21524.00 21 524.00 21 524.00 21 524.00 21 524.00 21 524.00 21 524.00 21 524.00 

Conslruction Contract CID 01 0.00 0.00 986655.93 986655.93 966 655.93 986655.93 1042941.26 1 109 941 26 1109 941.26 1 109 941.26 

0.00 

TOTALS s 1,186,000.00 s 1,185,000.00 S 1,186,000.00 s 1,185,000.00 $ 1,186,000.00 $ 1,185,000.00 $ 1,186,000.00 $ 1,186,000.00 $ 1,186,000.00 s $ 1,185,000.00 
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---- -
Invoice Ledger 
Ingram, City of 
Project # 73656 

BIii!_..,. Apgpwd 
Oullavt LoanlG[llllt _ _.Dlk_ ~ - lomla.l - Invoice Amount .Ammml Amount Bud!Nteataaarv _ _ lludml O..Cllnllon 

L 1000262 03/15/14 Texas Water Development Board Closing Memo 21 ,524,00 21,524 .00 21 ,524.00 Loan Origination Fee 

L1000262 03/04/14 McCall, Parkhurst & Horton LLP. 1299.005 15,685.00 12,500.00 12,500.00 Bond Counsel 
L1000262 03/04/14 McCall, Parkhurst & Horton LL.P. 1299,005 15,685.00 2,000,00 2,000.00 Issuance Costs Misc. Bond Counsel Fees 

l1000262 03/04/14 McCall, Parkhurst & Horton LL.P. 1299,005 15,685.00 1,185.00 1,185.00 Issuance Costs AG'sFee 

L1000262 02/20/14 Amergy Bank National Association NIA 700.00 700.00 700.00 Issuance Costs Paying/Escrow Agent Fee 

1 L1000262 02/05/14 CUSIP Global Services 350662273 737.00 737.00 737.00 Issuance Costs CUSIPFee 

1 L1000262 02/20/14 First Southwest Company 8684 15,900.00 15,900.00 15,900.00 Financial Advisor 

2 L1000262 01 /15/15 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est#1 179,401 .75 179,401 ,75 0.00 Construction Contract CID 01 Disallowed 

3 L1000262 11/24/14 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est#1 179,401 .75 179,401.75 179,401.75 Construction Contract CID 01 

4 L1000262 01/24/15 Skyblue Utilities, Inc Pay Est#2 65,310,82 65,310.82 65,310.82 Construction Contract CID 01 
4 L1000262 02/24/15 Skyblue Utilities, Inc Pay Est #3 129,166.57 129,166.57 129,166.57 Construction Contract CID 01 
4 L1000262 04/03/15 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 505 10,000,00 4 ,000.00 4,000.00 Construction Engineering 

4 L1000262 04/03/15 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 505 10,000.00 3,500.00 3,500.00 Administration 
4 L1000262 04/03/15 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 505 10,000.00 2,500.00 2,500. DO Inspection 

4 L1000262 03124115 Skyblue Utilities, Inc Pay Est #4 93,352.90 93,352.90 93,352.90 Construction Contract CID 01 

5 L1000262 04/22/15 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est #5 75,328.15 75,328.15 75,328.15 Construction Contract CID 01 
6 L1000262 05120115 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est #6 78,797.67 78,797.67 78,797.67 Construction Contract CID 01 

6 L1000262 05/27/15 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 522 5,000.00 2,000.00 2,000.00 Construction Engineering 

6 L1000262 05/27/15 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 522 5,000.00 1,750.00 1,750.00 Administration 
6 L1000262 05/27/15 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 522 5,000.00 1,250.00 1,250.00 Inspection 
7 L1000262 06/20/15 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est#7 86,113.31 86, 113,31 86,113.31 Construction Contract CID 01 

8 L1000262 08/06/15 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est#B 62,292.02 62,292,02 62,292.02 Construction Contract CID 01 
9 L1000262 09/09/15 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 544 3,000.00 1,200.00 1,200.00 Construction Engineering 

9 L1000262 09/09/15 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 544 3,000.00 1,050.00 1,050.00 Construction Engineering 

9 L1000262 09/09/15 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 544 3,000.00 750,00 750.00 Construction Engineering 

9 L 1000262 09/01/15 Rock Engineering & Testing Laboratory, Inc 27257 465.00 465.00 465.00 Testing 

10 L1000262 09/02/15 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est#9 165,845.33 165,845.33 165,845.33 Construction Contract CID 01 
11 l1000262 11/24/15 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est #10 54,735.30 54,735.30 51 ,047.41 Construction Contract CID 01 Disallowed a portion 

11 L1000262 02/04/16 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 571 2,000.00 800.00 800.00 Construction Engineering 

11 L1000262 02/04/16 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 571 2,000.00 700.00 700.00 Construction Engineering Administration 

11 L1000262 02/04116 Hewitt Engineering, Inc 571 2,000.00 500.00 500.00 Construction Engineering Inspection 

12 L1000262 04127116 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est#11 41 ,564.18 41,564.18 30,211 .80 Construction Contract CID 01 Disallowed a portion 

13 L1000262 11124/15 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est #10 54,735.30 3,667.89 Construction Contract CID 01 Prev. disallowed in OL #11 

13 L1000262 04/27/16 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est#11 41 ,564.18 11,352.38 Construction Contract CID 01 Prev. disallowed in OL #12 

14 L1000262 08/08/16 Skyblue Utilities, Inc. Pay Est #14 Final 93,073.53 93,073.53 0.00 Construction Contract CID 01 

14 l1000262 08/08116 Hewitt Engineering, Inc Pay Est #14 Final 47.74 47.74 o.oo Administration 
15 L1000262 09/01116 Skyblue Utilities, Inc Pay Est 15 Final 79,033.26 79,033,26 Construction Contract CID 01 

15 L1000262 09/01116 Hewitt Engineering, Inc Pay Est #15Final 47.74 47,74 Administration 
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INTRODUCTION 

Over the past several years, the City of Ingram has constructed wastewater system improvements 

throughout the City as part of a Federal Economic Development Assistance Program Grant. As 

stipulated in the grant requirements, all of the recent wastewater system improvements were 

required to serve residential customers. The purpose of this study was to evaluate options to 

serve existing and future nonresidential customers along Junction Highway (SH 27) in the 

eastern portion of the City. The study evaluated alternatives and determined the best route for 

proposed gravity sewer lines to convey wastewater flows from businesses a long Junction 

Highway south to the existing City main lift station. The study also considered future 

wastewater flows from the residential areas located north of Junction Highway including 

Greenwood Forest when sizing the proposed gravity sewer lines. In addition, the study provided 

an estimated construction cost for the recommended gravity sewer alignment including the cost 

of any roadway boring required under Junction Highway. Finally, the study determined the 

equivalent single family connections served by the proposed gravity sewer lines in order to 

allocate a prorated cost of the wastewater improvements to individual businesses and residential 

developments. 

In summary, the scope of services for this study included the following tasks: 

1. Collect and review existing service area flows and wastewater faci lities information 

2. Determine existing and projected wastewater flows for the Eastside service area 

3. Determine proposed gravity sewer line alternative designs 

4. Evaluate alternatives and determine recommended design 

5. Prepare estimated construction cost for recommended alternative and prorate costs based 

on equivalent single fami ly connections 

6. Prepare report and exhibits summarizing the results of the Preliminary Engineering 

Analysis 

EXHIBIT O

Jordan 0154



EXISTI G CONDITIO S 

This study evaluated serving four different wastewater collection service areas along Junction 
Highway in the east portion of the City. The collection areas included the fo llowing: 

Service Area A- I: The south side of Junction Highway extending from the Security 
State Bank and Trust on the west end of the service area east to Bud Lane. 
Service Area A-2: The north side of Junction Highway extending from the Car Wash on 
the west end of the service area cast to the existing creek located across from Bud Lane 
between Skyview Drive and Oakview Drive. 

Service Area 8-1: The north side of Junction Highway extending from the creek located 
across from Bud Lane between Skyview Drive and Oakview Drive east to Goat Creek 
Road Cutoff. 

Service Area 8-2: The north side of Junction Highway extending from Goat Creek 
Road Cutoff east to Nichols Creek and including the business located at the southeast 
intersection of Goat Creek Road Cutoff and Riverview Road. 

The service areas for A-2, 8 -1 and 8 -2 described above consist of businesses and vacant lots that 
are currently located outside of the City limits of r ngram. Service Area A- I consists of 
businesses and lots that are located within the Ingram City limits. Service Area A-I consists of 
24 separate tracts as shown in the Kerr County Appraisal District data base. There are currently 
12 existing businesses located in this area. Service Area A-2 consists of I 3 separate tracts and 9 
existing businesses in this area. Service Area 8 - I consists of 9 separate tracts as shown in the 
Kerr County Appraisal District data base and there are currently 9 existing businesses located in 
this area. Service Area B-2 consists of 7 separate tracts and 4 existing businesses located in this 
area. Exhibit I shows the location and limits for each of these service areas. 

Wastewater demands were determined for each lot in the City of fngram as part of the Federal 
grant sewer design and analysis. This project determined that the average daily wastewater 
demand for each equivalent single family connection is approximately 350 gallons per day. This 
demand is equal to a per capita demand of 100 gallons per day with an average of 3.5 persons per 
connection. The design of the residential wastewater col lection system used an average peaking 
factor of 3.0 to estimate the peak daily flow in the system. Therefore, the peak daily flow used to 
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design the Ingram wastewater collection system 1s approximately 1.050 gal lons per day per 
equivalent single family connection. 

A review of the existing demands for the businesses within the four service area within the 
study limits show that each of these businesses is less than or equal to one equivalent single 
fam ily connection except for one business (Bernhard·s Meat Market). Field visits and 
discussions with the business owners indicated that each of the businesses and restaurants 
typically had two or three restrooms and did not exceed the wastewater demand for a typical 
residential customer or equivalent single fam ily connection. Water usage records for the past 
two years for Bernhard's Meat Market were reviewed to determine the estimated wastewater 
demand at this location. Based on these records, the maximum monthly water usage occurred in 
December 2011 and was 36.900 gallons or approximately 1,200 gallons per day. The estimated 
daily average wastewater flow associated with this water demand would be approximately 900 
gallons per day. Consequently, the wastewater flow for Bernhard·s Meat Market is equal to 3 
equivalent single family connections. Wastewater quality at this facility would need to be 
evaluated also even though a pretreatment facility exists on site. 

Wastewater from the existing nonresidential customers wi ll be conveyed via two proposed 
gravity sewer lines to the recently constructed City of Ingram lift station located northwest of the 
Ri verview Road and Cypress Fal ls Drive intersection. Pumps at this lift station send the 
wastewater via force mains north along Riverview Road and east along Junction Highway into 
the City of Kerrville wastewater system and ultimately to the City of Kerrville Wastewater 
Treatment Plant. 

Proposed Line A wil l convey flow from Service Areas A-I and A-2 to an existing manhole and 
12-inch diameter pipe stubout located north of the intersection of Cedar Drive and Cypress Falls 
Drive. The existing flowline elevation at this manhole is 1667.79 or approximately 12 feet below 
the natural ground surface elevation. An existing 15-inch diameter sewer line conveys flow east 
from this location along Cypress Falls Drive to the City lift station. Proposed Line B will convey 
flow from service Areas B-1 and B-2 in a gravity sewer along Riverview Road directly to the 
City Ii ft station. 
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS 

As described above, two proposed gravity sewer lines are proposed to intercept flow from the 
busines es along Junction Highway and convey the flow south to the City lift station. Two 
separate gravity lines are required in order to avoid crossing under the existing drainage creek 
located across Bud Lane between Oakview Lane and Skyview Drive. Proposed Line A will 
intercept wastewater flow from businesses located between the existing car wash on the west end 
of the service area to the existing drainage creek across from Bud Lane on the east end of the 
service area. A proposed 8-inch sewer line will extend along the north side of Junction Highway 
and convey flow from Service Arca A-2 south across Junction Highway. Because Junction 
Highway is TxDOT right-of-way, the proposed sewer line will be required to be located inside of 
a steel casing across the highway. A proposed 8-inch sewer line wi ll be located along the south 
side of the existing tracts along the south side of Junction Highway (Service Area A- I) and will 
connect to the sewer line from the north side of Junction Highway. The proposed 8-inch sewer 
line will then extend west to the existing manhole and 12-inch diameter pipe stubout located 
north of the intersection of Cedar Drive and Cypress Falls Drive. Exhibit 2 shows the location of 
the proposed gravity sewer required to serve Service Areas A-I and /\-2. 

Proposed Line B wi ll intercept wastewater flow from businesses located between the existing 
drainage creek across from Bud Lane on the west end of Service Area B-1 to Goat Creek Road 
Cutoff on the east end of the service area. A proposed 8-inch sewer line wi ll extend east along 
the north side of Junction Highway and convey flow from Service Area 8-1 to Goat Creek Road 
Cutoff and then south across Junction Highway. A proposed 8-inch sewer line will extend west 
along the north side of Junction Highway from Nichols Creek to Goat Creek Road Cutoff to 
convey wastewater flow from Service Area 8-2. The proposed 8-inch sewer line will then 
extend south across Junction Highway in a steel casing and continue south along Riverview 
Road to the existing lift station located northwest of the intersection of Riverview Road and 
Cypress Falls Drive. Exhibit 2 shows the location of the proposed gravity sewer required to 
serve Service Areas 8-1 and 8-2. 
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As a part of the study, future wastewater flows from the residential areas located north of 
Junction I lighway including Greenwood Forest were considered when evaluating the design of 
the proposed gravity sewer lines. Exhibit I shows the additional resident ial areas (Service Areas 
A-3 and B-3) in Greenwood Forest that would contribute wastewater flow to Line A and Line B. 

Approximately 130 lots in Service Area A-3 would contribute flow to Line A and 305 lots in 
Service Area B-3 would be conveyed to Line B. The result o f this additional flow would be that 

the proposed gravity sewer lines would need to be increased in size from 8-inch to 10-inch 
diameter. The existing fac ilities including the 15-inch gravity sewer line along Cypress Falls 

Drive and the main lift station have additional 11ow and volume capacity and would not need to 
be enlarged. However, the City of Ingram Interlocal Agreement fo r Wholesale Wastewater 
Service with the City of Kerrville regarding volume of water and service area would need to be 

reviewed and evaluated to determine whether wastewater flow from Greenwood Forest could be 
intercepted and conveyed to the City of Kerrvill e. Based on discussions with the engineer fo r the 

Phase I Wastewater Collection System, the Greenwood Forest area was not included as part of 
the flow calculations in the 2002 Wastewater Design Report. 

CONSTRUCTION COSTS 

The estimated construction costs for the proposed gravity sewer line improvements were 

determined based on recent bid tabs fo r Phase I of the City of Ingram Wastewater Improvements 
project. Costs for 8-inch sewer line, 8-inch sewer line, 10-inch sewer li ne in casing, I 0-inch 

sewer line in casing and manholes were obtained for the City proj ect that is nearing completion. 

The cost of Line A would consist of two components; the cost of the improvements serving area 
A- I (connections wi thin the City limits) south of Junction Highway and the cost of the 

improvements serving Service Arca A-2 (connections outside City limits) located north of 

Junction Highway. The portion of Line A serving Area A-1 consists of 8-inch sewer line, 

manholes and property acquisition. The total estimated cost fo r this sewer line is approx imately 

$86.302 which includes 20% contingencies due to the preliminary nature of the estimate. In 

addition. design and construction costs such as surveying. geotechnical analysis. engineeri ng 
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design. and construction inspection services of 20% of the construction costs have been added 
for a total cost or $ 103,562 for Service Area A-1. 

The portion of Line A serving Area A-2 consists of 8-inch sewer line, 8-inch sewer line in steel 

casing. manholes and property acquisition. The total estimated cost for this sewer line is 

approximately $98.263 which includes 20% contingencies due to the preliminary nature of the 

estimate. In addition, design and construction costs such as surveying, geotechnical analysis, 
engineering design, and construction inspection services of 20% of the construction costs have 
been added fo r a total cost of$ ) 17,9 15 for Service Area A-2. Appendix A li sts the preliminary 

cost estimates for each of these lines. 

The cost was determined to increase the size of the sewer line to accommodate wastewater flows 

from the Greenwood Forest area (Service Area A-3). In order to convey flows from this 

residential area. the sewer line would need to be increased from an 8-inch line to a IO-inch line 
beginning at the intersection of Skyview Drive and Junction Highway and extending to the 

existing manhole and stubout north of Cedar Drive. The total cost associated with the increase in 
pipe size is approximately $ 16,128. 

The cost of Line B would consist of two components: the cost of the improvements serving area 
B-1 ( connections outside the Ci ty limits) west of Goat Creek Road Cutoff and the cost of the 

improvements serving Service Area B-2 (connections outside City limits) located east of Goat 
Creek Road Cutoff The portion of Line B serving Area B-1 and Area B-2 both consist of 8-inch 
sewer line, 8-inch sewer line in steel casing and manholes. The total estimated cost for this sewer 
line is approximately $154.800 which includes 20% contingencies due to the preliminary nature 

of the estimate. In addition, design and construction costs such as surveying, geotechnical 
analysis, engineering design. and construction inspection services of 20% of the construction 

costs have been added fo r a total cost of $185,760 for Service Arca B. The cost for Service Area 
B would be equally distributed between Area B-1 and B-2 which would result in a total cost of 

$92.890 for each service area. Appendix A li sts the preliminary cost estimates for each of these 
lines. 
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The cost was determined to increase the size of the sewer line to accommodate wastewater flows 
from the Greenwood Forest area (Service Arca B-3). In order to convey flows from this 
residential area, the sewer line would need to be increased from an 8-inch line to a I 0-inch line 
beginning al the intersection of Oakview Drive and Junction Highway and extending to the 
existing lift station on Riverview Road. The total cost associated with the increase in pipe size is 
approximately $27,216. 

The total construction and associated costs fo r the proposed gravity sewers to serve the easlside 
businesses along Junction Highway is approximately $407.238. The total cost to serve the 
businesses and Greenwood Forest would be $450.582. 

ALLOCATION OF COSTS 

The funding of the proposed gravity sewers to serve the eastside businesses along Junction 
Highway could be provided by the City of Ingram in the fo rm of bonds supported by all residents 
within the City or al located to the speci fic users of the proposed sewer improvements. 

Allocation of costs to the specific eastside businesses was calculated in terms of equivalent 
single family connections in this study. As previously slated. al l of the businesses except 
Bernhard's Meat Market would be equal to one equi valent single fam ily connection. 

The total cost for new sewer service to Service Area A-1 which is located within the Ci ty limits 
is $103,562. The total number of lots in this service area as shown in the Kerr County Appraisal 
District database is 24 which results in a prorated cost of $4,3 15 for each lot (equivalent single 
fami ly connection). The total cost for new sewer service lo Service Area A-2 which is located 
outside the City limits is$ I 17,9 15. This service area has I 3 connections and a prorated cost of 
$9.070 per connection. 

The total cost for new sewer service to Service Area B-1 and B-2 which are both located outside 
the City limi ts is $ 185. 760. Each of these service areas has 9 equivalent single family 

connections and a prorated cost of $10.320 per connection. 
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An alternative method to allocate the sewer costs would be to separate the costs according to 
whether the proposed improvement serve connections within the City or outside the City. Based 
on this approach, 24 connections at a total estimated construction cost of $ 103,562 and a 
prorated cost or $4,315 would be served within the City and 31 connections outside the City 
would be served at a total cost of $303,675 and a prorated cost of $9.795 per connection. 

A final allocation method would be to charge all businesses on the cast side of the City the same 
connection cost rather than separating the cost based on location or whether the business is 
currently located with the City limits. Based on this approach, there are 55 total connections and 
a total cost of $407,238 which results in an average equiva lent connection charge of$7,404. 
Table I summarizes the prorated cost per equivalent connection for the different alternati ves. 

If the proposed sewer lines are over sized to provide future capacity for Greenwood Forest, the 
estimated construction cost would increase by a total of $43,334 to a total cost of $450,582. This 
extra sewer line capacity would serve approximately 435 lots in Greenwood Forest which would 
result in a per connection cost of$ I 00. 

Table J 

Prorated Cost per Equivalent Connection 

Number of Total Prorated Total Prorated Cost 
Service Area Connections Construction Cost Per Connection 

A- I (Within City Limits) 24 $ 103.562 $4,3 15 
A-2 13 $ 117,915 $9.070 
B-1 9 $92,880 $ I 0,320 
B-2 9 $92.880 $ 10,320 

Total-Out of City 31 $303,675 $9,795 
Total 55 $407.238 $7,404 
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SUMMARY 

The purpose of this study was to evaluate options to serve existing and future nonresidential 

customers along Junction Highway (SH 27) in the eastern portion of the City. The study 

evaluated alternatives and determined the best route for proposed gravity sewer lines to convey 

wastewater flows from businesses a long .I unction Highway south to the existing C ity main Ii ft 
station and provided an estimated construction cost for the recommended gravity sewer 

a lignment. The study also determined the equivalent single fami ly connections served by the 

proposed gravity sewer lines and allocated a prorated cost of the wastewater improvements to 

individual businesses lots. 

This study evaluated serving four different wastewater col lection service areas along Junction 

I lighway in the cast portion of the C ity. The collection areas inc luded three service areas outside 

of the City limits on the north side of Junction Highway (and one business on the southeast 

corner of Goat Creek Road Cutoff and Junction Highway) and one service area within the city 

limits on the south side of Junction Highway. The peak daily flow used to design the Ingram 

proposed wastewater col lection lines was based on 1,050 gallons per day per equivalent single 

fami ly connection. 

The total cost for new sewer service to Service Area A- I is $ 103,562. The total number of lots 

in this service area is 24 which results in a prorated cost of $4.315 for each lot. The total cost for 

new sewer serv ice to Service Area A-2 which is located outside the Ci ty limits is $ 11 7. 9 15. This 

service area has 13 connections and a prorated cost of $9,070 per connection. 

The total cost for new sewer service to Service Area B-1 and 8-2 which are both located outside 

the City limits is $ 185.760. Each of these service areas has 9 equivalent single family 

connections and a prorated cost of$ I 0.320 per connection. 

An alternative method to a llocate the sewer costs would be to separate the costs according to 

whether the proposed improvement serve connections within the City or outside the City. Based 

on this approach. 24 connections at a total estimated construction cost of$ I 03,562 and a 
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prorated cost of $4.315 would be served wi thin the City and 31 connections outside the City 
would be served at a total cost of $303,675 and a prorated cost of $9,795 per connection. 

A final allocation method would be to charge all businesses on the east side of the City the same 
connection cost rather than separating the cost based on location or whether the business is 
currently located with the City limits. Based on this approach, there are 55 total connections and 
a total cost of $407,238 which results in an average equivalent connection charge of $7,404. 

If the proposed sewer lines are over sized to provide future capacity for Greenwood Forest. the 
estimated construction cost would increase by a total of $43,344 to a total cost of $450,582. This 
extra sewer line capacity would serve approximately 435 lots in Greenwood Forest which would 
result in a per connection cost of $100. 
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1 Parcels 

Collection Area Designation 

City of Ingram CCN Boundaries 

M Hewitt Engineering Inc. '?' . Consu l t ,ng Enj!"inc,Ning ScrvocC's 
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Exhibit No: 
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March 12, 2012 
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EASTS IDE WASTEWATER GRAVITY SEWER LINES 
SEWER LINE A 

LINEA LF UNIT 
UNIT 

TOTAL 
COST 

IMPROVEMENTS FOR NORTH LOTS (A-2) 
8-INCH SEWER LINE 1700 LF $ 28 $ 47,600 
&-INCH SEWER LINE (IN 16-inch CASING) 140 LF $ 150 $ 21.000 
MAN HOLES 4 EA $ 3,000 $ 12,000 
PROPERTY ACQUISITION 0.06 ACRE $ 20,000 $ 1,286 
SUBTOTAL $ 81,886 
20% CONTINGENCIES $ 16,377 
CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL $ 98,263 
20% ENGINEER ING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 19,653 
TOTAL $ 117,915 

IMPROVEMENTS FOR C ITY LOTS SOUTH SIDE (A-1) 
8-INCH SEWER LINE 500 LF $ 28 $ 14,000 
8-INCI-I SEWER LINE 1500 LF $ 28 $ 42,000 
MANHOLES 5 EA $ 3,000 $ 15,000 
PROPERTY ACQUISITION 0.05 ACRE $ 20,000 $ 918 
SUBTOTAL $ 71,918 
20% CONTINGENCIES $ 14,384 
CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL $ 86,302 
20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 17,260 
TOTAL $ 103,562 

SERVICE AREA TOTAL $ 221 ,478 

ADDITIONAL COSTS FOR GREENWOOD FOREST UPSIZE 
INCREASE SEWER SIZE TO I 0-INCH II 00 LF $ 7 $ 7,700 
INCREASE TO 8-INCH SEWER LINE (IN 16- inch CASING) 140 LF $ 25 $ 3,500 
SUBTOTAL $ 11.200 
20% CONTINGENCIES $ 2,240 
20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 2,688 
TOTAL $ 16, 128 
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EASTSfDE WASTEWATER GRAVITY SEWER LINES 
SEWER LINE B 

LINE B LF UNIT 
UNIT 

TOTAL COST 
AREA B-1 
8-INCH SEWER LINE 800 $ 28 $ 22,400 MANHOLES 2 $ 3,000 $ 6,000 SUBTOTAL 

$ 28,400 20% CONTINGENCIES 
$ 5,680 CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL $ 34.080 20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 6,816 TOTAL 
$ 40,896 AREA B-2 

8-INCH SEWER LINE 800 $ 28 $ 22,400 MANHOLES 2 $ 3,000 $ 6,000 SUBTOTAL 
$ 28,400 20% CONTINGENCIES 
$ 5,680 CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL $ 34,080 20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 6,816 TOTAL 
$ 40,896 AREA 8-1 & B-2 

8-INCH SEWER LINE (IN 16-inch CASING) 140 $ 150 $ 2 1,000 8-INCH SEWER LINE 1400 $ 28 $ 39,200 MANHOLES 4 $ 3,000 $ 12,000 SUBTOTAL 
$ 72,200 20% CONTINGENCIES 
$ 14,440 CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL $ 86,640 20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 17.328 TOTAL 
$ 103,968 

SERVICE AREA TOTAL 
$ 185,760 

ADDITIONAL COSTS FOR GREENWOOD FOREST UPSIZE 
INCREASE SEWER SIZE TO I 0-INCH 2200 $ 7 $ 15,400 INCREASE TO 8-INCH SEWER LINE ( IN CASING) 140 $ -,-

-) $ 3.500 SUBTOTAL 
$ 18,900 20% CONTINGENCIES 
$ 3,780 20% ENGINEERING AND ADDITIONAL COSTS $ 4.536 TOTAL 
$ 27,2 16 
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' _,, 

Ingram, City of 

Project #: 73656 

Total Project Cost 

$1 ,185,000.00 

IUP Year: 2014 (Required for SRF Programs) 

Outlay Request #m 
Time Period Covered (This Outlay) 

From; I 07/19/16 1 To: I 08/08/16 1 

Requested Amount;! $ 93,121.27 1 
L...---====:::::! 

Is this the final Request?!'-_0_, _Yes _ _..._□_"° _ _, 

Proaram Loan/Grant# Exoiratlon Date Commitment Date Closing Date Amount 

CWSRF L1000262 12/31 /14 12/05/13 04/18/14 $ 1,185,000 00 

TOTAL $ 1.185000.00 

Entity: City of Ingram 

Entity Address: 230 Highway 39 

Citv, State, ZIP: lnQram, TX 78025-3264 

Ms. Stephanie'" Breckenridge 
-- ~ 

Contact: 

Contact Title: City Secretary 

Contact Phone: (830) 367-5115 

Contact Fax: (830) 367-3175 

Contact Email: sbreckeQridge@ingramb<.com 

Outlay Contact: M S 1,-~7• B :::,.k-:-,c; ·a n s. teP. arne rec enn ge 

Outlay Contact Title: City Secretary 
Outlay Contact Phone: (830) 367-51 ~ 5 

Outlay Contact Fax: (830) 367-3175 

Outlay Contact Email: 1.-~l!@IDQ!!I~ 

Certification: I certify that to the best of my knowledge and belief that the billed costs hereon are in accordance with the 
above mentioned contract s) and all work erformed is in accordance with said contract(s). 

e-1i -1r,, 
Date Signed 

2 lnlSllS" 
Print or Type Name and Tttle of Representative Signing Telephone Number 
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C 
SUBTOTAL: 

MATERIALS ON HANO· 

SUBTOTAL : 
LESS PREVIOUS APP PLICATION . 

TOTAL OUE THIS PAYMENT 

',J 

Sl.109.941 26 

$1.109.941.26 
(1 .016.867 73) 

593.073.53 
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CITY OF INGRAM 
230 Hwy 39 
Ingram TX 78025 
(830)367-5115 

Bill To: 

Claud Jordan 
Bennett Jordan Septic Co. 
PO Box 670 
Ingram TX 78025 

Item Code Description 

SAF SYSTEM ACCESS FEE-104 Ingram Loop 

TAP TAP FEE- 104 Ingram Loop 

INVOICE 
Date Invoice # 

05/19/2015 1147 

Due Date 

05/19/2015 

Terms: 

NET 90 DAYS 

Net Amount 

3,800.00 

1,200.00 

TOTAL 5,000.00 
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ENDER· COMPLETE THIS SECTION 

■ Complet~ems 1,-2, and 3. 
■ Print your name and address on the reverse 

so that we can return the card to you. 
■ Attach this card to the back of the mallplece, 

or on the front if space permits. 
1 . Article Addressed to: 

CAetuo &cb.n 
"?()~O~ ~70 
~VOJ'V\ I -rt-7 go-zs 

IIIIIIIII IIII IIIIIIIIII Ill Ill 11111111111111111 
9590 9402 2249 61931763 85 

7010 3090 0002 4014 

PS Form 3811, July 2015 PSN 153()!02-000-9053 

D Agent 

0 Addressee 
C. Date of Dell~ 

5 '>•/Y 
□ Yes 
□ No 
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CITY OF INGRAM .. .. 
230 Hwy 39 
Ingram TX 78025 
PHONE: (830)367-5115 

CUSTOMER NO. 1011 

STATEMENT 
Date Page 

02/28/2018 1 

PAST DUE AFTER AMOUNT DUE 
01/30/2015 5,000.00 

Bill To: Claud Jordan 
Bennett Jordan Septic Co. 
PO Box670 
Ingram TX 78025 Attention to: 

RETURN THIS PORTION WITH YOUR PAYMENT 

CITY OF INGRAM 
230 HWY39 
INGRAM TX 78025 

CUSTOMER NO. CUSTOMER NAME 
1011 CLAUD JORDAN 

IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS 

ABOUT THIS STATEMENT CALL 

(830)367-5115 

BILLING DATE 

02/28/2018 

Date Reference Description Charge 

Balance Forward 

01/09/2015 9 Business Registration 10.00 
05/19/2015 1147 Multiple 5,000.00 
03/04/2016 1159 BusReg 10.00 
06/30/2016 23 Payment .00 
01/01/2017 1345 BusReg 10.00 
01/05/2018 4 Payment .00 

. 

PLEASE NOTE ANY CHANGES TO 
BUSINESS NAME OR ADDRESS 

$ 

AMOUNT ENCLOSED 

PAYMENT DUE 

01/30/2015 

Credit Balance 

.00 10.00 

.00 5,010.00 

.00 5,020.00 
20.00 - 5,000.00 

.00 5,010.00 
10.00 - 5,000.00 

Balance Due 5,000.00 
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Cl'fY Of INGRAM 
230 Hwy 39 
Ingram TX 78025 
(830)367-5115 

Bill To: 

Claud Jordan 
Bennett Jordan Septic Co. 
PO Box670 
Ingram TX 78025 

Item Code Description 

SAF SYSTEM ACCESS FEE-104 Ingram Loop 

TAP TAP FEE-104 Ingram Loop 

INVOICE 
Date Invoice # 

05/19/2015 1147 

Due Date 

05/19/2015 

Terms: 

NET 90 DAYS 

Net Amount 

3,800.00 

1,200.00 

TOTAL 5,000.00 

EXHIBIT O

Jordan 0179



EXHIBIT O

Jordan 0180



---

INGRAM CITY COUNCIL 
MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING 

ON OCTOBER 2, 2012 

On Tuesday, October 2, 2012, the Ingram City Council meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m. by James Salter, Mayor, in the City Hall Council Chambers, 230 Hwy 39, Ingram Texas. 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 
James Salter 
Monroe Schlabach 
Shirley Trees 

STAFF PRESENT: 
Dene' Huffaker 
Stephanie Breckenridge 
Stan Neuse 

Call to order: 6:00 p.m. 

Mayor 
Alderman 
Alderman 

City Treasurer 
City Secretary 
City Administrator 

1. VISITOR/CITIZENS FORUM: 
None 

Monroe Schlabach arrived at 6:05 p.m. 

2. CONSENT AGENDA: 

Brandon Rowan 
John St. Clair 
Jim Lopez 

Ilse Bailey 

Mayor Pro Tern 
Alderman 
Alderman 

City Attorney 

2A. Approval of minutes from the Regular City Council Meeting held September 18, 2012; 28. 
_ paying bills as specified; and 2C. purchase orders as presented. Shirl~y Trees made a motion to 

approve the minutes from the Regular City Council meeting held on September 18, 2012; 28. 
paying bills as specified and 2C. approval of purchase orders as presented. John St. Clair 
seconded and the motion carried 5 to O votes. 

3. ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS: 
3A. Regarding Resolution No. 14-2012 establishing legal services fees. Brandon Rowan made a 
motion to approve Resolution No. 14-2012 establishing legal services fees. Monroe Schlabach seconded and the motion carried 5 to O votes. 

4. CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION: 
4A. Regarding presentation from First Southwest Finance Company. No action taken. 

48. Regarding general Financial Advisory Board contract with the City of Ingram. John St. Clair make a motion to postpone to next agenda. Shirley Trees seconded and the motion carried 5 to 0 votes. 

4C. Regarding improvements at 138 Riverpark Dr. No action taken. 

4D. Regarding amendment to Memorandum of Understanding for Ingram Municipal Judge. Monroe 
Schlabach made a motion to approve amendment to Memorandum of Understanding for Ingra""' 
Municipal Judge. Shirley Trees seconded and the motion carried 5 to O votes. ~ 

--.4E. Regarding authorizing Mayor to execute loan agreement for Public Works and M~I 
,ehicles. Jim Lopez made a motion to authorize Mayor to execute laon agreement for~lic 
Works and Marshal vehicles. Brandon Rowan seconded and the motion carried 5 to O vo~ 
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4F. Regarding Wastewater Committee recommendations on Wastewater Ordinance No. 2010-2. 
- -- Brandon Rowan made a motion to approve new wastewater increase of $0.80 per 1000 gallons. 

Shirley Trees seconded and the motion carried 5 to O votes. 
~ *Shirley Trees made a motion to direct City Attorney to revise current Wastewater Ordinance No. 

2012-2 and schedule a public hearing. John St. Clair seconded and the motion carried 5 to 0 
votes. 

4G. Regarding establishing Wastewater System Access Fee, Tap Fees, & Rates. Jim Lopez made 
a motion to set Wastewater System Access Fee at $5000.00 which includes one tap at the City's 
20% discounted rate. Any additional taps will be $1200.00 per 4" & 6" tap fee plus the cost of the 
manhole, if required. Brandon Rowan seconded and the motion carried 5 to O votes. 

5. INFORMATION AND DISCUSSION: 
Personnel Committee met Thursday, September 27, 2010 and assigned Brad Rider the Captain 
position and eliminated the Investigator position in the Marshal's Department. 

Utility Committee met Friday, September 28, 2012 and recommended the items listed above 4F & 
4G. 

6. EXECUTIVE SESSION: 
The city council reserves the right to discuss any of the above items in executive closed session as 
permitted by law including if they meet the qualifications in Sections 551 .071 (consultation with 
attorney), 551 .072 (deliberation regarding real property), 551 .073 (deliberation regarding gifts), 
551.074 (personnel matters), 551.076 (deliberation regarding security devices) and 551 .087 
(deliberation regarding economic development negotiations) of Chapters 551 and 552 of the 

........__ Government Code of the State of Texas. 

--

7. ADJOURNMENT: 

Jim Lopez made a motion to adjourn. Shirley Trees seconded and the motion carried with the 
meeting adjourning at 8:14 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Stephanie Breckenridge 
City Secretary 
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Mike Holzapfel 

From: 
Sent: 

Mike Holzapfel <mholzapfel@ingramtx.com> 
Thursday, May 10, 2018 2:00 PM 

To: 'TXJCIC' 

Subject: Photo-Array request- Ingram PD 

To whom it may concern, 

I, Asst. Chief Holzapfel, with the Ingram Police Department, am requesting ~photo-array regarding the following 

criminal case: 

1) Case# 1800263 
2) Case type- THEFT (felony) 
3) Suspect- Claud Bennett Jordan Jr. 

4) Suspect's Driver's License# 14281564 
5) Suspect's ID Card# TX na 

Thank you for time and assistance. 

Asst. Chief Holzapfel 
Ingram Police Department 
830-367 -2636 

Assistant Chief Mike Holzapfel 

Ingram Police Department 

226 Highway 39 

Ingram, Texas 78025 

(830) 367-2636- Office 

(830) 367-3251- Fax 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This is a CONFIDENTIAL LAW ENFORCEMENT 

COMMUNICATION. As such, if you have received this message in error, do not disseminate, 

distribute, use, or copy this communication, if you are not an intended recipient. Please contact the 

sender by reply email or call the Ingram Police Department at 830-367-2636 and DESTROY all 

copies of the original. 

1 
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Page: _ 1 _ of ~ Case#: 1800263 

INGRAM POLICE DEPARTMENT VOLUNTARY STATEMENT 
(With Legal Warnings) 

Person giving statement: _A_R_T_U_R_O_R_U_B_IO _________________________ _ 
Residence Address: 1202 VtEWCREST 
City/State/Zip Code: GRANITE SHOALS, TEXAS 
Home Phone: ______ _ Work Phone: _______ Cell Phone: ______ _ 

DOB: 08/17/1965 DL/ID#: ____ 1_9_65_0_8_1_7 ___ DL STATE: __ T_E_X_A_S __ 

Location where statement given: INGRAM POLICE DEPARTMENT 
Persons present during statement: ____________________________ _ 

D I speak English. Education level: O ___ th grade 

~ This statement is being written by the officer at my request. 

~ H.S. graduate 

Initials: 

D College graduate 

I am the person named above. I am giving this statement under oath to the peace officer whose signature appears below. 
He/She has warned me as follows: 

___ 1. I have the right to remain silent and not make any statement at all and that any statement I make may be 
Used against me at my trial; 

___ 2. Any statement I make may be used against me in court; 

---3. I have the right to have a lawyer present to advise me prior to and during any questioning; 

___ 4. If I am unable to employ a lawyer, I have the right to have a lawyer appointed to advise me prior to and 
during any questioning, and 

___ 5. I have the right to terminate the interview at any time. (I have initialed or checked each warning). 

Prior to and during the making of this statement, I have knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily waived the rights set out 
above. I make the following statement of my own free will without promise or hope of reward, without fear or threat of 
physical harm, without persuasion or coercion, without favor or offer of favor and without leniency or promise of leniency. 
I realize that making a false statement could result in the filing of criminal charges against me for Perjury or False Report 
to a Police Officer. 

On the 16 day of MA y , 2018 , at or about 10:30 , 1:rn I/ Q 
I, ARTURO RUBIO, PROVIDED OFFICER BYRON GRIFFIN SEVERAL PHOTOS THAT WERE SENT TO ME BY JOSE 

FLORES, WHO WAS THE FOREMAN OF THE PROJECT. I KNOW THAT MR JORDAN WAS THE OWNER OF THE 

PROPERTY AT 104 AND 106 ING RAM LOOP. I KNOW FROM OVERSEEING THE INSTALL OF PHASE II THAT THE 

INSTALL AT 104 INGRAM LOOP WAS EITHER A BASE BID OR AN ALTERNATE ONE OR TWO INSTALL. THE BASE 

BID INSTALL WAS $1350.00 AND ALTERNATES WERE $1600 FOR EACH UNIT. THESE INSTALLS WERE BID BASED 

ON WORK PERFORMED AND BID. 

Initial: __ _ 10/2017 - INGRAM PD 

EXHIBIT O

Jordan 0184



Page: __ of _ 2_ Case#: 1800263 

AFTER LOOKING AT THE PLAN I OBSERVED THAT THIS PATICULAR INSTALL WAS SET AT THE COST OF BASE 

BID FOR 104 INGRAM LOOP BECAUSE IT WAS SOUTH INGRAM LOOP. WE PROVIDED All DRAWINGS TO 

OFFICER GRIFFIN. AT THE TIME OF INSTALL WE DID NOT KNOW THAT THIS BUILDING AT 104 ING RAM LOOP 

WAS A COMMERCIAL PROPERTY; WE WERE TOLD TO RUN A LINE TO A SMALL "SHACK" ON THE BACKSIDE 

OF THE BUILDING, WHICH WE DID. MR JORDAN PROVIDED THE PROPER PAPERWORK AND WE ASSUMED HE 

WAS OBEYING THE LAW. 

I have read each page of this statement, initiated each page and placed my initials next to any corrections. I swear that 
the facts contained herein are true and correct. 

05/16/2018 1114 

Date Time 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME the undersigned authority on this the ___ day of _____ _ 

\ 
BYRON C GRI 
Printed Name of Peace Officer 

Initial : _ _ _ 10/2017 - INGRAM PD 
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Page: 1 of 2 -- -- Case#: 

INGRAM POLICE DEPARTMENT VOLUNTARY STATEMENT 
(With Legal Warnings) 

1800263 

Person giving statement: _J_o_s_e_M_u_n_o_z_F_l_o_re_s _________________________ _ 
Residence Address: 137 E. Bluebriar -----------------------------------City/St ate/Zip Code: Granite Shoals, Tx. 78654 
Home Phone: (512) 695-5604 Work Phone: Cell Phone: (830) 798-5051 -------
DOB: ___ 1_0/_1_2/_64 __ _ DUID#: ____ 11_0_8_26_4_4 ____ DL STATE: ___ TX __ _ 

Location where statement given: _ln_g_r_a_m_P_o_lic_e_D_e_pa_rt_m_e_nt ____________________ _ 
Persons present during statement: _A_s_s_t._C_h_ie_f_H_o_l_za_p_f_e_l ____________________ _ 

I I I I speak English. Education level: O ___ th grade 

This statement is being written by the officer at my request. 

D H.S. graduate 

Initials: 

D College graduate 

I am the p n named above. I am giving this statement under oath to the peace officer whose signature appears below. He/She has wa me as follows: 

___ 1 _ I have the righ emain silent and not make any statement at all and that any statement I make may be Used against me at rial; 

___ 2. 

---3. ise me prior to and during any questioning; 

___ 4. If I am unable to employ a lawyer, I have the right to h 
during any questioning, and 

___ 5. I have the right to terminate the interview at any time. (I have initialed o hecked each warning). 

Prior to and during the making of this statement, I have knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily waived the rights set out above. I make the following statement of my own free will without promise or hope of reward, without fear or threat of physical harm, without persuasion or coercion, without favor or offer of favor and without leniency or promise of leniency. I realize that making a false statement could result in the filing of criminal charges against me for Perjury or False Report to a Police Officer. 

On the_2_3_day of ____ J_u_ly ___ , 2014 , at or about □□ , am I pm : 

I was working as the Super- intendant for Qromex Construction Company installing sewer lines in Ingram Texas. 
On that particular day I began breaking ground to run a sewer line at 104 Ingram Loop for Mr. Claude Jordan. 
Two or three days before, I spoke with Mr. Jordan who walked me around the property of 104 Ingram Loop 
and told me where to run the sewer line. Mr. Jordan mentioned something about having a toilet in a building 
on the property, but I never actually saw a toilet, I just assumed one was there. He showed me where the 
sewer line and waste water line came from a shed located directly behind a big garage building on the same 
property. 

Initial: :J F 
10/2017 - ING RAM PO 

EXHIBIT O

Jordan 0186



Page: 2 of 2 
-- -- Case#: 1800263 

The shed looked more like an old storage shed or something like that. I never looked inside the shed and 

can't say if it had a toilet or sink. Mr. Jordan told me how (the direction) he wanted the line ran on his 
property. 

Before running the line, I checked my list of eligible properties to be connected. This list was provided to me 
by my boss. I saw where 104 and 106 Ingram Loop was marked as "application received and approved." 

Because 104 Ingram Loop showed "application received and approved" I went ahead and hooked it up like I 
was supposed to. 

The day we broke ground, 7 /23/14, I ran a sewer line from the Clean-out to the shed located on Mr. 

Jordan's property. I disconnected the old lines coming from the shed, which had been going to the old 

septic, and connected the new lines. While doing the job I took pictures and drew a diagram depicted the 
job and measurements. This only took one day to hook up. 

I have read each page of this statement, initiated each page and placed my initials next to any corrections. I swear that 
the facts contained herein are true and correct. 

?}tt/11 
Date 1 

//.'So 11"1 
Time Signature of person giving voluntary statement 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME the undersigned authority on this the /t{' day of 4y 
~~Ifs_ 

p~ 

Printed Name of Peace Officer 

Initial: :f'f 
10/2017 - ING RAM PD 
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 

INTELLIGENCE AND COUNTERTERRORISM DIVISION 

PRODUCT DISSEMINATION COVER SHEET 

LAW ENFORCEMENT SENSITIVE 

The content of this transmission contains information collected and analyzed for the advancement of a law 
enforcement purpose. As such, by accepting this transmission, the receiving law enforcement agency is 
representing that it has the right-to-receive and the need-to-know the fo llowing information. The right-to-receive 
assumes that the receiving agency has followed all necessary training requirements for access to certain 
databases, has executed any mandated agreement between the recipient and the entity maintaining the data, 
and that information obtained will be protected as required by the agreement. 

The recipient agrees to not disseminate the following information to any person outside the recipient agency and 
to refer any other agency with a need- and right-to-know the information to the Texas Joint Crime Information 
Center for retrieval of the information in order that an audit log can be maintained. The following information 
shall be stored in a secure location that will prevent the compromise or theft of the information. Recipient 
agency understands that failure to abide by certain applicable laws could subject it to civil or criminal penalties. 
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0 Analyst: SNR; TXJCIC Ph: 512-424-7981 - Created on 5/12/2018 2:48:00 AM 

Requestor's Agency/ Name: Ingram PD- Ch ief M ichael Holzapfel Badge#: 5102 
Email Address: mholzapfel@ingramtx.com Phone#: 830-367-2636 
Type of Investigation: Theft Investigation Case#: 1800263 
Summary: Ingram PD is requesting a photo array on subject regarding a Theft investigation 

DOB: 10/31/1971 
Suspect/Business Name: Claud Bennett JORDAN Jr ssN: NA 1------t------------------, 

DL: 14281564 
Miscellaneous# (FBI/SID) NA 
Phone(s): NA 
Address(es): 201 4th Street POB 670 Ingram, TX 78025 (per DLS) 

Person Profile 
TXDL: 

DL Number: 14281564 

Name: CLALJD BENNETT JORDAN 

Date 01 Birth: 10311971 

Photo: 

Address: 201 4TH STREEFPOB 670. INGRAM, TX nns~ooo 
Race: ',\'HITE Sex: M 

Height: 603 Weight: 22◊ 

Eye Color: 1-jAZEL Hair Color: BROVilN 

Image Date.: 09272013 Class: A 

Expiration Date: 10312018 Restriction: 

COL Flag: y Endorsernant: N 

Deconfliction: Negative 

Information contained within this document is classified as Law Enforcement Sensitive (LES). Because it contains information protected by the Privacy Act, f urther 

distribution is restricted to the official recipient, unless approval from the Texas Joint Crime Information Center (866-786-5972) has been obtained beforehand. 

Information w i ll not be released to the media. The unauthorized release of law enforcement sensitive (LES) information could adversely affect or jeopardize law 
enforcement activities. 

Rev. 02/2014 
Page 1 
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 
PHOTO ARRAY 

TIME PHOTO SPREAD SHOWN _ /{)~>=---------- -

DATE PHOTO SPREAD SHOWN -------------

VIEWED BY ----'~=---o ___,,S e'---____,r'---....:....,lc,,.._./'---'/"--'.f"------------

DA TE OF OFFENSE 7- ~ 5-/q.. 
----------------

c AsE # _ __,_; _g _o _o_ ::z_b_3 __________ _ 
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TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 
PHOTOARRAY 0 

Administration .. .read instructions aloud 
The folders in front of you contain photos. In a moment, I am going to ask you to look at the photos. The person who committed the crime may or 
may not be included in the photos. 

I do not know whether the person being investigated is included. Cfrfcheck box if this applies) 

Although I placed the photos into the folders, I have shuffled the folders so that right now I do not know which folder contains a particular photo. 

Even if you identify someone during this procedure, I will continue to show you all photos in the series. 

The investigation will continue whether or not you make an identification. 

Keep in mind that things like hair styles, beards, and mustaches can be easily changed and that complexion colors may look slightly different in 

photographs. 

You should not feel you have to make an identification. It is as important to exclude innocent persons as it is to identify the perpetrator. 

You will look at the photos one at a time. When you open a folder, please open it in a manner that does not allow me to see the photo inside the 
folder. Take as much time as you need to look at each one. 

When you have finished looking at a photo, close the folder and hand it to me. I will then ask you, "Is this the person you saw, 
?" ----------------------------------- ----------- -------

Take your time answering the question. If you answer "Yes," I will then ask you, "In your own words, can you describe how certain you are?" 

Because you are involved in an ongoing investigation, in order to prevent compromising the investigation, you should avoid discussing this 

identification procedure or its results. 

Do you understand the way the photo array procedure will be conducted and the other instructions I have given you? 

Consent to Participate 
I have read these instructions, or they have been read to me, and I understand the instructions. I am prepared to review the photographs, and I 

will follow the instructions provided on this form. 

Witness Signature/-2...:::::~=-=0 .... $1;::o,,:;;.._--L..f;_,_/.....,o=v ..... ee:::..Sc._ _______ Date S ~ I fr, I~ 
Information compiled from the Bill Blackwood Law Enforcement Management Institute of Texas Model Photo line-up policy (as required by 38.20 CCP) Investigator Copy 
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City of Ingram 
(830) 367-5115 230 Hwy 39 • Ingram, TX 78025 Fax (830) 367-3175 

According to Ordinance 020706 "It shall hereafter be unlawful for any person, firm or 
corporation to conduct or carry on any business within the city limits until such person, 
firm or corporation registers such business with the City Secretary." 

PLEASE PRINT 

))/</£,R __ f /// £j} /4.J~J,8 v-Jcdc./L5 
► Name of Business 

-► Name of Owner ,t'; kl,_ 1 !!,r !J _ IA) 11-~ 1?.__ 

► Address of business 
I tJ </ _L,{/6k-~ t.o cJ /J 

► Business Phone # '93z;.- 7_39 --(Js~J-

► Business Fax# 1\/)// @) l 

► Mailing Address /0& ....f._h'6 ~ /4t,} /-::> 

► Please ~escribe the nat~ of yo~r business r 
~J;;j'J/; ftJe,,t/ / f-;,(jl.A.N /2. 4.£ ·7-// d/Z-1r-/.J-hR 

You m_c1y obtain yoJ.Jr_business pe!,mi!__in pe_rsoci or QY mai~ If yo~ choose to obtain your 
permit by mail simply send a check for $10.00 to the City of Ingram with the above 
mentioned information to: 

City of Ingram 
Business Permit 
230 Hwy 39 
Ingram, Texas 78025 

The city will then mail your business permit back to you. If you have any questions, 
please do not hesitate to call 367-5115. Thank you for your business. ti~ 

~ '\. \,, 
Respectfully, 

Stephanie Breckenridge 
City of Ingram 
City Secretary 

£.~' 0'\~ f; 
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“I wear a lot of different
hats. People don’t quite under-
stand everything I do.” 

—Kathleen Hudson

By Irene Van Winkle
West Kerr Current

Standing on stage with
some of her personal musical
heroes last week, Schreiner
University Professor Dr.
Kathleen Hudson, of
Mountain Home, became an
inductee into the Texas
Songwriters Association
Music Legends Hall of Fame.
Hudson said she was  proud

to be honored alongside the
prestigious company of other
legends such as Gary P. Nunn
and Shake Russell to name a
few.
The event took place during

the Austin Songwriters
Symposium on Thursday, Jan.
15. Added to her Peabody
Award for her role in produc-
ing the radio series, “AWhole
Lotta Shakin’ Going On,” and

the Minnie Piper Stevens State
Award for excellence in
Education, this was another

notable feather.
“I was surprised to see that I

was the only woman being

inducted,” Hudson said. 

Homestead
lifestyle
Explore Texas, Page 11
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Mountain Home 
resident seeks 
Texas House seat
Stephanie Lochte Ertel, an

attorney living in Mountain
Home, has filed to run for
House District 53 State
Representative on the
Democratic Party primary bal-
lot.  
She is the first Democrat in

20 years to seek to represent
the people of Kerr and 11
other counties of House
District 53 in the Texas House

of Representatives.  
Ertel is unopposed in the

Democratic Party primary on
March 1, 2016 but will face
incumbent Andrew Murr of
Junction in the general elec-
tion in November 2016.
Low voter turnout in local

and state elections (Texas was
49th among states in 2014) is a
matter of great concern to
Ertel.  She hopes her candida-

cy will provide a choice to
motivate voters who are con-

Stephanie Lochte Ertel

4 employees
leave city
positions

By Clint Schroeder
West Kerr Current

Four City of Ingram
employees left their positions
last week.
Ingram Police Chief Rowan

Zachry retired effective Jan.
15, City Administrator John
Washburn resigned, officer
Jimmy Furr resigned from the
police department and a per-
son in an accounting position
was terminated.
Ingram Mayor James Salter

said Zachry’s retirement, “was
not unexpected at all.”
He said Zachry served the

city for 25 years and took
accumulated vacation time to

move up his anticipated retire-
ment date a couple of months.
Washburn started at the city

in June 2015 as a contract
employee and council voted
unanimously to hire him at its
Oct. 20 meeting to work
approximately 24 hours a
week.
Washburn e-mailed his res-

ignation last week effective as
of 5 p.m. Jan. 14.
Neither Washburn nor

Zachry were available for
comment.
Salter said Furr has been

looking for a different job for
about a year and has accepted
a job as a safety officer for a
pipeline company.
The mayor said that reduces

the marshal’s department to
four officers, but added the
Kerr County Sheriff’s Office
will pick up the slack when
needed.

Council
discusses
filling
vacancies

TToopp ggaattee
Congratulations go to Trey Toler, left, and Baylan Fisher, representing Ingram FFA, on
a great job and earning the top prize in the Gate category at the Ag Mechanics
Show, which drew more than 60 competitors. The gate, bearing the motto, The
Cowboy Way, was commissioned by the Bill and Tracy Moore family that owns
Crider’s Rodeo and Dancehall in Hunt. 

Two fiber
optic cuts
disable 911
services
By Irene Van Winkle
West Kerr Current

Barely weeks after a fiber
optic phone line was cut in
Boerne for the fourth time in
2015, the nightmare repeated
itself.
This first phone interruption

of 2016 came early in the year,
on Thursday, Jan. 13. It was
the fifth on the same fiber
optic line.
Despite taking additional

precautions to keep 911 safe,
having the new redundant line
cut, said Kerr County Sheriff
Rusty Hierholzer, was “the
perfect storm.” 
The disruption hit in Boerne

that morning around 8:40
a.m., and for part of the day,
the redundant line to keep 911
stayed operational as it had

ESD2 gets new member
By Irene Van Winkle
West Kerr Current

With the reinstallment of
one sitting member and swear-
ing in of a new member on its
board of commissioners, Kerr
County Emergency Services
District No. 2 held its first
meeting of the new year with
nearly a complete slate.
One slot remains open to be

filled on the board after the
recent shuffling of members at
the end of 2015: board mem-
bers Ben Alves and Linda
Garrett both stepped down,
leaving Ken Edwards, Dene

Huffaker and Jan Reeve to
carry on.
Meanwhile, Kerr County

Pct. 4 Commissioner Bob
Reeves reappointed Huffaker,
who agreed to continue for
another term, and brought on
board another well-known
Mountain Home resident, Lee
Hall, both of whom took their
oaths of office, administered
by Pct. 4 Judge Bill Ragsdale
prior to the meeting.
“This is real service, you

don’t get any prestige or
recognition, but our system
doesn’t work without people
like you who do this job,”

Ragsdale said afterward.
Reeves said that he was

working to find another per-
son to fill the vacant slot, and
hoped to get someone before
the next ESD2 meeting. He
asked that if any prospect
came to mind, that any mem-
ber of the board and/or public
contact him.
Early on the agenda, the

board elected its new officers:
Huffaker was elected presi-
dent, Edwards vice-president,
Reeve secretary and Hall
treasurer. 

Mountain Home professor honored

Ingram ISD board gets
update on bond work 
By Clint Schroeder
West Kerr Current

The Ingram school board
Monday heard an update on
bond construction projects,
held a public hearing on its
2014-15 Texas Academic
Performance Report and
approved an election agree-
ment with Kerr County.
The district’s accountability

rating for 2015 is “Met
Standard.”
Ingram students exceeded

Region and State scores in 4th
Grade Writing, 5th Grade
Reading, 6th Grade Reading,
8th Grade Reading and 8th
Grade Science on the State of
Texas Assessments of
Academic Readiness
(STAAR) tests.
Texas Education Agency

report cards for the high
school, middle school and ele-
mentary school campuses,
which also “Met Standard,”
shows they all exceeded per-
formance target scores in the
areas of student achievement,
student progress, closing per-
formance games and postsec-
ondary readiness.
Ingram Tom Moore High

School received a Distinction
Designation in
Reading/English Language
Arts; Ingram Middle School
received Distinction
Designations in Top 25%
Student Progress; and Ingram
Elementary School received
Distinction Designations in
Reading/English Language
Arts, Science and

Dr. Kathleen Hudson, third from left in front, is thrilled that she has been inducted into
the Texas Songwriters Association Music Legends Hall of Fame. A professor at
Schreiner University, Hudson also founded the Texas Heritage Music Foundation,
wrote two books and has devoted herself to storytelling through music. Shown here
at the ceremony in Austin last Thursday are, in front, from left, Gary P. Nunn, Scott
Newton, Hudson, Bob Livingston, Patterson Barrett, Bill Browder and Dave Moerbe.
At rear are, from left, Rick Minus, Ernie Gammage, Craig Hillis, Mike Tolleson, Rick
Busby (emcee), Stephen Doster, Shake Russell, Roger Allen and Lee Duffy.

Courtesy photo

Photo by Irene Van Winkle

See Ingram, Page 2 

See Ingram ISD, Page 13 

See Ertel, Page 14 See ESD2, Page 5 

See Honor, Page 14 

See 911, Page 12 
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“Law enforcement will
continue as usual with the
safety of our citizens as the
first priority,” he said.
At Tuesday’s City Council

meeting, members discussed
the police chief vacancy.
Salter recalled a former

council member once men-
tioned that the City of Mason
has an interlocal agreement
with the sheriff’s department
to provide law enforcement
services in the city.

He suggested an interlocal
agreement with the Kerr
County Sheriff’s Office might
be an option for Ingram that
might result in savings of some
$200,000, which could be
spent on improving city streets.
Council Member Brandon

Rowan said he feels it is coun-
cil’s responsibility to do due
diligence and hear a presenta-
tion on that option, although
several members opposed it.
It was noted that under an

interlocal agreement, a number
of deputies could be assigned
just to cover the Ingram area,
and another stipulation might

be to employ current Ingram
officers to do it. 
Council Member Jimmy

Lopez made a motion not to
seek a presentation, with
members Claud Jordan, Nelda
Mitchell and Lopez voting in
favor and John St. Clair and
Rowan voting against it.
There was further discus-

sion about how to proceed
with filling the police chief
position, with Rowan favoring
seeking applications for the
position.
Other members wanted the

position to be filled by a cur-
rent Ingram officer. 
In the absence of a city

administrator, the responsibili-
ty of filling the position falls to
the mayor, who said he would
consult with City Attorney
Patrick O’Fiel and make a
decision on how to proceed.
In a discussion of filling the

city administrator position,
which is council’s responsibil-
ity, the consensus was to seek
applications, interview appli-
cants and make a selection.
During the Visitor/Citizens

Forum portion of the meeting,
San Antonio attorney David
Earl said he is representing the
employee who was terminat-
ed, and urged the city to recon-
sider the termination.

Monday, January 11
1:17 a.m. — A disturbance

in progress was reported in the
100 block of Hummingbird
Ln. Upon realizing that neigh-
bors had been alerted of the
disturbance, everyone
involved fled in two dark
SUV’s.
2:14 p.m. — A woman in

the 200 block of Oak Leaf
spoke to an officer regarding
threats being made against her.
2:45 p.m. — A man in the

200 block of Hwy. 39 had a
question about his ex-wife
giving her fiancé permission
to discipline his child. No
offense had occurred.
3:35 p.m. — A woman in

the 100 block of 6th St.
reported that threats had been
made.
5:40 p.m. — A very intoxi-

cated 27-year-old woman was
reportedly getting ready to
leave a bar in the 3300 block
of Junction Hwy. The woman
was arrested for public intoxi-
cation.
8:35 p.m. — An intoxicated

woman was reported at a store
in the 3200 block of Junction
Hwy. The woman was under
the influence of narcotics and
was taken to the hospital by
EMS at her request. No
offense had occurred.
Tuesday, January 12
3:02 p.m. — A welfare

check was requested for a per-
son on Bridge Rd. An officer
checked the area but the per-
son was not found.

Wednesday, January 13
12:15 a.m. — A family dis-

turbance was reported in the
100 block of David Dr. It
turned out it was only verbal
and no offense had occurred.
8:08 a.m. — An officer

patrolled traffic while a one-
car accident was cleaned up in
the 800 block of Hwy. 39.
3:10 p.m. — Two suspi-

cious people were reported at
the RV Park in the 100 block
of Riverview Dr. The area was
checked but the people
weren’t found.
Thursday, January 14
12:43 a.m. — A verbal dis-

turbance was reported in the
100 block of Way Dr. The
people involved resolved the
dispute.
1:13 a.m. — A verbal dis-

turbance was reported in the
100 block of Way Dr. One of
the people involved left the
house for the night to calm the
situation.
3:38 a.m. — An officer

noticed a trail of personal
items on the center of the
roadway in the 100 block of
River Park. It turned out a lady
who was walking on the road
dropped them but claimed it
was too dark to pick them up.
8:57 a.m. — A disturbance

involving a 58-year-old man
and 51-year-old man was
reported in the 3200 block of
Junction Hwy. Both men told
the officer it was a mutual

confrontation and neither
wanted to file charges.
10:04 a.m. — A possible

disturbance was reported in
the 200 block of 2nd St. It
turned out to be a woman
yelling for her dog.
1:33 p.m. — An officer

assisted with a lift assist in the
300 block of Louis.
3:01 p.m. — Property was

found on Cedar Dr. An inves-
tigation is ongoing.
6:30 p.m. — An 18-year-

old woman in the 3300 block
of Junction Hwy. reported that
she had met with a 15-year-
old boy who was selling a
phone. The boy then revealed
that the phone was stolen from
a phone company. An investi-
gation is ongoing.
Friday, January 15
1:40 a.m. — A suspicious

car was reported in the 100
block of Indian Creek.
8:53 a.m. — An accidental

911 call was made in the 2700
block of Junction Hwy.
10:43 a.m. — A woman in

the 100 block of Riverview
Dr. reported an injured deer on
her property. The deer was put
down at the woman’s
allowance due to the injuries it
had sustained.
2:44 p.m. — A disturbance

was reported in the 100 block
of River Park Dr. It turned out
to be a woman with mental
problems who needed to go to
the hospital. The woman had a
friend take her and no offense
occurred.
3:49 p.m. — A woman in

the 200 block of Willow
reported that she did not wish
to release her child to the
father because she was upset
the father showed up two
hours early. 
4:15 p.m. — An officer was

supposed to meet with a

woman at the Ingram Police
Department but the woman
never showed.
8:20 p.m. — An officer

helped a man in the 3100
block of Junction Hwy. locate
his wallet after it had fallen
off his car in the eastbound
lane. The wallet and his
checkbook were found and he
was going to return to look for
the rest of his property in the
daylight. He was advised to
cancel any credit or bank
cards that he had.
Saturday, January 16
2:30 a.m. —An intoxicated

man in the 100 block of Gray
Moss was arrested for public
intoxication.
5:23 a.m. — A woman in

the 300 block of Josephine St.
called 911 crying and stating
that she needed help. An
investigation showed that no
offense had occurred.
7:58 a.m. — An officer

assisted a man with looking
for a wallet that he lost the
night before in the 3100 block
of Junction Hwy.
5:13 p.m. — A reckless

driver was reported in the 500
block of Hwy. 39. The area
was checked but the car was
not seen.
5:24 p.m. —An officer

noticed an open door at the
Point Theatre. The officer
cleared all the unsecure areas
and advised the onsite
grounds person of the open
doors.
6:45 p.m. — A man in the

100 block of Clark was having
an open burn in his backyard.
The man was advised of the
city ordinance and he put the
fire out.
Sunday, January 17
2:26 a.m. — A residential

alarm was activated in the
1500 block of Hwy. 39. The

house was secure.
6:55 a.m. — A officer wait-

ed with a person who had fall-
en in the 500 block of
Chestnut Oak until EMS
arrived.
5:41 p.m. — An officer

helped a woman in the 200

block of Old Ingram Loop
who had fallen get back on her
feet.
6:24 p.m. — An open door

at the high school gym was
reported. The building was
cleared and the doors were
secured.
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Ingram
marshal’s
report

2015

IVFD fire 
report
INGRAM VOLUNTEER
FIRE DEPARTMENT
www.ingramvfd.com
Ray Lynch, Chief
Emergency: 9-1-1
Business office: 367-5641
Fax: 367-3073
P.O. Box 271
Ingram, TX  78025 

Alarms
1-15-16, 6:15 p.m., landing

zone for medical helicopter,
Ingram helipad.

1-17-16, 12:44 p.m., chim-
ney fire, 148 Hideaway Circle.

West Kerr Weather

Burn ban lifted in all precincts

Since conditions change frequently, for
latest updates call Pct. 4 Commissioner
Bob Reeves at 792-2215 or the sheriff’s
office at 896-1216. The Burn Ban Hotline is
315-BURN (2876).

Rainfall
Source: Ingram observer for National Weather Service.       
Observations taken 8 a.m. to 8 a.m. at IVFD fire station.

Tuesday, January 12 - Tuesday, January 19

January 2016               .90 in.
December 2015         2.20 in.
Total for 2015 37.27 in.
Total for 2014 19.12 in.
Total for 2013 24.75 in.

Total for 2012           22.73 in.
Total for 2011           11.63 in.
Total for 2010           27.24 in.
Total for 2009           31.52 in.
Avg. annual rainfall    31.65 in.

Tuesday 1/12              0.00 in.
Wednesday 1/13        0.00 in.
Thursday 1/14            0.00 in. 
Friday 1/15 0.00 in.    

Saturday 1/16 0.00 in.
Sunday 1/17                0.00 in.
Monday 1/18               0.00 in.
Tuesday 1/19               0.00 in.

Friday, January 22
Warrior basketball — vs. Jarrell, there, F/JV/V, 6/5/7:30 p.m
Lady Warrior basketball — vs. Jarrell, there, JV/V, 5/6:15

p.m.

Tuesday, January 26
Warrior basketball — vs. Blanco, here, F/JV/V, 6/5/7:30 p.m
Lady Warrior basketball — vs. Blanco, here, JV/V, 5/6:15

p.m.

Friday, January 29
Warrior basketball — vs. Georgetown Gateway, here,

F/JV/V, 6/5/7:30 p.m
Lady Warrior basketball — open

Ingram 
Continued from Page 1
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Ingram mayor resigns - Daily Times: Local News - Ingram mayor resigns: Local News

http://dailytimes.com/news/local/article_d09f98a8-c592-11e5-932f-67eb3daf9739.html?mode=print 1/1

Ingram mayor resigns
By Sean Batura News Producer sean.batura@dailytimes.com | Posted: Thursday, January 28, 2016
12:00 am

Little more than a week after Ingram’s city manager and police chief resigned,
the mayor followed suit. 

James Salter relinquished the mayorship on Wednesday, leaving Mayor Pro
Tem Brandon Rowan carry out mayoral functions.

It’s not clear why Salter stepped down; he didn’t answer requests for
comment. 

“I didn’t see it coming, but it’s gonna work out,” said Rowan not long after he
received Salter’s resignation by email.  

The mayor’s spot was up for election in May, along with two other council
seats: the mayor pro tem position and the spot occupied by Alderman Jimmy
Lopez. 

Before Salter’s resignation, Ingram’s aldermen already were expected to formally call the election for the
three seats during their regular meeting on Feb. 2, Rowan said. 

Little more than a week ago, City Administrator John Washburn resigned, as did Police Chief Rowan
Zachry. It’s not yet clear how the three resignations may be related to one another; or whether they are
related to the firing two weeks ago of a part­time employee who did accounting work; or to the departure of
Jimmy Furr, a police officer who resigned two weeks ago to take a job elsewhere. 

Rumors and speculation also abounded after three city staff members were dismissed in 2014 by then­City
Manager Stan Neuse ; and likewise after a police officer married to one of those employees was later
demoted in rank but not pay. 

Nuese resigned in April 2015, citing health reasons.

“We have a lot of issues we need to tackle before the election,” Rowan said. “The police chief position and
the city administrator position — those are two of the top priorities, in my book, that we need to address.”

Salter, who grew up in Ingram and owns and runs a wood craftsman shop there, had been on the council
since he was appointed in 2007 to fill an alderman’s un­expired term. He was elected to the alderman post in
May 2008. 

Salter was appointed mayor in late 2008 after the sitting mayor was ousted, pursuant to state law, for missing
three consecutive regular meetings without the council’s permission. Salter ran unopposed in 2010 and 2012.

Rowan, who owns a lawn maintenance and irrigation company, was first appointed to the council in 2009 to
fill a vacancy. He was elected in 2010 and has won two races since then.

James Salter
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Freedom of lnformation
requests deluge City Hall
By Clint Schroeder
\ /est Ken Current

lngram Ciry Ha1l has been
f-loocled rvith Freedom of
Infbmration ,{cr-Open
Rceulds Acl reqttu'sts since
micj-.lanuarv. In-qram City
CoLrncii menrbers were
lrth iscd at Tuesday's rneeting.

Olllcial. said plocessing
the reqne.sts is costing taxpay-
ers lirlt: ancl money.

Includc-d in 'fuesda,v's

ageniia package \\.ere 59
rcqucsts Ibr intbrrnation.
nrostl-v abor"rt the city's cotn-

mercial wastelvater system.
but also asking for infoma-
tion regarding the employ-
ment of Ciry Adrninisffator
Mark Bosrna. census bureau
records frorn 1989-2017. lack
of potable rvater from 2003-
present (the city does not own
a water system). audits and

the RV ordinance. anrong oth-
ers.

"i thrnk it's impofiant that
you see the number of open
records requests ,uve'r,e had."
Bosma said.

"They have the right to
those documents. no qttestit-rn

and selecting the Apnl 3. 201S aSir.r-:
Here are the requests:
l. 3ll6118; request for *'asies.atjr :-. - ,-r.

numbers for 10 addresses on -Iuni::.-: -i ' .

Hrq'. 39. O1d Ingrani Loop: -Iohr, >: ;--= -
hanci-delivered by Claud Jordan

2. 3i12il8: copies cif Phase 1 ar--.r :-.,... -

about that." Bosrna sard. "lt's
just a lot of extra x'ork that's
going on in the otl-ice and I
think its important that 1'ou're
alr'are of it."

Citir Attorney Patrick
O'Fiel sard it's har ins .,n

effect on the budget. ancl rf it's
a request they have to obrect
ttt" it might cost 55{)( t-rt tt
dratiing a response. dt,ir.* .'':
rcseurc[r arrtl grthen]'-- . - -
records.

"lt is having o rr- r;.-" 3

itttpuct on the bud,:i. .:t - .r,

See Council, Page 3

59 requests filed since mid-JanuarY:
The ibllo*'ing is a list of the 59 Freedom of

Inlonnation Act;'Opcn Records requests
received by the city.

The list shorvs the date of the request. what
thc request seeks. and the reqlrester.

The actual requests. some of which ask for
inlon-nation cln specific addresses. can be seen

online by going to thc city's website and click-
inq tx a-gcndas under the City Govemment tab.

ITM seniors awarded

Easter fun
The ees sc'amble
goodies Sa:urday
page ':

ts on as'
at The Par

Cailloux scholarships

See Requests. 1 3
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is a Dernocrat. $'e are reach- production is expected to take place in three rnore YeaG l:@

rng out to Democrats.
Republicans. TndePendents.

Progrcssires. Liherlarians
and Hermits alike. Bring a

friencl who disagrees with
you!"

Dare to listen. Dare to dis-

agree without loslng friends

or n-raking enemies. Dare to
step outside yottr echo cham-

ber or everr disagree with
others inside your own echo

charnber. Dare to search l'or

out-of-the-box solutions to
local. state and national Prob-
lems by having crucial con-

versations r,vith PeoPle of dif-
fering icleas and Philoso-
phies. {)r et'come labels and

taunts and anger toreach a

deeper Ltnderstallding of each

other,
"We are trsirts the Princi-

ples of Non-Violent
(.(rllrrrunicAtion as pioneered

',. 
by Marshall Rosenberg."
Ve,-'k snitl.

Council
Continued from Page 1

staff's time, but that ls Paft of
their job," O'Fiel said.

1'he requests are reviewed
by the city attorneY. and

some responses may require
hundreds of pages of docu-
ments.

Bosma said CitY Secretary

Stephanie Breckenridge has

probably spent 40 hours on

the requests and CitY Clerk
April Sublett about l5 hours'

Requesters PaY 10 cents a

page for printed information.
Clouncil Member Jim LoPez

asked if the city could charge

more for each Page, and

Breckenridge said the 10-cent

per page cost is set b)' the

state.

Of the -59 requests, 46 ate

frorn 0le Ingratlt Grocer',

owner John She11-reld. four are

from Ingiam Citl Council
Member Clatrd Jtrrdan. tlie
are from resident Tu.anda

Brown and four are tronl resi-

dent Scott McCr.rtcheon.
"I'm just gathering knowl-

edge of the ciry" Sheffield
said ofhis requests.

Some requests are for
wastewater account numbers

for specific addresses, rvhich
O'Fiel said the citY won't
divulge because of PrivacY
issues to protect third Paaies.

He said some requests are

sent to the state attomeY gen-

eral for an opinion.
Mayor Brandon Rowan

asked if the city was meeting
the 1O-day resPonse time.

"We want to make sure

rve're in cornpliance," he saicl.

It u,as noted there is iirnited
staff at City Hall to work on

the requests.

Neil W. DaY, 72, of
Kerrville, Texas Passed from
this life in Kerrville, Texas ort

Saturday, March 31 , 2018.
Funbral arrangemertts are bv
l(errville Furreral Home.

Robert Van Harrison, age

67, of Kerrville, Passed awaY

Sunday, APril 1 , 20'18 at his

residence. Funeral arrange-
ments are bY Grimes Funeral

Chapels.

James Mason LYnch, age
68, of Kenville, Passed awaY

Monday, APril 2, 2018 in a

local hosPital. Funerai
anangements are bY Grimes
FuneralChaPels.

"] rr-c,u,C \11 ;: >a':la 3l-:-:
itr it.'.'t-:'-.1-3.:r.u ll.: l'I3
na\\ aiJlli:iJ '-' '.t i.l'. g.'::-:
to h;pit:n. rr-,.-\ a3 tn3 J:I''
needs tt i.rtk .'.i hinns sc::--e-

bodl ei:e." {r'l-::i i;:J
"That's onlr. gr.ng t,r' llfieai lhe

taxpayers."
Bosma said someone sent a

photo of an existing \\'aste-

w'ater line to the Teras
Contmission on

Environmental QualitY coltl-
plaining about the lrne.

He said a TCEQ ernPloYee

had to come frotn San

Antonio to insPect it and

found nothing wrong ancl the

case \Yas closed.
"These are the nPes of

things we're dealing u'ith. not
just open lecorcls requests. bttt
things like this." Bosrna 'aid.
"lt's rrnhelpfirl."

Council Member ShirleY
Trees askeci i-t'1;i"1 to lc,ok

Tyrus CIy) Bernard Koch,
76, of Kerrville, Passed from
this life, April 2, 201B in

Kerrville at Peterson Regional

Medical Center. Funeral
arrangements are bY t(errville
Funeral Horne.

Lisa M. Frazar, age 56, of
l(errville, Passed away
Tuesday, APril 3, 2O18 in a
local care center.Funeral
arrangements are bY Grirnes

Funeral Chapels.

Mary L. Babb, 78, a:
Kerrville, Texas Passed frorr
this life in Kerrville o'
Tuesday, APril 3,. 2O''8
Funeral arrangements a'e c,
Kerrville Funeral Ho'ne

Death notices
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Lavona Jean Wagner, 83,

of Mountain Home, Texas
passecl frr:nr this life into
heavett on Marcll 22, 2018.
Funeral arrangements are bY

Wright's Funeral Parlor.

Cody David Watters, age
29, of San Antorrio, Texas
passed away at UniversitY
Hospital on TuesdaY, March
27, 2O1B from injuries sus-
tained in a motor vehicle
acciderrt on March 26,2014.
Funeral arrartgements are bY

Grimes Funeral ChaPels.

Janel Leary, age 80, of
Kenville, passed awaY FridaY,

March 30, 2018 at her resi-

dence. Funeral arrangements
are by Grimes Funeral
Chapels.

Nolan Lee Stegink, 86'
passed away March 31,
2O1A in Kerrville. Funeral
arrangements are bY Wright's
Funeral Parlor.

Rachel Jane HartleY, age
3, of l(errville, Passed awaY

Saturday, March 31 , 2O18 in

Kerrville. Funeral arrange-
ments are by Grimes Funeral

Chapels.test by Fifi 
I

Rodriquez

l. tl.S. CIIIES: Which U.S. citY is
popularly known as "Beantorvn"?

2. MUSIC: What rvas the hest-sell'

ing music single of all time'l
3. MYTHOLOGY: In Greek rnYthol-

ogv. horv lnanY graces are there'l
1. IRANSIORT,'\TION: Which

nrr j,rr- rirpolt is knou rt b) the three-let-

ter r,rde DCA'I
S TELEVISTON: What are the

11.i1;1.-r of the tuo ]\luppet characters

i".,: h.'.\ll !h!- !il\t ilolrl thetr hlrlconr

TTSHOP FOR
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- t: - :' :"- -,E'_= tr- :-€
*A;--:':;--3 --e ^ext

l' .;rt. '

:'rli Ir .1r,.

.l) c.'i'
rtltt's on lr

Ill) t'l s
iltlsttla \i.t jtl rrrnli'rrit i-.

rto o1'lllr e\iiting
ler Iirt,-' ttr tlte
nurtissi()n
'r irorrrnr'ntal QLrtrlitr
irrins aboLrt thc linc.

\ellt i.l

\\ llSIe-
feras

()n

c()l)l -

I lt' sairl it -l ( l (.) r'lnnl()-\ e e

.l to c()ntc il irln Sltn
ittttio Irl in\pcr't jt lrntl
rlrri rrotlrirrg \\ r(rng lrnrl lltc
.C was Cl()se(1.

"l'ltcsc iu L- thr' t) i.ci tlf
rrgs wc'rc rlcalinS \\ rtlr. n()t
t ollCn l L'c()l (ls t r-'t1ttr.:ts. l-rLtt

rgs Iikc Iltis." []l.ntrr .lri,l.
s trrrlrcl111irl "
ouncil Mr:rnher Shirley

LIS ;lS1(L'( i f i'1 ,,-.1 1rr lrrrrli

ryrus (Ty) Bernard l(och,
of l(errville, pa-ssecl frorr-t
life, April ?, 20iB ir.r

,zille at Peterson Regior )al

' lical Certter Funeral
. rgetnents are by l(errville
--'ral Hollle.

- sa M. Fraz.ar, age 56, of
rlle , [-li:ssacj away
ley. Aprr il 3 20tB ir r a

- care cer)ter. Funeral
- genrents are by Grirrres

rl Cirapels

,rry L. Babb, 78, of- e. Texas Dassed from
if e in l(errville on
r3y April 3, 20t B

: : arraftgeinepts are by
-- S - :,. a- !^,--^

For more intbrmatton. call
FTR{ ar 830-990-1192.

rnrt-r possible conflicts of inter-
est ri ith a council nrember and
his business as it relates to
\\'aste\\ ater.

Shetlleld is one of six busi-
ness o\\'ners tvho has not
hooked on to the ciry rvaste-
\\'ater systeln. Two residents
also have not connected,
althor.rgh residences were con-
nected at no charge"under the
tenrrs o1'a USDA grant.

the ciry requires business-
es to pay a $1,200 tap fee and
a 53.800 wastewater system
access t-ee. to connect.

There currently are -584 res-
dential custonters on the sys-
tern anci 87 non-resrdential.

' -lhose 
rr ho har en't con-

nected to the \\'astewatr-r have
been given nr)tices of the
recluirelnent to connect to the
citv seuer s),stem and hare
cases that will go to trial in the
near lirtur.:.

Shetiieid tlled a f'ederal
lau'suit in l0l5 asainst the
clt\,. The city,'s insurer inApril
2017 paid S17.500 fiom the
Teras N{Lrnicipal Lea_que
Intcrgor enrnental Risk Pooi

to Shetlield and his attomev
in a court-approved settle'-
ment.

Among many other allega-
tions, the suit sought damages
for alleged libel by city ofii-
cials and asked the court to
declare the city's fee schedule
constitutionally invalid.

The settlement agreement
doesn't address the issue of
Ole Ingram Grocery connect-
ing to the cify sewer.

Bosma said the public has a
right to the information in the
requests and he said Monday
that one requester said they
just want the truth.

"The truth about what? If
vou w.ant the truth tell people
u'hat you're talkirr-e about,"
Brlsrtla saicl. "Pcoplc make
mistakes. that's one thrns. [rut
ther're not golng to rini;nr-
thing intentibnal.

"lf people corne in and they
sar'. 'Hev. I can't afford this,'
$e r,,'ork oul anv kind of pay-
ment plan \\'e can to help them
get on the sr stent. and \\'hv
uoulcln't uel.{nd rhat'. uhrt
w'e'r'e been doing."

' ;'!.

"mw:
-ftr

-ir'

v&u

A 'figugfit
,- lFor u

fhe WeeE
John M. Grimes

\\e ail kno',v that yesterday's tc)morrow is now today
1;r..1 i1rp1111v1rrv rrili rn.rke toclay arrotlrer yestercltry. once
.'ntrJrro\\'cc)n1es, tocl;r1'will be forever gone. . . there is- ,: .,.tl-.titr-rte. l-trr replacenlent . . .

,- -:-:'-,-,:1 >en:t tr.lls r-rs the uncertainties of fate indi_

II
:l,l
.

- qa rLLr L.ru rLrE- trl IqLE

:-..-.. :-. ir,,.r l.itp tc, t.rckle the job rve

lRrrr
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4/22/2019 Workspace Webmail :: Print

https://email05.godaddy.com/view_print_multi.php?uidArray=54886|INBOX&aEmlPart=0

Print   |   Close Window

Subject:  Re: Ingram: Your correspondence dated 1/30
From:  Ilse Bailey <ilsedbailey@gmail.com>
Date:  Tue, Feb 05, 2019 10:22 am
To:  Roger Gordon <roger@rogergordonlaw.com>

Roger ­ You will have to take that up with the installer's attorney, Calley Callahan.
Regards,
Ilse

Ilse D. Bailey
Attorney at Law 

 834 Wiltshire Ave.
San Antonio, Texas  78209
Ph: 210­449­3669

On Tue, Feb 5, 2019 at 9:44 AM <roger@rogergordonlaw.com> wrote:
Ms. Bailey,

I would like to open a dialogue with the installer whom you referenced in executive session and in your email from
Friday.  

Would you please let me know this individual's name and number?  I'm assuming they may be a contractor so I'll try
and open a dialogue with the company's counsel (if any).

~ Roger 

­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­
  

Roger E. Gordon

The Law Office of Roger Gordon

Attorney at Law

Phone: (512) 636­2540

Fax: (512) 692­2533

Email: roger@rogergordonlaw.com

Web: www.rogergordonlaw.com

Confidential / Privileged Attorney­Client Communication

NOTICE ­This transmission may be: (1) subject to the Attorney­Client Privilege, (2) attorney work product, or (3)
strictly confidential. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, you may not disclose, print, copy or
disseminate this information. If you have received this in error, please reply and notify the sender (only), and delete
the message. Unauthorized interception of this e­mail is a violation of federal criminal law. Unless otherwise noted,
this message does not create an attorney­client relationship in the absence of such an existing relationship.

­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­
 
 

­­­­­­­­ Original Message ­­­­­­­­
 Subject: Re: Ingram: Your correspondence dated 1/30

From: Ilse Bailey <ilsedbailey@gmail.com>
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4/22/2019 Workspace Webmail :: Print

https://email05.godaddy.com/view_print_multi.php?uidArray=54886|INBOX&aEmlPart=0

Date: Fri, February 01, 2019 4:22 pm
 To: Roger Gordon <roger@rogergordonlaw.com>

Roger ­ Claud's contention that someone forged his signature on the tank abandonment form
for 104 Ingram Loop is simply not true.  As I told him during the last executive session (which
he apparently told you he was excluded from ­ not true), the installer will testify that Claud is
the one who showed the crew the two forms (104 and 106 Ingram Loop), represented them
both as residential, asked them to install the connection, and stood there directing them on
where to dig and connect, the whole time they were installing the lines and making the
connection.

It is not my job to do your investigating for you, but I also want to avoid litigation that would
be expensive for the city and ultimately embarrassing for you.  Please do a little checking
before accepting everything Claud tells you as true.

Again, sincere wishes for a restful and peaceful weekend!

Regards,

Ilse

Ilse D. Bailey
Attorney at Law 

 834 Wiltshire Ave.
San Antonio, Texas  78209
Ph: 210­449­3669

On Fri, Feb 1, 2019 at 3:29 PM <roger@rogergordonlaw.com> wrote:
Ilse,

I'm at a loss to understand why the City Attorney would be so quick to dismiss Mr. Jordan's concerns
about someone forging his name and signature on an application.  Instead, I anticipated the
government's attorney would share this concern and seek to determine (a) if a document submitted on
behalf of the City was forged, and (b) who is responsible for the submission of the (allegedly) forged
document.   Instead you proclaim that "his concerns have no merit" and advise me to persuade him "to
cooperate with the city."    

This is not a minor issue; the person responsible for forging the application for 104 Ingram Loop
likely committed a felony.  

~ Roger

­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­­
  

Roger E. Gordon

The Law Office of Roger Gordon

Attorney at Law

Phone: (512) 636­2540

Fax: (512) 692­2533

Email: roger@rogergordonlaw.com

Web: www.rogergordonlaw.com

Confidential / Privileged Attorney­Client Communication
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