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Dear Parties:

On May 4, 2026, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) issued the Proposal
for Decision (PFD) in this case. Finch FP, Ltd. and BEF Trust (jointly, Applicants)
filed timely exceptions on May 13, 2026, and supplemental exceptions on
May 14, 2026. Protestants the City of Waxahachie (City) and Ellis County
(County) filed exceptions on May 22, 2026, and Applicants filed a response to the
exceptions on June 3, 2026.

P.O. Box 13025 Austin, Texas 78711-3025 | 300 W. 15" Street Austin, Texas 78701
Phone: 512-475-4993 | www.soah.texas.gov



Exceptions Letter
June 11, 2026
Page 2 of 3

I. APPLICANTS’ EXCEPTIONS

Applicants’ exceptions suggested non-substantive revisions to correct minor
errors in the PFD. The ALJ agrees with these corrections and recommends the
following changes to the PFD:

Finding of Fact 26: The District plans to construct a water supply
and distribution system, a wastewater collection and treatment
system, a stormwater drainage system, and roads within the Ddistrict.
(Capitalize District at end of sentence.)

Finding of Fact 76: The projected tax rates for the Districts are
feasible from a financial perspective. (Make District singular instead of

plural.)

In addition, the name of one of the Applicants was misstated several times in
the PFD. All references to Finch FB, Ltd.—found in the Table of Abbreviations
(page 1iii), the first page of the PFD, the first page of the proposed order, and in
Ordering Paragraph No. 1—should be changed to Finch FP, Ltd.

II. CITY AND COUNTY EXCEPTIONS

The City and County’s exceptions do little more than re-urge the arguments
they made during the hearing and in briefs about the reasonableness of construction
costs and the anticipated effects (or lack thereof) that the District will have on
run-off rates, drainage, and water quality. These matters have already been
considered and addressed in the PFD and the ALJ will not revisit them here.

The City and County also except to Finding of Fact 87, where the ALJ found
that significant time in this case was spent addressing arguments that had been
rejected in previous, similar proceedings involving the City and County. The PFD
cites to PFDs and Commission Orders where some of the same arguments the City
and County raised here have been previously rejected. The ALJ continues to
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believe that this is a relevant factor for the Commission to consider in allocating
transcript costs and recommends no changes to the PFD in response to their
exceptions.

In conclusion, other than the corrections identified in Petitioner’s

exceptions, the ALJ recommends no changes to the PFD. The PFD is ready for the
Commission’s review.

5MM

Sarah Starnes

Presiding Administrative Law Judge

CC: Service List



