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Melden & Hunt v. East Rio Hondo, 520 S.W.3d 887 (Tex. 2017)
Facts 
East Rio Hondo, the plaintiff, entered a contract with the defendants, Melden & Hunt, to provide project designs and supervision for a new water treatment plant. After the project completion, the plaintiff sued the defendant attributing poor quality of water. They claimed that the poor quality was caused by issues in the design and construction of the plant. The plaintiff asserted claims of a breach of contract, implied warranties, negligence, negligence misrepresentation, and breach of express. 
Procedural History
The plaintiff filed an affidavit of a non-party professional engineer with a 23 year experience in construction management, master planning, and detailed design. The affidavit was a way for the plaintiff to comply with the Civil Practice and Remedies Code Chapter 150’s "certificate of merit" requirement. The 197th District Court denied the motion to dismiss by the firm that challenged the corporation’s certificate of merit. The trial court objected this affidavit with claims that it failed fulfill the requirements of the Statutes, hence petitioned the Supreme Court for a further review. 
Legal Issues
a. The Supreme Court was asked to decide whether the trial court erred in denying its motion to dismiss.
b. Qualification of the Certificate of merit
c. Inadequacy of the defendant’s affidavit
Ruling
a. The court of appeals’ decision was that the trial court did not in any way abuse its discretion by denying the motion of Melden to dismiss on the basis of sufficiency of the certificate of merit. 
b. The Supreme Court ruled out that the engineer was a registered professional and was qualified to issue certificate of merit.
c. The Supreme Court ruled out that the certificate-of-merit statute does not require the expert’s affidavit to address the elements of the plaintiff’s various causes of action, abrogating
Reasoning
The court used law Id. § 150.002(a)  that states that a certificate of merit acts as an affidavit from a third-party professional who is competent to testify, holds the same license or registration as the defendant, and is knowledgeable in the defendant’s practice area. Id. The affiant must also be licensed or registered in Texas and actively engaged in the practice.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The court also used section 150.002, subsection (b) that ascertains and verifies the presence of errors and omissions in the services offered by registered and licensed experts. Thus, the court ruled out that the affidavit by the defendant failed to provide appropriate factual basis because it did not equivocate the ends. 
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