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Texas House of Representatives

March 27, 2009 OPA

Office of the Chief Clerk
MC-105, TCEQ

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

BY___©o(

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing in reference to Type IV Landfill Permit #2324 for Montgomery Landfill
Solutions, TCEQ Docket Number 2005-1371-MSW.

I have heard from several constituents in East Montgomery County who have submitted
requests to the Commission for a contested case hearing on this permit. I urge you to
grant their request.

I would appreciate any attention you might be able to give this matter. Thank you for

your consideration.

Respectfully, %

Brandon Crelghton

CarprroL OFFICE

P.O. Box 2910

AUSTIN, TExas 78768-2910
(512) 463-0726

Fax (512) 463-8428
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I 'am writing in reference to Type IV Landfill Permit #2324 for Montgomery Landfill
Solutions, TCEQ Docket Number 2005-1371-MSW.

Thave heard from several constituents in East Montgomery County who have submitted
requests to the Commission for a contested case hearing on this permit. 1 urge you to

grant their request.
I'would appreciate any attention you might be able to give this matter. Thank you for

your consideration.

Respectfully, i} )
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Brandon Creighton

DisTrICT OFFICE

3262 Man Staeer, Sure 110
CoNROE, TEXAS 77301

(936) 538-0028

FAxX (936) 5390068Qb
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Larry R. Soward, Commissioner

Bryan W. Shaw, Ph.D., Commissioner
Mark R. Vickery, P.G., Executive Director
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April 1,2009 20
A
=
The Honorable Brandon Creighton o = i)
Texas House of Representatives % & =
P.O. Box 2910 mo= -
Austin, Texas 78768-2910
Re:

Montgomery Landfill Solutions Amended Permit Application MSW #2324

Dear Representative Creighton:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the permit amendment application submitted by
Montgomery Landfill Solutions. I appreciate your interest in this matter.

The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has received several timely hearing
requests on this permit application. These hearing requests will be presented to the Commissioners
at an open meeting, where they will decide whether to grant the requests and refer the application to
the State Office of Administrative Hearings. I have asked our Office of the Chief Clerk to ensure
that you are on the mailing list for this permit application. Your office will receive a courtesy letter

advising you of the date of the Commissioners’ meeting. Your letter will also be included as part of
the official file for this application.

I hope this information is helpful. If you need additional information, please feel free to contact me
at (512) 239-5105 or Jim Harrison in our Intergovernmental Relations Division at (512) 239-3267.

Sincerely,

Mark R. Vickery, P.G.
Executive Director

P.0. Box 13087 © Austin, Texas 78711-3087 ® 512-239-1000 ® Internet address: www.tceq.staté.tx.us i\

printed on recveled paper using soy-hased ink
B




@’3/27/2869 g98:01

“

Kece 1ved: Mar 2 ZU0Y U1:0dpm
5124636778 CREIGHTON ’ PAGE 92/82
i {

i 3

/

RECEIVED BY OPA
TRACKING # |0 Y] 2—

S ASSIGNED TO: __ |6
Brandon Creighton MAR 272008

Texas Fouse of Representatives
puDaTE, 1 -2-09

March 27, 2009
| OPA

Office of the Chief Clerk %
MC-105, TCEQ ]
P.0O. Box 13087 o
Austin, TX 78711-3087 ::E
5
S
7

To Whom It May Concem:

I am writing in reference to Type IV Landfill Permit #2324 for Montgomery Landfill
Solutions, TCEQ Docket Number 2005-1371-MSW.

T have heard from several constituents in East Montgomery County who have submitted
requests to the Commission for a contested casc hearing on this permit. Turge you to

grant their request.
I would appreciate any attention you might be able to give this matter. Thank you for

your consideration.

Respectfully, l{k//

Brandon Creighton

DisTrICT OFFICE

3262 MaN Srreer. Surme 110
ConNROE, TExAs 77301

(936) 536-0028

Fax (836) 539-0068
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Name:
Address: FO }ﬁ% J .b z
City/State: CS"/ v e Q/ T)(: 7 7 ‘/SOZip:

Phone: (Cij@ }:SAZ £7[ () O ‘S[ Z/

B/ Please add me to the mailing list.

B’é O No

Are you here today representing 2 munigipalitf, legislator, agency, or group? .

If yes, which one? ' IQY{S‘ ﬂ/ -

IF YOU WANT TO GIVE FORMAL COMMENT PLEASE < BELOW

O 1 wish to provide formal oral comments.

0 I wish to provide formal written comments at tonight’s public meeting.

(Written comments may be submitted at any time during the meeting)

Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you.
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1.  What does TCEQ do to assure the MM@MPM‘.@MWW

groundwater?

How does TCEQ confirm that this company (MLS) will only take approved
Type IV (construction and demolition) waste?

Does TCEQ have jurisdiction over truck traffic associated with the landfill?

. What requlrements does TCEQ have on landfills to assure that the facility o
will not increase flooding in the area? . TO”QJI
s what e %Mdy:muw'héﬁ % 71—4’?‘/ %
How often will TCEQ inspect the facility to assure it complies with the m—

regulations?

Who would a citizen file a complaint with if they have a problem with or if
they suspect the company is not complylng with the regulations?
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What can TCEQ do if MLS does not comply with the regulations?
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Carrtol, OFFICE

FO. Box 2010

ALSTIN, Tixas 78768-2910
(512) 463-0726

Fax (512) 463-8428
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What does TCEQ do to ensure the public i ; -'
public that this land : i
groundwater® fill won’t contaminate

‘Does TCEQ monitor groundwater quality for possible contamination?

How d(‘)es‘TCEQ confirm that this company (MLS) will only take approved Type IV
(construction and demolition) waste? o

Does TCEQ have jurisdiction over truck traffic associated with the landfil]?

What requirements does TCEQ have on landfills to assure that the facility will not
Increase flooding in the area?

What is the maximum height under TCEQ regulations that this waste can reach?
How often will TCEQ inspect the facility to assure it complies with the regulations?

Who would a citizen file a complaint with if they have a problem with or if they suspect
the company is not complying with the regulations?

What can TCEQ do if MLS does not comply with the regulations? How strong is the
enforcement arm of TCEQ?

A report from TCEQ shows 59 landfills in Texas are currently listed in the joint
groundwater monitoring and contamination report for 2007, Can TCEQ confirm that
there are groundwater quality problems at these facilities and, if so, what failures led to
the problem and what corrective actions will be required?
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P.O. Box 12068, Room E1.708

Austin, Texas 78711
(512) 463-0103

FAX: (512) 463-1526
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COMMITTEES:

Intergovernmental Relations, Vice Chair
Subcommittee on Flooding & Evacuations

Health & Human Services

Nominations

Transportation & Homeland Security

OPA
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March 26, 2009

Ms. Ladonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC 105

P.O. Box 3087

Austin, TX 78711

Re: Montgomery Landfill Solutions Amended Permit Application MSW #2324
Dear Ms. Castanuela,

I am writing again to express my full support of the requested contested case hearing on
Montgomery Landfill Solutions' amended Type IV landfill application. I was supportive of this
cause last year and still have serious concerns about this pending application.

After having personally visited the proposed landfill site I feel it is irresponsible to permit a
landfill in this area. The proposed site is within 2000 feet of numerous residences and could have
a harmful impact on the area's drinking supply.

In my opinion, the applicant has failed to demonstrate how it will prevent contaminated runoff
from entering Lawrence Creek and other waterways as well as the area groundwater supply.
Many resident in East Montgomery County use shallow wells for water; the proposed landfill
imposes a threat to the quality of that water.

The county faces an imminent shortage of groundwater, and it would be irresponsible to unduly
risk contaminating this limited supply. Much of the area is porous and conducive to soaking
liquids and gasses, meaning the presence of a second landfill in the area could facilitate
groundwater contamination. As Montgomery County continues to grow, we must protect this
valuable resource.

I still have concerns with the amount of traffic the landfill will place on an already over-traveled
SH 105. This road is in dire need of expansion, but TXDOT has no funds to widen the road. In its
current state, SH 105 does not have adequate lane capacity to handle the increased truck traffic
the landfill would bring. This is especially true for peak travel times when some of the dump
trucks would be traveling. SH 105 is a main thoroughfare connecting East and West

Montgomery County.
JACKSONVILLE OFFICE NACOGDOCHES OFFICE LUFKIN OFFICE CONROE OFFICE
329 Neches Street 202 E. Pillar St., Ste. 208 4100 S. Medford Dr. 2040 N. Loop 336 W., Ste. 107, Box 7
Jacksonville, Texas 75766 Nacogdoches, Texas 75961 Lufkin, Texas 75901 Conroe, Texas 77304 \3
(903) 589-3003 (936) 564-4252 (936) 699-4988 (936) 756-5168
FAX: (903) 589-0203 FAX: (936) 564-4276 FAX: (936) 699-4991 FAX: (936) 756-5170 ('\\(\
N\

Senate District 3 3y
E-mail: robert.nichols@senate.state.tx.us
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I also disagree with the applicant's site selection. The proposed landfill is located less than two
miles from Waste Management's Type 1 Security landfill. The HGAC waste management plan
discourages landfill clustering, as does HB 1053 passed by the 79th Legislature. I do not see a
justifiable need for an additional landfill in this area, especially when there is no barrier to the
Security Landfill from accepting Type IV waste in the future. HB 1053 clearly contemplates the
Security Landfill accepting Type IV waste while discouraging the permitting of any additional
landfills in the area.

The location of the proposed site is prime for residential development and commercial
construction. It is a short distance from Conroe and The Woodlands, both growing communities
and economic drivers for the county. Permitting an additional landfill in this area could
potentially devastate surrounding property values and discourage additional growth.

For the reasons stated above, I continue to strongly oppose Montgomery Landfill Solution's
proposed Type IV landfill and support a contested case hearing on the applicant's amended
application.

Thank you for you consideration in this matter. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you should
have any questions.

Sincerely,

Robert L. Nichols
State Senator

RLN/sja

cc: Mr. David Tate
The Honorable Alan B. Sadler
Representative Brandon Creighton
The Honorable Ed Rinehart
Ms. Leah Smith
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March 26, 2009

Ms. Ladonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC 105

P.O. Box 3087

Austin, TX 78711

Re: Montgomery Landfill Solutions Amended Permit Application MSW #2324
Dear Ms. Castanuela,

I am writing again to express my full support of the requested contested case hearing on
Montgomery Landfill Solutions' amended Type IV landfill application. I was supportive of this
cause last year and still have serious concerns about this pending application. ‘

After having personally visited the proposed landfill site I feel it is irresponsible to permit a
landfill in this area. The proposed site 1s within 2000 feet of numerous residences and could have
a harmful impact on the area's drinking supply.

In my opinion, the applicant has failed to demonstrate how it will prevent contaminated runoff
from entering Lawrence Creek and other waterways as well as the area groundwater supply.
Many resident in East Montgomery County use shallow wells for water; the proposed Jandfill
imposes a threat to the quality of that water.

The county faces an imminent shortage of groundwater, and it would be irresponsible to unduly
risk contaminating this limited supply. Much of the area is porous and conducive to soaking
liquids and gasses, meaning the presence of a second landfill in the area could facilitate
groundwater contamination. As Montgomery County continues to grow, we rnust protect this
valuable resource.

1 still have concerns with the amount of traffic the landfill will place on an already over-traveled
SH 105. This road is in dire need of expansion, but TxDOT has no funds to widen the road. In its
current state, SH 105 does not have adequate lane capacity to handle the increased truck traffic
the landfill would bring. This is especially true for peak travel times when some of the dump
trucks would be traveling. SH 105 is a main thoroughfare conoecting East and West

Montgomery County.
JACKSONVILLE OFFICHE NACOCDOCHES OFFICE LUBKIN QFFICE CONROE OFFCH
224 Nuvhus Strect 202 R Pl S, Ste, 208 100 & Medford Dr. 0 NL Loap e W, Ste, 107, Box 7
Taeksonville, Tesax 7870k Nacogdoches, Texis 73981 Luflin, Yoxan 75901 Conroe, Toxay 77204
(003 ARQ-2000 (936) ReA-4252 (936) 699~JORR (920) 756-5 [ M1
FAX: (13 SRU-0208 FAX: (936) Si344276 FAX: (936) 6904991 FAX: (W8) 73651701

Senowe Distrivt A
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I also disagree with the applicant's site selection. The proposed landfill is located less than two
miles from Waste Management's Type 1 Security landfill. The HGAC waste management plan
discourages landfill clustering, as does HB 1053 passed by the 79th Legislature. 1 do not see a
justifiable need for an additional landfill in this area, especially when there is no barrier to the
Security Landfill from accepting Type IV waste in the futare. HB 1053 clearly contemplates the
Security Landfill accepting Type IV waste while discouraging the permitting of any additional
landfills in the area.

The location of the proposed site is prime for residential development and commercial
construction. It 15 a short distance from Conroe and The Woodlands, both growing communities
and economic drivers for the county. Permitting an additional landfill in this area could
potentially devastate surrounding property values and discourage additional growth.

For the reasons stated above, | continue to strongly oppose Montgomery Landfill Solution's
proposed Type IV landfill and support a contested case hearing on the applicant's amended
application.

Thank you for you consideration in this matter. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you should
have any questions.

Sincerely,

Robert L. Nichols
State Senator

RIN/sja

ce: Mr. David Tate
The Honorable Alan B. Sadler
Representative Brandon Creighton
The Honorable Ed Rinehart
Ms. Leah Smith
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Larry R. Soward, Commissioner
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Mark R. Vickery, P.G., Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution Q

April 1, 2009 o

&2

T

The Honorable Robert L. Nichols &3
Texas Senate 2
0

P.O. Box 12068 ;;3‘

Austin, Texas 78711-2068

Re:  Montgomery Landfill Solutions Amended Permit Application MSW #2324

Dear Senator Nichols:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the permit amendment application submitted by
Montgomery Landfill Solutions. I appreciate your interest in this matter.

The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has received several timely hearing
requests on this permit application. These hearing requests will be presented to the Commissioners
at an open meeting, where they will decide whether to grant the requests and refer the application to
the State Office of Administrative Hearings. Since you are on the mailing list for this permit
application, your office will receive a courtesy letter advising you of the date of the Commissioners’
meeting. Your letter will also be included as part of the official file for this application.

I hope this information is helpful. If you need additional information, please feel free to contact me
at (512) 239-5105 or Jim Harrison in our Intergovernmental Relations Division at (512) 239-3267.

Syncerely,

I\Xark R.

Executive Director

-

8
%
<&

P.0.Box 13087 ®© Austin, Texas 78711-3087 ® 512-239-1000 @ Internet address: www.tceq.state.tx.us
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Ms. Ladonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk -

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality =

MC 105 7
P.O. Box 3087

Austin, TX 78711
Re: Montgomery Landfill Solutions Amended Permit Application MSW #2324
Dear Ms. Castanuela,

I am writing again to express my full support of the requested contested case hearng on
Montgomery Landfill Solutions' amended Type IV landfill application. | was supportive of this
cause last year and still have serious concems about this pending application.

After having personally visited the proposed landfill site T feel it is irresponsible to permit a
landfill in this area. The proposed site is within 2000 feet of numerous residences and could have
a harmful impact on the area's drinking supply. '

In my opinion, the applicant has failed to demonstrate how it will prevent contaminated runoff
from entering Lawrence Creek and other waterways as well as the area groundwater supply.
Many resident in East Montgomery County use shallow wells for water; the proposed landfill
imposes a threat to the quality of that water.

The county faces an imminent shortage of groundwater, and it would be irresponsible to unduly
risk contaminating this limited supply. Much of the area is porous and conducive to soaking
liquids and gasses, meaning the presence of a second landfill in the area could facilitate
groundwater contamination. As Montgomery County continues to grow, we must protect this
valuable resource.

I still have concerns with the amount of traffic the landfill will place on an already over-traveled
SH 105. This road is in dive need of expansion, but TxDOT has no funds to widen the road. In its
current state, SH 105 does not have adequate lane capacity to handle the increased truck traffic
the landfill would bring. This is especially true for peak travel times when some of the dump
trucks would be traveling. SH 105 is a main thoroughfare connecting East and West
Montgomery County.

JACKSQNVILE OFRICE NACQCDOCHS OFFICE LUFKIN OFFICI CONROL OFFICE
22U Nevhes Street A E Pilar Se, Ste, 248 100 8. Mudford Dr, 030 N Lawap A WL Ste. 107, Box 7
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I also disagree with the applicant's site selection. The proposed landfill 15 Jocated less than two
miles from Waste Management's Type 1 Security landfill. The HGAC waste management plan
discourages landfill clustering, as does HB 1053 passed by the 79th Legislature. [ do not see a
justifiable need for an edditional landfill in this area, especially when there 1s no barrier to the
Security Landfill from accepting Type IV waste in the foture. HB 1053 clearly contemplates the
Security Landfill accepting Type IV waste while discouraging the permitting of any additional

landfills in the area.

The location of the proposed site is prime for residential development and commercial
construction. It is a short distance from Conroe and The Woodlands, both growing communities
and economic drivers for the county. Permitting an additional landfill in this area could
potentially devastate surrounding property values and discourage additional growth.

For the reasons stated above, I continue to strongly oppose Montgomery Landfill Solution’s
proposed Type IV landfill and support a contested case hearing on the applicant's amended

application.

Thank you for you consideration in this matter. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you should

. have any questions.

Sincerely,

Robert L. Nichols
State Senator

RLN/sja

e Mr. David Tate
The Honorable Alan B. Sadler
Representative Brandon Creighton
The Honorable Ed Rinehart
Ms. Leah Smith
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PLEASE PRINT:

ame: __L,UINE  [fancock For Stite Senator @/}ﬁr £ Niche/s
Address: _ 2040 M. Z,ma(o 336 W _Spite 107 Box 7

City/State: (| ?Oh Voe, X Zip: 77309

Phone: ( J36) 254-5/( 8

ﬂ/ Please add me to the mailing list.

Are you here today representing a municipal(fy; ‘iégislﬁ.t‘.(\)mf’;/‘ﬂgency, or group? Eﬂf{es (JNo

Jate S K N
If yes, which one? /f/ tate  Senator abert [C /1 ) /S i

IF YOU WANT TO GIVE FORMAL COMMENT PLEASE v BELOW

‘E{ I wish to provide formal oral comments.
/

/
@ I wish to provide formal written comments at tonight’s public meeting.
/

(Written comments may be submitted at any time during the meeting)

Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you.
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APR 16 2008
AT PUBLIC MEETING

April 9, 2008

Dear CAML Members,

I regret I am unable to be with you today. I had already committed to meetings in Austin prior to
this hearing being scheduled. Please know I support your efforts to oppose this permit.

I have personally visited the proposed landfill site with Mrs. Leah Smith and Mrs. O'Neil, and
feel it is irresponsible to permit a landfill in this area. The proposed site is within 2000 feet of
numerous residences, and could have a harmful impact on the area's drinking supply.

In my opinion, the applicant has failed to demonstrate how it will prevent contaminated runoff
from entering Lawrence Creek and other waterways as well as the area groundwater supply.
Many resident in East Montgomery County use shallow wells for water; the proposed landfill
imposes a threat to the quality of that water.

The county faces an imminent shortage of groundwater, and it would be irresponsible to unduly
risk contaminating this limited supply. Much of the area is porous and conducive to soaking
liquids and gasses, meaning the presence of a second landfill in the area could facilitate
groundwater contamination. As Montgomery County continues to grow, we must protect this
valuable resource.

I also have concerns with the amount of traffic the landfill will place on an already over-traveled
SH 105. This road is in dire need of expansion, but TxDOT has no funds to widen the road. In its
current state, SH 105 does not have adequate lane capacity to handle the increased truck traffic
the landfill would bring. This is especially true for peak travel times when some of the dump
trucks would be traveling. SH 105 is a main thoroughfare connecting East and West
Montgomery County,

I also disagree with the applicant's site selection. The proposed landfill is located less than two
miles from Waste Management's Type 1 Security landfill. The HGAC waste management plan
discourages landfill clustering, as does HB 1053 passed by the 79th Legislature. I do not see a
justifiable need for an additional landfill in this area, especially when there is no barrier to the
Security Landfill from accepting Type IV waste in the future. HB 1053 clearly contemplates the
Security Landfill accepting Type IV waste while discouraging the permitting of any additional
landfills in the area.
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The location of the proposed site is prime for residential development and commercial
construction. It is a short distance from Conroe and The Woodlands, both growing communities
and economic drivers for the county. Permitting an additional landfill in this area could
potentially devastate surrounding property values and discourage additional growth.

For the reasons stated above, I strongly oppose Montgomery Landfill Solution's proposed Type
IV landfill and support a contested case hearing on the applicant's amended application.

Thank you for attending this meeting. It is important for community leaders such as yourself to
get involved in such manners. I will continue to support your community in its efforts to oppose
the landfill. Please do not hesitate to contact my office if I can be of assistance.

PrG A

Robert L. Nichols
State Senator
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Ms. Ladonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC 105

P.O. Box 3087

Austin, TX 78711

Re: Montgomery Landfill Solutions Amended Permit Application MSW #2324

Dear Ms. Castanuela,

I am writing to express my full support of the requested contested case hearing on Montgomery
Landfill Solutions' amended Type IV landfill application. After having personally visited the
proposed landfill site, I feel it is irresponsible to permit a landfill in this area. The proposed site
is within 2000 feet of numerous residences, and could have a harmful impact on the area's

drinking supply.

In my opinion, the applicant has failed to demonstrate how it will prevent contaminated runoff
from entering Lawrence Creek and other waterways as well as the area groundwater supply.
Many residents in East Montgomery County use shallow wells for water; the proposed landfill

imposes a threat to the quality of that water.

The county faces an imminent shortage of groundwater, and it would be irresponsible to unduly

risk contaminating this limited supply. Much of the area is porous and conducive to soaking
liquids and gasses, meaning the presence of a second landfill in the area could facilitate
groundwater contamination. As Montgomery County continues to grow, we must protect this

valuable resource.

[ also have concerns with the amount of traffic the landfill will place on an already over-traveled
SH 105. This road is in dire need of expansion, but TXDOT has no funds to widen the road. In its
current state, SH 105 does not have adequate lane capacity to handle the increased truck traffic
the landfill would bring. This is especially true for peak travel times when some of the dump
trucks would be traveling. SH 105 is a main thoroughfare connecting East and West

Montgomery County,
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I also disagree with the applicant's site selection. The proposed landfill is located less than two
miles from Waste Management's Type 1 Security landfill. The HGAC waste management plan
discourages landfill clustering, as does HB 1053 passed by the 79th Legislature. I do not see a
Justifiable need for an additional landfill in this area, especially when there is no barrier to the
Security Landfill from accepting Type IV waste in the future. HB 1053 clearly contemplates the
Security Landfill accepting Type IV waste while discouraging the permitting of any additional
landfills in the area.

The location of the proposed site is prime for residential development and commercial
construction. It is a short distance from Conroe and The Woodlands, both growing communities
and economic drivers for the county. Permitting an additional landfill in this area could
potentially devastate surrounding property values and discourage additional growth.

For the reasons stated above, I strongly oppose Montgomery Landfill Solution's proposed Type
IV landfill and support a contested case hearing on the applicant's amended application.
Additionally I would like to request an additional public hearing on this matter, and ask that it
take place in Montgomery County. The last public meeting on this application was more than
two years ago, and I believe a third meeting would be beneficial to the residents in the area.

Thank you for you consideration in this matter. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you should

have any questions.
A

2 A

Robert L. Nichols
State Senator

RLN/sja/pc

cc: Mr. David Tate
The Honorable Alan B. Sadler
Representative Brandon Creighton
The Honorable Ed Rinehart
Ms. Leah Smith
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Buddy Garcia, Chairman

Larry R. Soward, Commissioner
Bryan W. Shaw, Ph.D., Commissioner
Glenn Shankle, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

February 13, 2008 8 9
5 = 63
The Honorable Robert L. Nichols = W2 %‘%
o 235
Texas Senate o o :zgiﬁi
P.O. Box 12068 ~mn - I“"gz
Austin, Texas 78711-2068 I ;ﬁ
. ~d

Re:  Montgomery Landfill Solutions Amended Permit Application MSW #2324

Dear Senator Nichols:

I’'m writing in response to your letter regarding the permit amendment application submitted by
Montgomery Landfill Solutions. Iappreciate your interest in this matter.

Due to significant public interest in this application, along with specific requests from elected
officials, the agency will hold a third public meeting on this application. This meeting is scheduled
for March 25, 2008, at 7:00 p.m. in the Austin Elementary School Cafetorium, 14796 Highway 105
East, Conroe, subject to finalization of details.

As you are aware, the agency has received a great number of timely hearing requests on this permit
application. ~ This matter will be presented to the Commissioners at an open meeting for
consideration and decision whether to grant the requests for hearing. I have asked the Office of the
Chief Clerk to ensure that you are on the mailing list for this permit application. Accordingly, your
office will receive a courtesy letter advising you of the date of the Commissioners’ meeting.
Additionally, your letter will be included as part of the official file for this application.

I hope this information is helpful. If you need additional information, please feel free to contact me
at (512) 239-3900, or Leonard Olson in our Intergovernmental Relations Division at (512) 239-3267.

Sincerely,

Glenn Shankle
Executive Director

ccC: Leonard Olson, Intergovernmental Relations
LaDonna Castafiuela, Chief Clerk

P.0. Box 13087 @  Austin, Texas 78711-3087 © 512-239-1000 @ Internet address: www.tceq.state.tx.us ‘N\
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Ms. Ladonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk foro & _
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC 105

P.O. Box 3087
Austin. TX 78711

Re: Montgomery Landfill Solutions Amended Permit Application MSW #232

Dear Ms. Castanuela,

] am writing to express my full support of the requested contested case hearing on Montgomery
Landfil] Solutions' amended Type 1V landfill application. After having personally visited the
proposed landfill site, | feel it is irresponsible to permit 2 landfill in this area. The proposed site
is within 2000 feet of numerous residences. and could have a harmful impact on the area's

drinking supply.

In my opinion, the applicant has failed to demonstrate how it will prevent contaminated runoff
from entering Lawrence Creek and other waterways as well as the area groundwater supply.
Many residents in East Montgomery County use shallow wells for water; the proposed landfil]
imposes a threat to the quality of that water.

The countv faces an imminent shortage of groundwater. and it would be irresponsible to unduly

risk contaminating this limited supply. Much of the area is porous and conducive to soaking
arca could facilitate

we must protect this

The ¢

liquids and gasses, meaning the presence of a second landfill in the
groundwater contamination.  As Montgomery County continues 10 grow.
valuable resource.

| also have concerns with the amount of traffic the landfill will place on an already over-traveled
SH 105. This road is in dire need of expansion, but TxDOT has no funds to widen the road. In its
current state. SH 105 does not have adequate lane capacity to handle the increased truck traffic
the landfill would bring. This is especially true for peak travel times when some of the dump
trucks would be traveling. SH 105 is a main thoroughfare connecting  East and  Wesl

Monlgomery County.
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| also disagree with the appl ca)t‘% site selection. The propoqed landfill is located less than two
miles from Waste Management's Type | Security landfill. The HGAC waste management plan
discourages landfill clustering, as does HB 1053 passed by the 79th Legislature. I do not see a
justifiable need for an additional landfill in this area. especially when there is no barrier to the
Security Landfill from accepting Type IV waste in the future. HB 1053 clearly contemplates the
Security Landfill accepting Type IV waste while discouraging the permitting of any additional
landfills in the area.

The location of the proposed site is prime for residential development and commercial
construction. 1t 1s a short distance from Conroe and The Woodlands, both growing communities
and economic drivers for the county. Permitting an additional landfill in this area could
potentially devastate surrounding property values and discourage additional growth.

For the reasons stated above, I strongly oppose Montgomery Landfill Solution's proposed Type
[V landfill and support a contested case hearing on the applicant's amended application.
Additionally T would like to request an additional public hearing on this matter, and ask that it
take place in Montgomery County. The last public meeting on this application was more than
two years ago, and I believe a third meeting would be beneficial to the residents in the area.

Thank you for you consideration in this matter. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you should
have any questions.

Sincerely, ?

y )
DAL A,
Robert L. Nichols

State Senator

RLN/sja/pc

ce: Mr. David Tate
The Honorable Alan B. Sadler
Representative Brandon Creighton
The Honorable Ed Rinehart
Ms. Leah Smith
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