REID ESTATES CIVIC CLUB
8910 ELSIE LANE
HOUSTON, TEXAS 77064
TELEPHONE (713) 896-8872
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MS. LADONNA CASTANUELA, CHIEF CLERK BY )B ¢
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CLERK, MC-105

TEXAS COMMISSION -ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

12100 PARK 35 CIRCLE ‘@C)Q:/ C‘O\}\ ,

- AUSTIN, TEXAS 78753

RE: LONESTAR PRESTRESS MFG, INC. AIR QUALITY STANDARD PERMIT, . (OQ
REGISTRATION NO. 76688L001; REQUEST FOR CONTESTED CASE HEARING

DEAR MS. CASTANUELA: | 1 .

WE THE UNDERSIGNED REQUEST A CONTESTED CASE HEARING BECAUSE WE ARE AN
AFFECTED PARTY IN RELATION TO PROPOSED REGISTRATION NUMBER 766881001
(“NOTICE OF APPLICATION AND PRELIMINARY DECISION FOR AN AIR QUALITY STANDARD
PERMIT FOR CONCRETE BATCH PLANT REGISTRATION”, FILED BY LONESTAR PRESTRESS
MANUFACTURING, INC. AT 9316 REID LAKE, HOUSTON, TEXAS 77064).

THIS REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING IS BEING FILED ON BEHALF OF
RESIDENTS LIVING WITHIN THE PROXIMITY OF ONE-QUARTER MILE/440 YARDS FROM THE
SITE OF LONESTAR PRESTRESS BATCH PLANT FACILITY.

CONCERNS ARFE AS FOLLOWS:

1) THE AIR QUALITY WOULD BE COMPROMISED FROM DUST COMING FROM
THIS BATCH PLANT. THIS DUST WOULD CONTAMINATE ALL HOMES, TREES,
GRASS, FLOWERS, ETC.; SILICA PARTICLES ARE A DEFINITE HEALTH HAZARD.

2) BREATHING DUST FROM THIS BATCH PLANT WOULD BE MOST HARMFUL
TO ANYONE LIVING ANYWHERE CLOSE TO THIS OPERATION. ANYONE
LIVING IN THE AREA WITH ASTHMA OR OTHER RELATED PROBLEMS WOULD
BE PARTICULARLY AFFECTED. THIS DUST WOULD MOST CERTAINLY FILTER
INSIDE HOMES AS WELL AS OUTSIDE. BREATHING AIR BORNE PARTICLES FROM
THIS OPERATION, THOSE EMITTED BY CEMENT POWDER COMING FROM THE
BATCH PLANT IS OF GREAT CONCERN.

3) REID ESTATES CIVIC CLUB ALSO HAS A LAKE FOR THE ENJOYMENT
OF ITS RESIDENTS. THIS TYPE OF OPERATION WOULD CONTAMINATE OUR
LAKE AND CAUSE HARM TO THE FISH AND OTHER WILD LIFE THAT WE
ENJOY AROUND OUR LAKE. OF FURTHER CONCERN WOULD BE CONTAMINATION
OF SHALLOW WELL SYSTEMS THAT PROVIDE WATER TO OUR HOMES. ALSO OF
CONCERN ARE ISSUES WITH PUMPS, PIPES ETC., LEADING INTO AND OUT OF THE
LAKE (AT THE SOUTHWEST AND NORTHWEST CORNERS), THE OVERT AND COVERT
USE OF, FOR IT HAS LONG BEEN A PRACTICE OF THIS COMPANY AND SISTER
COMPANY, BOYER CONSTRUCTION, TO REMOVE WATER FROM THE LAKE DURING
THE PRODUCTION OF CONCRETE AND WHILE PRODUCING RELATED OTHER
MATERIALS. THERE HAS BEEN PUMPING FROM AND POSSIBLE DUMPING INTO THE
LAKE, , ' :
AFTER DISCOVERY, AND AFTER HAVING OBSERVED CONCERNED RESIDENTS _ :
INSPECTING THE PIPES IN QUESTION, THE PIPES WERE QUICKLY REMOVED AND/OR
DESTROYED BY WHO WE SUSPECT WAS THE COMPANY (LONESTAR PRESTRESS).



)

1 -_\v 1 )
4) THE PLANT NOISE LEVEL FROM THIS OPERATION IS EXTREMELY

LOUD AND HAS CONTINUED TO ESCALATE. THE CONTINUED OPERATION OF THIS

BATCH PLANT WOULD MOST CERT_AIN"LY DESTROY THE SERENITY OF THIS

NEIGHBORHOOD. NOT ONLY THE NOISE FROM THIS PLANT, BUT THE

FLOW OF CONCRETE TRUCKS AND DUMP TRUCKS IN AND OUT OF THE PLANT

WOULD ALSO INCREASE THE NOISE LEVELS, AND IS A REAL NUISANCE.

THE COMPANY HAS A PAST HISTORY OF ABUSES FOR IT HAS BEEN NON-PERMITTED AND.
NON-REGULATED FOR YEARS... AND MUCH TO THE DETRIMENT OF, AND AT A
SIGNIFICANT COST TO THE ENVIROMENT, THE COMMUNITY, THE COUNTY AND STATE, TO
THE MEMBERS AND RESIDENTS WITHIN THE LOCAL JURISDICTION OF THE REID ESTATES

CIVIC CLUB.

THE REID ESTATES CIVIC CLUB REQUESTS A CONTESTED CASE HEARING ON BEHALF
OF ITS MEMBERSHIP AND FOR NEARBY RESIDENTS — ALL OF WHOM STAND TO BE

AFFECTED. -
YOUR CONSIDERATION IN THIS MATTER. IS GREATLY APPRECIATED.

REID ESTATES CIVIC. QLTS -

Lkt 2 424/ .

RICHARD A. ASHBY
PRESIDENT
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REID ESTATES CIVIC CLUB

8910 ELSIE LANE
&@M

HOUSTON, TEXAS 77064
TELEPHONE (713) 896-8872
FEBRUARY 21, 2006 ‘ :
EB 249006 ~

~ 4
MS. LADONNA CASTANUELA, CHIEF CLERK o &
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CLERK, MC-105 BY - i
TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY N )
12100 PARK 35 CIRCLE ' /

AUSTIN, TEXAS 78753

RE: LONESTAR PRESTRESS MFG, INC. AIR QUALITY STANDARD PERMIT,
REGISTRATION NO. 766881.001; REQUEST FOR CONTESTED CASE HEARING )

DEAR MS. CASTANUELA:

WE THE UNDERSIGNED REQUEST A CONTESTED CASE HEARING BECAUSE WE ARE A™
AFFECTED PARTY IN RELATION TO PROPOSED REGISTRATION NUMBER 766881001
(“NOTICE OF APPLICATION AND PRELIMINARY DECISION FOR AN AIR QUALITY STANBDARD
PERMIT FOR CONCRETE BATCH PLANT REGISTRATION”, FILED BY LONESTAR PRESTRESS
MANUFACTURING, INC. AT 9316 REID LAKE, HOUSTON, TEXAS 77064).

THIS REQUES’I‘ FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING IS BEING FILED ON BEHALF OF
RESIDENTS LIVING WITHIN THE PROXIMITY OF ONE-QUARTER MILE/440 YARDS FROM THE
SITE OF LONESTAR PRESTRESS BATCH PLANT FACILITY.

CONCERNS ARE AS FOLLOWS:

1) THE AIR QUALITY WOULD BE COMPROMISED FROM DUST COMING FROM
" THIS BATCH PLANT. THIS DUST WOULD CONTAMINATE ALL HOMES, TREES,
" GRASS, FLOWERS, ETC.; SILICA PARTICLES ARE A DEFINITE HEALTH HAZARD,

2) BREATHING DUST FROM THIS BATCH PLANT WOULD BE MOST HARMFUL
TO ANYONE LIVING ANYWHERE CLOSE TO THIS OPERATION. ANYONE
LIVING IN THE AREA WITH ASTHMA OR OTHER RELATED PROBLEMS WOULD
BE PARTICULARLY AFFECTED. THIS DUST WOULD MOST CERTAINLY FILTER
INSIDE HOMES AS WELL AS OUTSIDE. BREATHING AIR BORNE PARTICLES FROM
THIS OPERATION, THOSE EMITTED BY CEMENT POWDER COMING FROM THE
BATCH PLANT IS OF GREAT CONCERN. '

3) REID ESTATES CIVIC CLUB ALSO HAS A LAKE FOR THE ENJOYMENT
OF ITS RESIDENTS. THIS TYPE OF OPERATION WOULD CONTAMINATE OUR
LAKE AND CAUSE HARM TO THE FISH AND OTHER WILD LIFE THAT WE
ENJOY AROUND OUR LAKE. OF FURTHER CONCERN WOULD BE CONTAMINATION
OF SHALLOW WELL SYSTEMS THAT PROVIDE WATER TO OUR HOMES. ALSO OF
CONCERN ARE ISSUES WITH PUMPS, PIPES ETC., LEADING INTO AND OUT OF THE
LAKE (AT THE SOUTHWEST AND NORTHWEST CORNERS), THE OVERT AND COVER't
USE OF, FOR I'T HAS LONG BEEN A PRACTICE OF THIS COMPANY AND SISTER
COMPANY, BOYER CONSTRUCTION, TO REMOVE WATER FROM THE LAKE DURING
THE PRODUCTION OF CONCRETE AND WHILE PRODUCING RELATED OTHER
MATERIALS. THERE HAS BEEN PUMPING FROM AND POSSIBLE DUMPING INTO THE
LAKE. ' :
AFTER DISCOVERY, AND AFTER HAVING OBSERVED CONCERNED RESIDENTS
INSPECTING THE PIPES IN QUESTION, THE PIPES WERE QUICKLY REMOVED AND/OR
DESTROYED BY WHO WE SUSPECT WAS THE COMPANY (LONESTAR PRESTRESS).
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4) THE PLANT NOISE LEVEL FROM THIS OPERATION IS EXTREMELY
LOUD AND HAS CONTINUED TG ESCALATE.. THE CONTINUED OPERATION OF THIS
BATCH PLANT WOULD MOST CERTAINLY DESTROY THE SERENITY OF THIS
NEIGHBORHOOD. NOT ONLY THE NOISE FROM THIS PLANT, BUT THE
FLOW OF CONCRETE TRUCKS AND DUMP TRUCKS IN AND OUT OF THE PLANT
WOULD ALSC INCREASE THE NOISE LEVELS, AND IS A REAL NUISANCE,

THE COMPANY HAS A PAST HISTORY OF ABUSES FORIT HAS BEEN NON-PERMITTED AN
NON-REGULATED FOR YEARS... AND MUCH TO THE DETRIMENT OF, AND AT A
SIGNIFICANT COST TO THE ENVIROMENT, THE COMMUNITY, THE COUNTY AND STA I, TO
THE MEMBERS AND RESIDENTS WITHIN THE LOCAL JURISPICTION OF THE REID ES1 \TES

CIVIC CLUB.

THE REID ESTATES CIVIC CLUB REQUESTS A CONTESTED CASE HEARING ON BEHAL}
OF ITS MEMBERSHIP AND FOR NEARBY RESIDENTS - ALL OF WHOM STAND T0O BE
AFFECTED,.

YOUR CONSIDERATION IN THIS MATTER IS GREATLY APPRECIATED.
REID ESTATES CIVIC 14 B
o f ‘, yy

(el (2 (20 AA
Rl(,HARD A. ASHBY /

PRESIDENT
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LACTED & CONCERNED PER. JNS
% 8910 ELSIE LN
HOUSTON, TEXAS 77064 (é
TELEPHONE 713/896-8872 ?16 !
FAX: 713/641-0066 4@

h /"7
DECEMBER 4, 2006 @

Ms. LaDonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105

Texas Commission on Env1ronmenta1 Ql@’@‘yﬁ \é\ Q_</Q——

P.O. Box 13087

A ‘Austm, Tx. 78711-3087 , DEC 1 1 2006

RE: Decision of the Executive Director
Concerning
Lonestar Prestress MFG., Inc.
Permit No. 766881001

BY 474

Dear Ms. Castanuela:

We, the affected undersigned, disagree with the Executive Director’s decision that the above-
referenced application meets the requirements of applicable law. Therefore, we request a Contested

' Case Hearing before any action is taken on the above application for an air quality standard permit

for a concrete batch plant reglstra‘uon filed by Lonestar Prestress MFG Inc, at 93 1 6 Reld Lake,
Houston, Texas 77064 : S o e

This apphcatlon fora contested case hearmg is bemg ﬁled on behalf of affected partles hvmg within
the proximity of the site of Lonestar Prestress Batch Plant facility. -

CONCERNS ARE AS FOLLOWS:

1.) The air quality will be compromised from dust coming from this batch plant. It has been,
and will continue to be a detriment to our health, homes, and general pursuit of happmess It
affects our lives on a’daily basis.

2.) Extreme emission of dust and crystalline silica (i.e. the International Agency for Research
on Cancer has designated this substance a Level 1 carcinogen). Concrete batch plants
produce tremendous amounts of dust and crystalline silica. They are a proven health hazard.
Those living in the area of this operation, who have respiratory problems, have been, and
will continue to be, severely affected. The harmful air borne particles from this batch plant
will most certainly affect persons in the near vicinity. The effects of Silicosis are lung
cancer, bronchitis/chronic obstructive pulmonary d1sorder high susceptibility to ,
Tuberculosis, Scleroderma and possible renal disease. It is noted by OSHA that sources of

. exposure are sandblasting, crushing and drilling concrete, masonry and concrete work,
+ - cement manufacturing; etc. Lonestar Prestress: Mfg. is a specialty concrete products
manufacturer. They use many other-toxic chemicals than are normally used in'a batoh plant
operation.



3.)

4)

5.)

6.)

- Page 2 -

There is a 14 acte lake within 50 yards of the batch plant site. This lake is spring fed and
supplies our water wells in the area. This is our only source of drinking water and it will be
compromised from both hazardous air borne particles and toxic waste-water runoff created
by the batch plant operation. Toxic chemicals are used in the production of these specialty
concrete products. Air borne particles, rain water and waste water runoff at the batch plant
site go directly into the lake and also onto the adjoining property. This lake is not the
property of the owners of the batch plant. Many residents in the area catch and eat the fish
from the lake and all have water wells that are directly affected by the purity of the spring-
fed water of the lake..

The noise level from this operation is extremely loud and has continued to escalate. The
continued operation of this batch plant would most certainly destroy the safety and serenity
of this neighborhood. Not only from the noise generated by the batch plant but the constant
intrusion on a permanent basis of traffic from extremely large concrete trucks, dump trucks,
over-loaded 18-wheelers emitting offensive, unhealthy, and unsafe fumesina
neighborhood. On many occasions, these large trucks have failed to negotiate turning onto
the narrow public road which the batch plant uses as its entrance to their facility. They are
destroying the roadway and culverts. They are constantly blocking the roadway as well as
access to our properties.

We cannot understand why a permanent batch plant would be authorized in an established
neighborhood at the cost of compromising our safety, health and peace of mind and in such
close proximity to our homes of many years. This company has a past history of abuses as it
employs undocumented workers, has been operating non-permitted and non-regulated for
several years to the detriment of and at a significant cost to the environment, the com-
munity, the County, the State and the residents of this area.

The concrete batch plant is in violation by being less than 440 yds. from the nearest
residence. There are many homes within this distance and all would be adversely affected.

One particular home and property line, that most affected, the Shelton home at 9302 Reid -
Lake Dr. (next door), lies within feet of the proposed location for the Lonestar Prestress
Mfg., Inc. batch plant, aggregate bins, silo, equipment, etc. — less than 440 yards, less than
25 feet — and all the above without a twelve (12) foot barrier wall or high fence, as required
by the terms of the application and rules for a standard permit [see TCEQ — 10377 (checklist
for concrete batch plants), for example, sec. (4) (d) concerning rules for a 12 foot wall].

As of this date, no barrier wall or fence exists for the relief of any affected party. It appears
as if this particular term or requirement — rule of law — is not being met.

If permitted to operate this concrete batch plant, the TCEQ and the Executive Director
would be condoning a situation where a central baghouse and concrete batch plant operates

- within 440 yards of “...buildings used as a single or multifamily residence, school, or place

of worship at the time the standard permit registration is filed with the commission.” This
rule, as listed by the TCEQ, applies to areas not subject to municipal zoning regulations, etc.
Please take note for review and protest and reconsideration of the Executive Director’s, the

Board’s decision.



-Page 3 -

7.)  Another cause for concern is the plant’s, Lonestar Prestress Mfg., Inc.’s, past status as an
operational facility lacking a permit or proper permit, i.e. a plant having operating while
with an illegal batch plant, one not registered with the State for purpose of compliance; one
company that, in the past, and as documented by evidence, operated with a previous
disregard for the environment, neighborhood and neighbors/residents. :

We, the affected, the undersigned, disagree with the Executive Director’s decision that the above
referenced application meets the standards and requirements of applicable law. Therefore, we request
for a reconsideration of the Executive Director’s decision. We request a contested case hearing before
any action is taken on the above application for an air quality standard permit for a concrete batch
plant registration filed by Lonestar Prestress Mfg., Inc. at 9316 Reid Lake, Houston, Tx. 77064.

Your consideration in this matter is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

A kb

Rita Ashby

8910 Elsie Lane
Houston, Texas 77064
(713) 896-887

Fax: (713) 641-0066
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%FFECTEI) & CONCERNED ¥ ‘SONS
% 8910 ELSIE LN
HOUSTON, TEXAS 77064
TELEPHONE 713/896-8872
FAX: 713/641-0066

DECEMBER 4, 2006
Ms. LaDonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk - H OPA
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105 BEC 0 w9 006
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality IV
P.0. Box 13087 BY w
Austin, Tx. 78711-3087 v /

RE: Decision of the Executive Director
Concerning
Lonestar Prestress MFG., Inc.
Permit No. 766881001

4 Dear Ms. Castanuela:

We, the affected undersigned, disagree with the Executive Director’s decision that the above-
referenced application meets the requirements of applicable law. Therefore, we request a Contested
Case Hearing before any action is taken on the above application for an air quality standard permit
for a concrete batch plant registration filed by Lonestar Prestress MFG., Inc, at 9316 Reid Lake,
Houston, Texas 77064.

This application for a contested case hearing is being filed on behalf of affected pamcs living within
the proximity of the site of Loncstar Prestress Batch Plant facility.

CONCERNS ARE AS FOLLOWS:

1.) The air quality will be compromised from dust coming from this batch plant. It has been,
and will continue to be a detriment to our health, homes, and general pursuit of happiness. It
affects our lives on a daily basis.

2.) Bxtreme emission of dust and crystalline silica (i.c. the International Agency for Research
on Cancer has designated this substance a Level 1 carcinogen). Concrete batch plants
producc tromondous amounts of dust and crystalline silica. They are a proven health hazard.
Those living in the area of this operation, who have respiratory problems, have been, and
will continue to be, severely affected. The harmful air borne particles from this batch plant
will most certainly affect persons in the near vicinity. The effects of Silicosis are lung
cancer, bronchitis/chronic obstructive pulmonary disoxder, high susceptibility to
Tuberculosis, Scleroderma and possible renal disease. It is noted by OSHA that sources of
exposure are sandblasting, crushing and drilling concrete, masonry and concrete work,
cement manufacturing, ctc. Lonestar Prestross Mfg. is a specialty concrete products
manufacturer. They use many other toxic chemicals than are normally used in a batch plant
operation. :

-
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3.) There is a 14 acre lake within 50 yards of the batch plant site. This lake is spring fed and
supplies our water wells in the area. This is our only source of drinking water and it will be
compromised from both hazardous air bome particles and toxic waste-water runoff created
by the batch plant operation. Toxic chemicals are used in the production of these specialty
concrete products. Air borne particles, rain water and waste water runoff at the batch plant
site go directly into the lake and also onto the adjoining property. This lake is not the
property of the owners of the batch plant. Many residents in the area catch and eat the fish .
from the lake and all havc water wells that are directly affected by the purity of the spring-
fed water of the lake.. '

4) The noise level from this operation is extremely loud and has continued to escalate, The

continued operation of this batch plant would most cettainly destroy the safety and serenity

- of this neighborhood. Not only from the noise generated by the batch plant but the constant
intrusion on a permanent basis of traffic from extremely large concrete trucks, dump trucks,
over-loaded 18-wheelers emitting offensive, unhealthy, and unsafe fumes in a
neighborhood. On many occasions, these large trucks have failed to negotiate tuming onto
the narrow public road which the batch plant uses as its entrance to their facility. They ate
destroying the roadway and culverts. They are constantly blocking the roadway as well as
access to our properties.

5) We cannot understand why a permanent batch plant would be authorized in an established
neighborhood at the cost of compromising our safety, health and peacc of mind and in such
close proximity to our homes of many years. This company has a past history of abuses as it
employs undocumented workers, has been operating non-permitted and non-regulated for
several years to the detriment of and at a significant cost to the environment, the com-
munity, the County, the State and the residents of this area.

6.) The concrete batch plant is in violation by be'uig less than 440 yds. from the nearest
residence. There are many homes within this distance and all would be adversely affected.

One particular home and property line, that most affected, the Shelton home at 9302 Reid
Lake Dr. (next door), lies within feet of the proposed location for the Lonestar Prestress
Mfg., Inc. batch plant, aggregate bins, silo, equipment, etc. ~ less than 440 yards, less than
25 feet ~ and all the above without a twelve (12) foot barrier wall or high fence, as required
by the terms of the application and rules for a standard permit [see TCEQ ~ 10377 (checklist
for concrete batch plants), for exnmple, sec. (4) (d) concerning rules for a 12 foot wall].

As of this date, no barrer wall or fence exists for the relief of any affected party. It appears
as if this particular teom or requirement — rule of law — is not being met.

If permitted to operate this concrete batch plant, the TCEQ and the Executive Director ’
would be condoning a situation where a cenfral baghouse and concrete batch plant operates '
within 440 yards of ‘.. .buildings used as a single or multifamily residence, school, or place
of worship at the time the standard permit registration is filed with the commission.” This
rule, as listed by the TCEQ, applies to areas not subject to municipal zoning regulations, etc.
Please take note for review and protest and reconsideration of the Executive Director’s, the
Board’s decision.
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7.)  Another cause for concem is the plant’s, Lonestar Prestress Mfg., Inc.’s, past status as an
operational facility lacking a permit or proper permit, i.e. a plant having opcrating whilc
with an illegal batch plant, one not registered with the State for purpose of compliance; one
company that, in the past, and as documented by evidence, operated with a previous
disregard for the environment, neighborhood and neighbors/residents.

"~ We, the affected, the undersigned, disagree with the Executive Director’s decision that the above
referenced application meets the standards and requirements of applicable law. Therefore, we request
for a reconsideration of the Executive Director’s decision. We request a contested case hearing before
any action is taken on the above application for an air quality standard permit for a concrete batch
plant registration filed by Lonestar Prestress Mfg., Inc. at 9316 Reid Lake, Houston, Tx. 77064.

Your consideration m this matter is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Rita Ashby
8910 Elsie Lane
Houston, Texas 77064

(713) 896-887
Fax: (713) 641-0066
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JLACKBURN CARTER .

A Professional Corporation

Lawyers .
James B. Blackbum, Jr. R 4709 Austin
Mary W. Carter o T]-Iloulsmm(1701,\',35527;%%41 -
arl rvi elephone (713) 524-
Charles W. Irvine ) o Tolefax (713) $24-5165
December 5, 2000, -y ¢ ovn
e : : o ) Iui“!,.:f' L D '__;E'
Via Facsimile: (512) 239-3311 - - OPa
n . Y . —
and Federal Expr ess . OP7 ) LEC ¢ 6 20
Ms. LaDonna Castafiuela, Chief Clerk - I - 2008

Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105 DEC 1 4 apme
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality Vel 11 200

p
i
12100 Park 35 Cixcle By = Nﬂgj&%i{
N - el
R,

Austin, Texas 78753 ' ‘ B

Re:  Lonestar Prestress MFG, Inc. Air Quality Standard Permit, Registration No.
766881001 Request for Contested Case Hearing

Dear Ms. Castafiuela:

This letter is being submitted on behalf of Mr. Tommy Shelton, Jr. who permanently
resides at 9302 Reid Lake Drive, Houston, Texas 77064. On behalf of Mr. Shelton, we hereby
request a Contested Case Hearing on TCEQ proposed Air Quality Registration No. 76688L001,
by Lonestar Prestress MFG, Inc. (“Lonestar” or “Applicant”). Lonestar applied to the TCEQ for
an air quality standard Permit Registration No. 766881001, which would authorize the operation
of an existing specialty concrete batch plant located at 9316 Reid Lake Drive, Houston, Texas.
The facility will emit the following air contaminants: particulate matter, including but' not
limited to aggregate, cement, and road dust.

Mr. Shelton resides in a permanent residence on property adjacent to the Lonestar
Prestress MFG,. Inc. property. In fact, his property line is within 75 feet of the specialty mix
plant. Inasmuchi as Mr. Shelton lives next door to this facility, he and his home will be adversely
affected by the application and air emissions from the facility in a way not common to the
general public. Because this facility is already constructed, Mr. Shelton already has been
impacted and will continue to be impacted by the emission of air contaminants from the facility.
Mr, Shelton has made two previous requests for a contested case hearing and set forth the basis
for his hearing request, namely the fact that dust was being produced by the facility and had been
produced by the facility and that it was adversely affecting the surrounding air quality.

On the basis of those existing facts, a request for a contested case hearing was made that
the issuance of this proposed permit would cause harmful effects to people, homes, animals and
vegetation located in near proximity. These issues of fact are disputed and are relevant and -
material to the Commission’s decision on this application, and were raised during the comment
period. In Response No. 1, the TCEQ commented that if the applicant fully complies with the
criteria of the air quality standard permit for concrete batch plants, there is no reason to expect
that the welfare of people, property, plants or animals will be harmed by the Applicant’s
permitted emissions. In Response No. 2, again TCEQ assumes the Applicant will comply with
emission limits set in the air quality permits.

)



LaDonna Castafiuela
December 5, 2006
Page 2

There are major issues with this application regarding the willingness and ability of the
applicant to meet the terms and conditions of a standard permit. This facility had been in
operation without proper authorization for many years. There is a history of nuisance levels of
dust at this facility. (30 T.A.C. § 101.4) There are major issues regarding the proximity of key
pieces of equipment to the property line, the location of storage piles, the generation of dust from
vehicular movement to and from the dust piles, the failure of the facility to use dust suppression
devices, the dumping of excess materials onto the land surface and numerous other operational
problems. These problems have been documented to some extent by the TCEQ, yet have not

been included in the response to comments.

Based on this past operational history, this plant should receive no presumption that it can
or will comply with a standard permit or that it will operate in accordance with that permit.
Issues such as meeting property line standards for particulate matter; NAAQS for PM10 and
PM2.5 (30 T.A.C. § 101.21), the adequacy of controls on waste piles and stock piles,
construction too close to the property line; and the existence of nuisance conditions as well as the
prior compliance record of the applicant are disputed issues of fact that are relevant and material

to the Commission’s decision on this application.

In our letter dated November 4, 2005, we- submitted photographs” demonstrating that
Mr. Shelton’s property already has been impacted by particulate matter including aggregate
cement and road dust. We ask that those photographs be incorporated into the requests for a

Contested Case Hearing.

Although we submitted the information supporting requests for contested case hearing at
“an earlier time, out of an abundance of caution we resubmit the following information:

1. The party requesting the contested case hearing is Tommy Shelton, Jr. who
resides at 9302 Reid Lake Drive, Houston, Texas 77064 adjacent to the Lonestar
facility.

2. Mr. Shelton hereby requests a contested case hearing on the application by

Lonestar Prestress MFG, Inc. for Registration No. 7668 8LOOI.

In closing, we urge the TCEQ to seriously examine their Response in Comment 5. Here
TCEQ identifies that the facility was operating without a permit and that inspections were
undertaken by both Harris County Public Health and Environmental Services Office and the
TCEQ, Houston office. However, there is no discussion of the findings of those investigations.
We disagree that the applicant “yoluntarily” shut down, Instead the applicant shut down after
complaints were filed and inspections conducted verifying that the applicant was operating
without a permit. '

Thank you for considering this request.



LaDonna Castafiuela
December 5, 2006
. Page 3 :

Sincerely,

BLACKBURN CARTER, P.C.

by ’7////(?/&/()\1 /,{ ) . éé:u,

Tommy Shelton, Jr.
9302 Reid Lake Drive
Houston, Texas 77064

Chris B. Pepper, Attorney at Law
Jackson Wlaker, LLP

. 100 Congress Avenue

Austin, Texas 78701

Brad B. Boyer, President
Lonestar Prestress Mfg, Inc.
9316 Reid Lake Drive
Houston, Texas 77064

Douglas Brown, Staff Attorney

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality -

Environmental Law Division, MC-173
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711

Michael D. Gould, Technical Staff

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Air Permits Division, MC-163

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711

Jodena Henneke, Director

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Public Assistance, MC-108

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711

Blas J. Coy, Jr., Attorney

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Public Interest Counsel, MC-103

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711

Mary,

(

., Carter

Y



LACKBURN CARTER

A Professional Corporatioil

- Lawycrs
Jamves 4 Bluckbum Jr 4709 Auslin
Mary W. Carter ) Iousion, Texns 77004
Charles W Ivine : Telephone (713) §24-1012
Telefax (713) 5245168
NG
December 5, 2006 /'/?;%
. I =0
o1 2 2
Via Facsimile: (512) 23 9.3311 : -
and Federal Express 0 2006 . ‘
Ms. LaDonna Castagiuela, Chief Clerk = : o
£ g

Officc of the Chicf Clerk, MC-105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
12100 Park 35 Circle
Austin, Texas 78753 o &
ST
Re:  Lonestar Prestress MEG, Inc. Air Qualily Standard Permit, chistrz}}ti‘ipn No.
I )

166881001 Requesl for Contesled Case Hearing o

Dear Ms. Castafiuela:

This letter is being submitled on behalf of Mr. Tommy Shelton, Jr. who permanently
resides at 9302 Reid Lake Drive, Houston, Texas 77064. On behalf of Mr. Shelton, we hereby
ycquest a Contested Case Hearing on TCEQ proposed Air Quality Registration No. 76688L001.
by Lonestar Prestress MFG, Inc. (“Lonestar” or “Applicant”). Lonestar applied to the TCEQ for
an air quality standard Permil Registration No. 766881001, which would authorize the operalion
of an existing specialty concrele batch plant located at 9316 Reid Lake Drive, [louston, Texds.
The Facility will emit the following air contaminants: particulatc matter, including but not
limited to aggregate, cement, and road dust.

Mr. Shelton resides in a permanent residence on property adjacent to the Lonestar

Prestress MFG, Inc. property. Ia fact, his property line is within 75 fect of the specialty mix

lant, Ipasmuch as Mr. Shelton lives next door to this facility, he and his home will be adversely

affected by the application and air emissions from the facility in a way not commoh to the

general public. Because this facility is already constructed. Mr. Shelton already has becn

impacted and will continuc to be impacted by the emission of air contaminants from the facility.
Mr. Shelton has made (w0 previous requests for a contested case hearing and set forth the basis

for his hearing request, namely the fact that dust was being produced by the facility and had been

produced by the facilily and that it was adversely affecting the surrounding air quality.

On the basis of those existing facts, a request for a contested case heating was made that
(he issuance of this proposcd permit would cause harmful effects to people, homes, animals and
vegetation located in'near proximity. These issues of fact are disputed and arc relevant and
malcrial to the Commission’s decision on this application. and werc raised during the comment
period. In Respons¢ No. I, the TCEQ commented that if the applicant fully complies with the
criteria of the air quality standard permit for concrete batch plants, there is no recason o expect
(hat the welfare of people, propestys plants or animals will be harmed by the Applicant’s
permitied emissions. in Response No. 2, apain TCEQ assumes the Applicant will comply with
emission limits set in the air quality permits.
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[.aDonna Castafnuela
December 5. 2006
Page 2

There are major 1Ssues with this application regarding the willingness and ability of the
applicant to meet the terms and conditions of a slandard permit.  This facility had been in
operation without propex authorization for many years. There is a history of nuisance Jevels of
dust at this facility. (30 TA.C. § 101.4) Thetc arc major 1ssues regarding the proximity of key
picees of cquipment to tle property line, the location of storage piles, the gencration of dust from
vehicular movement L0 and from the dust piles. the failure of the facility to use dust suppression
devices, the dumping of excess materials onto the land surface and numerous other operational
problems. These problems have been documented to some extent by the TCEQ, yct have nol

been included in the response to comments,

Based on this past operational history, this plant should reccive no presumption that it can
or will comply wilh 2 standard permit or that it will operate in accordance with that permit.
lysues such as meeling property Jinc standards for particulate matter; NAAQS for PM10 and
pM2.s (30 T.AC. § 101.21), the adcquacy of controls on waste piles and stoclk piles,
construction to0 close to the property Jine; and the existence of nuisance conditions as wel] as the

prior compliance record of the applicant are disputed issucs of fact that are relevant and material
{0 the Commission’s decision on this application.

In our letter datcd November 4, 2005, we submitted photographs‘ demonstrating thal
M. Shelton's property already has been impacted by particulate matter including aggregate
cement and road dust. We ask that those photographs be incorporated into the requests for a

Contestcd Case Hearing.

Although we cubmitted the information supporting requests for contested case hearing at
an earlier time, out of an abundance of caution we resubmit the following information:

1. The party requesting the contested case hearing is Tommy Shelton, Jr. who

resides at 9302 Reid Lake Drive, Houston, Texas 77064 udjacent to {He Loncstar
facility. ‘

2. Mr. Shelton hereby requests a contested case hearing on the application by

Lonestar Prestress MI'G, Inc. for Registration No. 76688L001.

In closing, we urge the TCEQ to seriously examine their Response in Comment S. Hetc
TCEQ identifies that the facility was operating without a permit and that inspections were
undertaken by both Harris County Public Hcalth and Environmental Services Officc and the
TCEQ. Houston office. However, there is no discussion of the lindings of those investigations.
We disagree (hat the applicant “yoluntarily” shut down. Instcad the applicant shut down after
complaints were filed and inspections conducted verifying that the applicant was operating

without a permit.

Thank you for considering this request.
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LalDonna Castafiuela
December 5, 2006

Page 3

850-4

Sincerely,

BLACKBURN CARTER. P.C.

Tommy Shelton, Jr.
9302 Reid que Drive
[Housion, Texas 77064

Chrtis B. Peppet, Attorney at Law
Jackson Wlaker, LLP

100 Congress Avenue

Austin, Texas 78701

Brad B. Boyer, President
Lonestar Prestress Mfg, Inc.
9316 Reid Lake Drive
Houston, Texas 77064

Douglas Brown, Staff Altorney

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Environirenta) Law Djvision, MC-173 '
p.O. Box 13087 . :

Austin. Texas 78711

Michael D. Gould, Technical Staff

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Air Permits Division, MC-163

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 787 11

Jodena Henncke, Director

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Public Assistance, MC-108

P.O. Box 15087

Austin, Texas 78711

Blas J. Coy, Jr., Atlorney

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Public Interest Counsel, MC-103

P.0. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 7871 ]
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BLACKBURN CARTER

A Professional Corporation

Lawyers
James B, Blackbuim; Jr. 4709 Austin
amﬁ/jmy WéCCaIEE::l} l Houston, Texas- 77004,
Teleghone (713) 524-1(12
‘ : Pelefax (713) 524-5165-

September 22, 2006

Via Facsimile: (512) 239-3311 - . A
and Federal Express : H O PA
Ms. LaDonna Castafiuela, Chief Clerk COGEP 27 2006 1
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105 w ’ o

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality : s ,
12100 Park 35 Circle - BY F\}Eﬁﬁtﬁ@%

Austin, Texas 78753 77 Sy H3W

Re:  Lonestar Prestress MFG, Inc. Air Quality Standard Permit, Registration No.
76688L001; Request for Contested Case Hearing

Dear Ms. Castaftuela:

This letter is being submitted on behalf of Mr. Tommy Shelton, Jr. who permanently
resides at 9302 Reid Lake Drive, Houston, Texas 77064. On behalf of Mr. Shelton, we hereby
request a Contested Case Hearing on TCEQ proposed Standard Permit Registration No.
766881001, application by Lonestar Prestress MEFG, Inc. (“Lonestar” or “Applicant”).

Lonestar applied to the TCEQ for an Air Quality Standard Permit Registration
No. 766881001 which would authorize the operation of an existing specialty concrete plant to be
located at 9316 Reid Lake Drive, Houston, Harris County, Texas. Mr. Shelton’s permanent
residence is directly adjacent to the Lonestar Prestress MFG, Inc. property, and well within 440
yards of the Lonestar facility. Inasmuch as Mr. Shelton lives next door to the plant, he and his
home will be adversely affected by the application and air emissions from the facility in a way
not common to the general public. The following disputed issues of fact are relevant and
material to the Commission’s decision on this application, and were raised during the comment
period.

At an earlier time; Mr. Shelton requested a contested case hearing and set forth as a basis
for this hearing request the fact that dust was being produced by the facility (which was
operating at that time without full permitting) and that it was adversely affecting the surrounding
air quality at this time. On the basis of those existing facts, a request for a contested case hearing
was made that the issuance of this proposed permit would cause harmful effects to people,
homes, animals and vegetation located in near proximity. In Response No. 1, the TCEQ
commented that if the applicant fully complies with the criteria of the air quality standard permit
for concrete batch plants, there is no reason to expect that the welfare of people, property, plants
or animals will be harmed by the Applicant’s permitted emissions.

There are major issues with this application regarding the willingness and ability of the
applicant to meet the terms and conditions of a standard permit. This facility had been in
operation without proper authorization for many years. There is a history of nuisance levels of
dust at this facility. (30 T.A.C. § 101.4) There are major issues regarding the proximity of key
pieces of equipment to the property line, the location of storage piles, the generation of dust from
vehicular movement to and from the dust piles, the failure of the facility to use dust suppression
devices, the dumping of excess materials onto the Jand surface and numerous other operational




Ms. LaDonna Castafiuela
September 22, 20006 .

- Page 2

problems. These problems have been documented to some extent by the TCEQ, yet have not
been included in the response to comments.

Based on this past operational history, this plant should receive no presumption that it can
or will comply with a standard permit or that it will operate in accordance with that permit.
Issues such as meeting property line standards for particulate matter; NAAQS for PMI10 and
PM2.5 (30 T.A.C. § 101.21), the adequacy of controls on waste piles and stock piles,
construction too close to the property line; and the existence of nuisance conditions as well as the
prior compliance record of the applicant are disputed issues of fact that are relevant and material
to the Commission’s decision on this application.

In our letter dated November 4, 2005, we submitted photographs demonstrating that
Mr. Shelton’s property already has been impacted by particulate matter including aggregate
cement and road dust. We ask that those photographs be incorporated into this request for a
Contested Case Hearing.

Although we submitted the information supporting a request for contested case hearing at
an earlier time, out of an abundance of caution we resubmit the following information:

1. The party requesting the contested case hearing is Tommy Shelton, Jr. who
resides at 9302 Reid Lake Drive, Houston, Texas 77064 within 440 yards of the
Lonestar facility.

2. Mr. Shelton hereby requests a contested case hearing on the application by
Lonestar Prestress MFG, Inc. for Registration No. 76688L001.

In closing, we urge the TCEQ to seriously examine their Response in Comment 5. Here
TCEQ identifies that the facility was operating without a permit and that inspections were
undertaken by both Harris County Public Health and Environmental Services Office and the
TCEQ, Beaumont. However, there is no discussion of the findings of those investigations. We
disagree that the applicant “voluntarily” shut down. Instead the applicant shut down after
complaints were filed and inspections conducted verifying that the applicant was operating
without a permit. '

Thank you for considering this request.
Sincerely,

BLACKBURN CARTER, P.C.

by7/@~w Lch &C@L,/

Mary V. Carter
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Tommy Shelton, Jr.
9302 Reid Lake Drive
Houston, Texas 77064

Brad B. Boyer, President
Lonestar Prestress Mfg, Inc.
9316 Reid Lake Drive
Houston, Texas 77064

Douglas Brown, Staff Attorney

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Environmental Law Division, MC-173

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711

Michael D. Gould, Technical Staff

. Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Air Permits Division, MC-163
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711

Jodena Henneke, Director

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Public Assistance, MC-108

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711

Blas J. Coy, Jr., Attorney

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Public Interest Counsel, MC-103

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711
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Lawyers
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James B Bluckbum. Jr : Houston, Texas 77004
Mury W Carter Telcphone (713) 5241012
Teletux (713) 524-5165
September 22, 2006

Via Facsimile: (512) 239-3311

e omg‘

and Federal Express )

Ms. LaDonna Castaducla, Chief Clerk " & 82

Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105 ©  Gpp 22 2006 oo

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality . - g:;
S
¥] Pk

N 1T

12100 Park 35 Cixcle ‘ BY :
Austin, Texas 78753 ' E €3
[

" Re:  Lonestar Prestress MEG, Inc. Air Quality Standard Permit, Regiélration
3 m Lad F

7\6@8_3L001~;;Requesx {or Contested Case Hearing e

Dear Ms Castanucla.

‘This leuer 1 being submitted on behalf of Mr. Tommy Shelton, Jr. who permanenty
resides at 9302 Reid Lake Drive, Houston, Téxas 77064. On behalf of Mr. Shelion, we hereby
yequest @ Contesied Case Hearing on TCEQ proposed Swandard Permit Regiswration NO.
766881001, application by Lonestar Prestress MFG, Inc. (“Lonestar” or “ Applicant”).

Lonestar applied 10 the TCEQ for an Alr Quality Standard Permit Regisuation
No. 76688L001 which would authorize the opcration of an existing specialty concrele plant 1o be
located at 9316 Reid Lake Drive, Houston, Harris County, Texas. Mr. Shelton’s permanent
residence is directly adjacent 10 the [onestar Presuress MFG, Inc. property, and well within 440
yards. of the Lonestar facility. Imasmuch as Mr. Shelion lives next door 1o the plant, he and lus
home will be adversely affected by the application and air emissions from the facility in @ way
not common 1o the general public The following disputed issues of fact are relevant and
matevial 1o the Commission’s decision on this application, and were raised during the comment

period

At an carlier time, Mr. Shelion requested a contested case heanng and set forth as a basis
for this hearing request the fact that dust was being produced by the facility (which was
operating at that time without full permitting) and that it was adversely affecting the surrounding
air quality at thus ume. On the basis of thos¢ existung facts, a request for a contested case hearing
was made that the issuance of this proposed permir would cause harmful effects 10 people,
homes, aniumals and vegeration located in near proximity. In Response No. 1, the TCEQ
commented that i the apphicant fully complies with the criteria of the air quality standard permit
far concrete batch plants, there 1S no reason Lo expect that the welfare of people, property, plants

or animals will be harmed by the Applicant’s permitted emissions.

There are major issues with this applicarion regarding the willingness and ability of the
applicant 10 meet the (enns and conditions of a standard permit.  This facility had been in
operation without proper authorization for many years. ‘There is a history of nuisance Jevels of
dust at this facihty. (30 T.A.C. § 101.4) There are major issues regarding the proximity of key
pieces of equipment 10 the property line, the Jocation of storage piles, the generation of dust from
vehicular movement to and from the dust piles, the failure of the faciliry to use dust suppression
devices, the dumping of cxcess materials onto the land surface and pumerous ather operational

b6
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problems, “These problems have been documented to some extent by the TCEQ, yet have not
been included in the response 1o cornments. “

Rased on this past operational history, this plant should receive no presumption that 1L can
or will comply with 2 standard permit or that it will operate in accordance with (hat permit.
Issues such as meeung property lme standards for particulare ynatiex; NAAQS for PM10 and

.

PM2.5 (30 T.A.C. § 10121), the adequacy of conurols on waste piles and stock piles,

construction 100 close to the property 1€, and the existence of nuisance conditions as well as the
prior compliance record of the applicant are disputed issues of fact that are relevant and material

to the Commission's decision on this application.

In our lerer dated November 4, 2005, we submitted pho:ographs demonstrating that
Mr. Shelton’s property already has been impacted by particulate matter including aggregate
cement and road dust  We ask that those photographs be incorporated into this request for a
Contested Case Heanng.

Although we submitied the information supporting @ request for contested case hearing at -
an earlicr time, out ol an abundance of caution we resubmit the following information:

1. The party requesting the contested case hearing is Tommy Shelton, Jr. who -
resides at 9302 Reid Lake Drive, Houston, Texus 77064 within 440 yards of the

Lonestar facility. - : : _
2. Mr. Shelton hereby requests a contested case hearing On the application by

Lonestar Presuress MFG, Inc. for Registration No. 76688L001.

~ Inclosing, we urge the TCEQ 10 seriously examine their Response in Comument 5. [ere
TCEQ identifies that the facility was operating without a permit and that inspections were
undertaken by both Harris County Public Health and Environmental Services Office and the
TCEQ, Beaumont. However, there ts no discussion of the findings of those investigations. We
disagree that the applicant “yoluntarily” shut down. Instéad the applicant shut down after
complainis were filed and inspections conducted verifying that the applicant was operating
without a permit ' : '

Thank you for considering this request.
Sincerely,

BLACKBURN CARTER, P.C.

by J%QAM ("-9 Ca.:@/\./
Marﬁﬁ Carter
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c: Tomimy Shelton, I,
9302 Reid Lake Drive
Houston, Texas 77064

Brad B. Boyer, President

| onestar Prestess Mig, Inc.
9316 Reid Lake Drive
[Houston, Texas 77064

Douglas Brown, Sraff Attorney

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Environmental Law Division, MC-173

p.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711 -

Michael D Gould, Technical Staff
Texas Commission on Environmenta
Ajr Permits Division, MC-163

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711

" Jodena Henneke, Director

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Office of Public Assistance, MC-108
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711

Blas J. Coy, Ir., Auorney

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Public Interest Counsel, MC-103.
P.0. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711
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- ' BLACKBURN CARTER

A Professional Corporation

Lawyers 4709A y
~ James B, Blackburn, Jr. ustin
Hraneis £ Chin | Telophone (719 524-1012
nes s ‘ Telefax (713) 524-5165
_ _ November 4, 2005
Via Facsimile: (512) 239-3311 oPA 7&][ LD\ o‘>\
and Federal Express N
Ms. LaDonna Castafiuela, Chief Clerk ] O -
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105 NOV 0 7 2005 : o
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality BY 7] o
12100 Park 35 Circle : ®] l)
Austin, Texas 78753 : . :jjJ H
2
Re:  Lonestar Prestress MFG, Inc. Air Quality Standard Permit, Reglstlanon No.

76688L.001; Request for Contested Case Hearing

Dear Ms. Castafiuela:

This letter is being submitted on behalf of Mr. Tommy Shelton, Jr., 9302 Reid Lake
Drive, Houston, Texas 77064. On behalf of Mr. Shelton, we hereby request a contested case
hearing on the above reference air quality standard permit, proposed Air Quality Registration
No. 76688L001. Lonestar Prestress Manufacturing, Inc. has apphed to the TCEQ for a Standard
Permit, which would authorize construction of a specialty mix plant located at 9316 Reid Lake
Drive, Houston, Harris County, Texas. Mr. Shelton resides in a permanent residence well within
440 yards of the plant on property adjacent to the Lonestar Prestress Manufacturing, Inc.
property. In fact, his property line is within approx1mately 75 feet of the specialty mix plant.

Inasmuch as Mr. Shelton lives next door, he and hls home will be adversely affected by
the application and air emissions from the facility in a way not common to the general public.
Because this facility is already constructed, Mr. Shelton already has been impacted and will
continue to be impacted by the emission of air contaminants from the facility. Indeed,
Mr. Shelton’s property already has been impacted by particulate matter including aggregate,
cement, and road dust. The attached photographs show the impact of the dust emissions ﬁom
this facility on Mr. Shelton’s property.

The following issues are relevant and material to the Commission’s decision on this
application and provide appropriate issues for a contested case hearing:

1. Inasmuch as this plant has been operating without a permit, prior compliance of the
applicant with the TCEQ rules is an issue for hearing.

2. Mr. Shelton alleges that property line standards for particulate matter are being
violated.

3. Mr. Shelton alleges that NAAQS for PM10 and PM2.5 are being violated.

4. Mr. Shelton alleges that the terms and conditions of a standard permit are being
violated.

5. Mr. Shelton alleges that there are inadequate oontrols on waste piles and stockpiles at
this facility.

6. Mr. Shelton alleges that the batch plant is too close to the property line.

7. Mr. Shelton alleges that the facility creates nuisance conditions.
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Again, we request a contested case hearing on behalf of Mr. Shelton. Thank you for your
consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

BLACKBURN CARTER, P.C.

by WM,/J Oaf/m/

. Carter

Tommy Shelton, Jr.















BLACKBURN CARTER

A Professionsl Corporstion

Lawyers
) 4709 Auslin
Jmﬁa& %ucckglt:? Jt Houston, Texas 77004
FH?CIS  Cater Telephone (713) §24-1012
; ' : Telefux (713) 524-5165

November 4, 2005

Via Facsimile: (512) 239-331] ﬁ
and Federal Express OPA
Ms. LaDonna Castafiuela, Chicf Clerk '
Officc of the Chief Clerk, MC-105 ~ NOV 07 2005
Texas Commission on Envitonmenta) Quality

12100 Park 35 Circle By 95 !
Austin, Texas 78753 v R ow

Re:  Loncstar Prestress MFG, Inc. Air Quality Standard Permit. Registration No.
76688L001; Request for Contcsted Case Hearing

Dear Ms. Castaiiuela:

This letter is being submitted on behalf of Mr. Tommy Shelton, Jr., 9302 Reid Lake
Drive, Houston, Texas 77064. On behalf of Mr. Shelton, we hereby request a contested case
hearing on thc above reference air quality standard permit, proposed Air Quality Registration
No. 76688L001. Lonestar Prestress Manufacturing, Inc. has applied to the TCEQ for a Standard
Permit, which would authorize construction of a specialty mix plant Jocated at 9316 Reid Lake
Drive, Houston, Farris County, Texas. Mr. Shelton resides 10 a permanent residence well within
440 yards of the plant on property adjacent to the Lonestar Prestress Manulacturing, Inc.

property. In fact, his property line is within approximately 75 feet of the specialty mix plant.

Inasmuch as Mr. Shelton lives next door, he and his home will be adverscly affected by
the application and air emissions from the facility in a way not common to the gencral public.
Becausc this facility is already constructed, M. Shelton already has been impacted and will
continue to be impacted by the cmission of air contaminants from the facility. Indced.
Mr. Shelton’s property already has bcen impacted by patticulate matter including aggregatc,
cement, and road dust. The attached photographs show the impact of the dust emissions from
this facility on Mr. Shelton’s property.

The following issues are relevant and matetial to thc Commission’s decision on this
application and provide appropriate issues for a contested case hearing:

1. Inagmuch as this plant has been operating without a permit, prior compliance of the
applicant with the TCEQ rules is an issue for hearing, '
2 Mr’ Shelton alleges that property line standards for particulate matter are being
violated.

- 3. Mr Shelton alleges that NAAQS for PM10 and PM2.5 are being violated,
4. Mr. Shelton alleges that the terms and conditions of a standard permit are being
violated.
5. Mr. Shelton alleges that there are inadequate controls on waste piles and stockpiles at
this facility.
6. Mx. Shelton alleges that the batch plant is too close to the property line.
7. M. Shelton alleges that the facility creatcs nuisance conditions.
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Again, we rcquest a contested case hearing on behalf of Mr. Shelton. Thank you for your
consideration of this matter. ’

Sincerely,

BLACKBURN CARTER, P.C.

by %M/M O@m/

. Carter

c: Tommy Shelton, Jr.
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BLACKBURN CARTER

A PROTESSIONAL CORPORATION
. LAWYLRS
4709 AUSTIN
HOUSTON, TEXAS 77004
(713) 524-1012

FAX TRANSMITTAL SHEET

CONFIDENTIAL: THIS MESSAGE 1S INTENDED FOR THE USE OF TI{E INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED,
THIS MESSAGE CONTAINS INFORMATION FROM THE LAW FIRM OF BLACKBURN CARTER, P,C WHICH MAY BE PRIVILEGED.
CONTIDENTIAL AND EXEMIPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW. IF THE READER OF 'THIS MESSAGE IS NOT
THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, OR THE CMPLOYEE, OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING THE MESSAGE TO THE INTENDED
RECIPTENT, YOU ARE IEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION OR COIYING OF TIHS
COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROMIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROK, PLEASE NOTIFY
US IMMEDIATELY AT OUR TELEPHONE NUMBECR ABOVE  WE WILL PROMPTLY ARRANGE FOR THE RETURN OF THIS
MESSAGE TO US AT NO INCONVENIENCE 1) YOU o

iDatc: i November 4. 2005 Time:
To: v Ms LaDonna Castasuela

Fax No.: (512) 239-3311

From: Mary W. Carter

BLACKBURN CARTER, I".C.

AA‘Clienf/Mal'l'er: Tommy Shelton, Jr., No. of Pages Including the Cover Sheet: 7

This transmittal is being forwarded to you in lieu of a hard copy. Pleéxsc_ retain a copy for
your records. ’

—_——

X The original of this transmittal, or a copy thereof. is being forwarded to you by mail or
special delivery.

Message: CCH Request. .

If you did not receive all of the pages, or they are illegible,
please call back as soon as possible:
Telephone: (713) 524-1012
Telccopier: (713) 524-5165

ScentBy:  vag
L89-4  L0/10 4 882-) G91GY2GEIL+ 4314YD 7 NANENDYIg-Wod 4 £9:5] 50-y0-AON
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FECTED & CONCERNED PI SONS
% 9230 WINDFERN
HOUSTON, TEXAS 77064
TELEPHONE 713/466-6678
FAX: 713/641-0066

September 19, 2006 OSEP 95 Y.
: O?A ORI ”"x";: O A

Ms. LaDonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk _ H 7 9008 CHIEF CLERKS OFFCE
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105 SEP 4
Texas Commission on Environmental QuahtW
P.O. Box 13087 By
Austin, Tx. 78711-3087 SN '

Mf\ . o

D RE: Decision of the Executive Director
J Concerning _

Lonestar Prestress MFG Inc.
Permit No.. 766881001

Dear Ms. Castanuela:

We, the affected undersigned, disagree with the Executive Director’s decision that the above-
referenced application meets the requirements of applicable law. Therefore, we request a Contested
Case Hearing before any action is taken on the above application for an air quality standard permit
for a concrete batch plant registration filed by Lonestar Prestress MFG., Inc. at 9316 Reid Lake,
Houston, Texas 77064.

This application for a ) contested case hearing is bemg ﬁled on behalf of affected parties living within
the proximity of one-quarter rmle (440 yds.) from the site of Lonestar Prestress Batch Plant facility.

CONCERNS ARE AS FOLLOWS:

1.) The air quality will be compromised from dust coming from this batch plant. It has been,
. and will continue to be a detriment to our health, homes, and general pursuit of happiness. It
affects our lives on a daily basis,

2.)) Extreme emission of dust and crystalline silica (i.e. the International Agency for Research
on Cancer has designated this substance a Level 1 carcinogen). Concrete batch plants
produce tremendous amounts of dust and crystalline silica. They are a proven health hazard.
Those living in the area of this operation, who have respiratory problems, have been, and
will continue to be, severely affected. The harmful air borne particles from this batch plant
will most certainly affect persons in the near vicinity. The effects of Silicosis are lung
cancer, bronchitis/chronic obstructive pulmonary disorder, high susceptibility to
Tuberculosis, Scleroderma and possible renal disease. It is noted by OSHA that sources of
exposure are sandblasting, crushing and drilling concrete, masonry and concrete work,
cement manufacturing, etc. Lonestar Prestress Mfg, is a specialty concrete products
manufacturer. They use many other toxic chemicals than are normally used in a batch plant

~ operation.



3.)

4.)

5.

6.)

- Page 2 -

There is a 14 acre lake within 50 yards of the batch plant site. This lake is spring fed and
supplies our water wells in the area. This is our only source of drinking water and it will be
compromised from both hazardous air borne particles and toxic waste-water runoff created
by the batch plant operation. Toxic chemicals are used in the production of these specialty
concrete products. Air borne particles, rain water and waste water runoff at the batch plant
site go directly into the lake and also onto the adjoining property. This lake is not the
property of the owners of the batch plant. Many residents in the area catch and eat the fish
from the lake and all have water wells that are directly affected by the purity of the spring-
fed water of the lake..

The noise level from this operation is extremely loud and has continued to escalate. The
continued operation of this batch plant would most certainly destroy the safety and serenity
of this neighborhood. Not only from the noise generated by the batch plant but the constant
intrusion on a permanent basis of traffic from extremely large concrete trucks, dump trucks,
over-loaded 18-wheelers emitting offensive, unhealthy, and unsafe fumes in a
neighborhood. On many occasions, these large trucks have failed to negotiate turning onto
the narrow public road which the batch plant uses as its entrance to their facility. They are
destroying the roadway and culverts. They are constantly blocking the roadway as well as
access to our properties.

We cannot understand why a permanent batch plant would be authorized in an established
neighborhood at the cost of compromising our safety, health and peace of mind and in such
close proximity to our homes of many years. This company has a past history of abuses as it
employs undocumented workers, has been operating non-permitted and non-regulated for
several years to the detriment of and at a significant cost to the envxronment the com-
munity, the County, the State and the residents of this area.

The concrete batch plant is in violation by being less than 440 yds. from the nearest
residence. There are many homes within this distance and all would be adversely affected.

One particular home and property line, that most affected, the Shelton home at 9302 Reid

- Lake Dr. (next door), lies within feet of the proposed location for the Lonestar Prestress

Mifg., Inc. batch plant, aggregate bins, silo, equipment, etc. — less than 440 yards, less than
25 feet — and all the above without a twelve (12) foot barrier wall or high fence, as required
by the terms of the application and rules for a standard permit [see TCEQ — 10377 (checklist
for concrete batch plants), for example, sec, (4) (d) concerning rules for a 12 foot wall].

 As of'this date, no barrier wall or fence exists for the relief of any affected party. It appears

as if this particular term or requirement — rule of law — is not being met.

If pérmitted to operate this concrete batch plant, the TCEQ and the Executive Director
would be condoning a situation where a central baghouse and concrete batch plant operates
within 440 yards of “...buildings used as a single or multifamily residence, school, or place
of worship at the time the standard permit registration is filed with the commission.” This
rule, as listed by the TCEQ, applies to areas not subject to municipal zoning regulations, etc.
Please take note for review and protest and reconsideration of the Executive Director’s, the
Board’s decision.



- Page 3 -

7.) Another cause for concern is the plant’s, Lonestar Prestress Mfg., Inc.’s, past status as an
operational facility lacking a permit or proper permit, i.e. a plant having operating while
with an illegal batch plant, one not registered with the State for purpose of compliance; one
company that, in the past, and as documented by evidence, operated with a previous
disregard for the environment, neighborhood and neighbors/residents.

We, the affected, the undersigned, disagree with the Executive Director’s decision that the above
referenced application meets the standards and requirements of applicable law. Therefore, we request
for a reconsideration of the Executive Director’s decision. We request a contested case hearing before
any action is taken on the above application for an air quality standard permit for a concrete batch
plant registration filed by Lonestar Prestress Mfg., Inc. at 9316 Reid Lake, Houston, Tx. 77064.

Your consideration in this matter is greatly appreciated.

Smcerely,

/

Barbara Farley

9230 Windfern
Houston, Texas 77064
(713) 466-6678

Fax: (713) 641-0066
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¥FPECTED & CONCERNED P SONS
%9230 WINDFERN
BOUSTON, TEXAS 77064
TELEPBONE 713/466-6673
FAX: 713/641-0066

September 19, 2006

Ms. LaDonna Castanuefa, Chief Clerk

Office of the Chief Clerk. MC-105 D%

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 9 %0

P.O. Box 13087 N O/O

Austin, Tx. 78711-3087 @
ObPA \>( : <L RE: Decision of the Executive Director
N Q\é Concerning .

SEP 2 1 2006 ' Looestar Prestress MEG., Inc.

Permit No. 76688L001

We, the affected undersigned, disagree with the Executive Director” ¢ decision that the above-
referenced application meets the requirements of applicable law. Therefore, we request a Contested
Case Hearing before any action is taken on the above application for an air quality standard permit
for a concrete batch plant registration filed by Lonestar Prestress MFG ; Inc at 9316 Reid Lake,
Houston, Texas 77064, ' ‘

Dear Ms. Castanuela;

This application for a contested case hearing is being filed on behalf of affected parties living within
the proximity of one-quarter mile {440 yds.) from the site of Lonestar Prestress Batch Plant facility.

CONCERNS ARE AS FOLLOWS:

1) The air quality will be compromised from dust conting from this batch plant. It wall be a
detriment 10 our health, homes, and general pursuit of bappiness It affects our lives on a
daily basis.

2) Extreme emission of dust and crystalline silica (i.e. the Intemnational Agency for Research
on Cancer bas desigtated this substance a Level ) carcinoget). Concrete batch plants
produce tremendous amounts of dust and crystalline silica. They are a proven health hazard.
Those Living in the area of this operation, who have respiratory problems, have been, and
will continue to be, severely affected. The harmtul air borme particles from this batch plant
will most certainly affect persons in the near vicinity. The effects of Silicosis are lung
cancer, bronchitis/chironic obstructive pulmonary disorder, high susceptibility to
Tuberctosis, Scleroderta and possible renal drscase. Jt is noted by OSHA that sources of

" exposure are sandblasting, crushing and drilting concrete, masonry and concrete work,
cement manufacturing, etc. Lonestar Prestress Mfg. is a specialty concrete products
manufacturer. They use many other toxic chemicals than are normally used in a batch plant
operation, S : '
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There is a 14 acre lake within 50 yards of the batch plant site. This lake is spring fed and
supplies our water wells in the area. This is our only source of drinking water and 1t will be
compromised from both hazardous air borne particles and toxic waste-water runoff created
by the batch plant operation. Taxic chemicals are used in the production of these specialty
concrete products. Air bortie particles, rain water and waste water runoff at the batch plant
site go directly into the lake and also onto the adjoining property This lake is not the
property of the owners of the batch plant. Many residents in the area catch and eat the fish
from the lake and all have water wells that are directly affected by the purity of the spring-
fed water of the lake..

The noise level from this operation is extremely loud and bas continued fo escalate. The
continued operation of this batch plant would most certainly destroy the safety and serenity
of this neighborhood. Not only from the noise generated by the batch plant but the constant
intrusion on a pexmanent basis of traffic from extremely large concrete trucks, dump trucks,
over-loaded 18-wheelers emitting offensive, unhealthy, and unsafc fumesina -
neighborhood. On marny occasions, these large trucks have failed to negotiate tuming onto
the narrow public road which the batch, plant uses as its entrance to their facility. They are
destroying the roadway and culverts. They are constantly blocking the roadway as well as
access to ouf properties.

We cannot understand why a permiantent batch plant would be authorized in an established
neighborhood at the cost of compromising our safety, health and peace of mind and in such
close proximity to our homes of many years. This company has a past history of abuses as it
employs undocumented workers, has been operating non-permitted and non-regulated for

.several years to the detriment of and at a significant cost to the environment, the com-

munity, the Countty, the State and the residents of this area.

The concrete batch plant is in violation by being less than 440 yds. from the nearest
residence. There are many homes within this distance and all would be adversely affected

One particular home and property line, that most affected, the Shelton home at 9302 Reid
Lake Dr, (next door), lies within feet of the proposed location for the Lonestar Prestress
Mfp., Iric. batch plant, ageregate bins, silo, equipment, etc. — less than 440 yards, less than
25 feet — and all the above withour a twelve (12) foot barrier wall or high fence, as required
by the terms of the application and rules for a standard permit [see TCEQ — 10377 {checklist’
for concrete batch plants), for example, sec. {4) (d) conceming rules for a 12 foot wall].

As of this date, po barvier wal] or fence exists for the relief of any affected party. It appears
as if this particular tenm or requirement — rule of Jaw — is not being ret.

If permitted to operate this concrete batch plant, the TCEQ and the Executive Director
would be condonting a situation where a central baghouse and concrete batch plant operates
within 440 yards of ... buildings used as a single or multifamily residence, school, or place
of worship at the time the standard permit registration is filed with the commission.” This
rule, as listed by the TCEQ, applies to areas not subject to municipal zoning regulations, etc.
Please take note for review and protest and reconsideration of the Executive Director’s, the
Board’s decision.
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7.)  Another cause for concem is the plant’s, Lonestar Prestress Mfg , Inc 's, past status as an
operational facility lacking a permit or proper permit, i.e. a plant having operating while
with an illegal batch plant, one not registered with the State for purpose of compliance; one
company that, in the past, and as documented by evidence, operated with a previous
disregard for the environment, nieighbortiood and neighbors/residents.

We, the affected, the undersigned, disagree with the Executive Director’s deciston that the above
referenced application mexts the standards and requirements of applicable law. Therefore, we request

"~ for a reconsideration of the Executive Director’s decision. We request a contested case hearing before
any action is taken on the above application for an air qualrty standard perroit for a congcrete batch
plant regjstration filed by Lonestar Prestress Mfg,, Inc. at 9316 Reid Lake, Houston, Tx. 77064.

Your consideration in this matter is greatly appreciated.

Sinbcre]y, .
zarbaxa Farley :

9230 Windfern
Houston, Texas 77064
(713) 466-6678

Fax: (713) 641-0066
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