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

December 20, 2007

TO:  Persons on the attached mailing list.

"RE:  Transit Mix Concrete & Materials Company
Permit No. 80840

Decision of the Executive Director.

" The executive director has made a decision that the above-referenced permit application meets
the requirements of applicable law. This decision does not authorize construction or
operation of any proposed facilities. This decision will be considered by the commissioners at
a regularly scheduled public meeting before any action is taken on this application unless all
requests for contested case hearing or reconsideration have been withdrawn before that meeting.

Enclosed with this letter is a copy of the Executive Director’s Response to Comments. A copy
of the complete application, draft permit and related documents, including public comments, is
available for review at the TCEQ Central office. A copy of the complete application, the
standard permit, and executive director’s preliminary decision are available for viewing and
copying at the TCEQ central office, the TCEQ Fort Worth regional office, and at Kaufman
County Library, 3790 South Houston Street, Kaufman, Kaufman County, Texas.

If you disagree with the executive director’s decision, and you believe you are an “affected
person” as defined below, you may request a contested case hearing. In addition, anyone may
request reconsideration of the executive director’s decision. A brief description. of the
procedures for these two requests follows.

How To Request a Contested Case Hearing.

It is important that your request include all the information that supports your right to a contested
case hearing. You must demonstrate that you meet the applicable legal requirements to have
your hearing request granted. The commission’s consideration of your request will be based on
the information you provide.
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The request must include the following: :
€)) Your name, address, rdaytime felephone number, and, if possible, a fax number. |

(2) Ifthe 1equest is made by a group or assoclatlon the request must 1denufy
(A) - one person by name, address, daytime telephone number, and, if possible, the fax
number, of the person who will be responsible for receiving all communications
and documents for the group; and ‘

(B)  one or more members of the group that would otherwise have standing to request
- a hearing in their own right. The interests the group seeks to protect must relate
to the organization’s purpose. Neither the claim asserted nor the 1ehef requested

‘must require the participation of the individual members in the case..

(3)  The néme of the applicant, the permit number and other numbers listed above so that
your request may be processed properly. T

“4) A statement clearly expressing that you are requesting a contested case hearing. For
example, the following statement would be sufficient: “T request a contested case
hearing.”

Your request must demonstrate that you are an “affected person.” An affected person ‘is one
who has a personal justiciable interest related to a legal right, duty, privilege, power, or
‘economic interest affected by the application. - Your request must describe how and why you
would be adversely affected by the proposed facility or activity in a manner not common to the
general public, For example, to the extent your request is based on these concerns, you should
describe the likely impact on your health, safety, or uses of your property which may be
adversely affected by the proposed facility or activities.' To demonstrate that you have a personal
justiciable interest, you must state, as specifically as you are able, your location and the distance
between your location and the proposed facility or activities. A person who may be affected by
-emissions of air contaminants from the facility is entitled to request a contested case hearing. A
person permanently residing within 440 yards of a concrete batch plant under a permit by rule is
an affected pelson who is entltled to request a contested case heanng

Your request must taise. d13puted issues of fact that are 1elevant and matemal to the commission’s
decision on this application. The request must be based on issues that were raised during the
comment period. The request cannot be based solely- on issues raised in comments that have
been withdrawn. The enclosed Response to Comments will allow you to determine the issues
that were raised during the comment period and whether all comments raising an issue have been
withdrawn. The public comments filed for this application are avaﬂable for review and copying
at the Chief Cle1k S ofﬁce at the address below.

To facﬂitate the commission’s dete1m1nat10n of the numbe1 and scope of issues to be 1efe11ed to
hearing, you should: 1) specify any of the executive director’s responses to comments that you
dispute; and 2) the factual basis of the dispute. In addition; you should list, to the extent
possible, any disputed issues of law or policy. ' '



How To Request Reconsideration of the Executive Director’s Decision.

Unlike a request for a contested case hearing, anyone may request reconsideration of the
executive director’s decision. A request for reconsideration should contain your name, address,
daytime phone number, and, if possible, your fax number. The request must state that you are
requesting reconsideration of the executive director’s decision, and must explain why you
believe the decision should be reconsidered.

Deadline for Submitting Requests.

A request for a contested case hearing or reconsideration of the executive director’s decision
must be in writing and must be received by the Chief Clerk’s office no later than 30 calendar
days after the date of this letter: You should submit your request to the following address:

LaDonna Castafiuela, Chief Clerk
TCEQ, MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Processing of Requests.

Timely requests for a contested case hearing or for reconsideration of the executive director’s
decision will be referred to the alternative dispute resolution director and set on the agenda of
one of the commission’s regularly scheduled meetings. Additional instructions explaining these
.. procedures will be sent to the attached mailing list when this meeting has been scheduled.

How to Obtain Additional Information.

If you have any questions or need additional information about the procedures described in this
letter, please call the Office of Public Assistance, Toll Free, at 1-800-687-4040. '

Chief Clerk

LDC/mr

Enclosures



'MAILING LIST

Transit Mix Concrete & Materials COmpany
- Permit No. 80840 - -

FOR THE APPLICANT:

Matthew Hallmark, Environmental Manager
Transit Mix Corcrete & Materials Company
2525 North Stemmons Freeway .

Dallas, Texas 75207

INTERESTED PERSONS:

- See éttached list.

FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR:

Andrea Casey, Staff Attorney

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Environmental Law Division MC-173

P.O. Box 13087 . ,

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Mlke Gould, Techmcal Staff |

. Texas Commission on Environmental Quahty
Air Permits Division MC- 163

P.O. Box 13087.

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR OFFICE OF. PUBLIC ASSISTANCE: |

Bridget Bohac Director

Texas Commission on Environmental Quahty
Office of Public Assistance MC-108

P.O. Box 13087 _

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL:

Blas J. Coy, Jr., Attorney

Texas Commlssmn on Envir onmemal Quality
Public Interest Counsel MC-103

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR THE CHIEF CLERK:

LaDonna Castafiuela L
Texas Commission on Envnonmemal Quality

~Office of Chief Clerk MC- 105
- P.O.Box 13087 A
. Austin, Texas 78711-3087 .



JAMES ASHTON
1747 FAIR HAVEN CIR
KAUFMAN TX 75142

MICHAEL ASHTON
1771 FAIR HAVEN CIR
KAUFMAN TX 75142

THE HONORABLE BETTY BROWN

TX HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES DIST 4
PO BOX 2910

AUSTIN TX 78768-2910

BETTY BROWN

STATE REPRESENTATIVE DIST 4
POBOX 1477

TERRELL TX 75160

AARON & JENNIFER BYNUM
1695 FAIR HAVEN CIR
KAUFMAN TX 75142

BRIAN W CHAMBERS
6652 FM 1388
KAUFMAN TX 75142

THE HONORABLE ROBERT F DEUELL
ATTN MS CINDY BURKETT

PO BOX 12068

AUSTIN TX 78711-2068

WILLIAM FORTNER
MAYOR OF KAUFMAN
POBOX 351

KAUFMAN TX 75142

DIANE & FRANKIE GARCIA
1696 FAIR HAVEN CIR
KAUFMAN TX 75142

ROY GARDNER
1000 S BEND DR
KAUFMAN TX 75142

BRENT GENTZEL

302 S WASHINGTON ST
KAUFMAN TX 75142

ANNE GLASSCOCK
PO BOX 146
KAUFMAN TX 75142-0146

JOYCE HEATH
3260 E HWY 175
KAUFMAN TX 75142

LOGAN W HEATH
3260 E HWY 175
KAUFMAN TX 75142

LOUIS W HEATH
3260 EHWY 175
KAUFMAN TX 75142

KAREL HOLLOWAY
12245 AMY LN
TERRELL TX 75161

LINDA KAGY

SENATOR BOB DEUELL
STE 400

18601 LYNDON B JOHNSON FWY

MESQUITE TX 75150-5600

JENNIFER MCBRIDE -
STE A

3260 EHWY 175
KAUFMAN TX 75142

LANA MCCALLIE
POBOX 988
KAUFMAN TX 75142

MARCOS & MARGARITA MENDOZA.

6199 S FAIR RD
KAUFMAN TX 75142

W T SHAW
KAUFMAN SCHOOLS
9919 CR 158
KAUFMAN TX 75142 -

CURTIS SNOW
209 S WASHINGTON ST
KAUFMAN TX 75142-2006

KAREN & KEITH TORRES
6367FAIRRD '
KAUFMAN TX 75142

AMY & LARRY WALKER
1866 FAIR HAVEN CIR
KAUFMAN TX 75142

TODD WILLIAMS
1000 S HOUSTON ST
KAUFMAN TX 75142-2214
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT

The Execulive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the commission or
TCEQ) files this Response to Public Comment (Responsc) on the Standard Permit application and
Executive Director’s preliminary decision.

“As 1equuod by Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 55.156 [30 TAC § 55.156], before an
application is approved, the Executive Director prepares a response to all timely, relevant and
material, or sis*niﬁcam comments. The Office of Chief Clerk timely received comment letters from
the following pelsons Texas State Senator Robert Deuell, Texas State Representative Betty Brown,
BlyanW Chambers, Dr, Brent Gentzel, Curtis Snow, City Manager of the City of Kaufiman, Jennifer
McBride, Lana McCallie, Roy Garduer, Karel Holloway, Todd Williams, Superintendent of

Kaufman Independent School District, and Anne Glasscock, President of the Kaufman Chamber of

‘Commerce. In addition, a petition signed by twenty people was received. This Response addresses
all timely public comments received, whether or not withdrawn, If you need more information about
this permit application or the permitting process please call the TCEQ Office of Public Assistance at
1-800-687-4040.  General information about the TCEQ can be found at our website at
www.lceq.state.tx.us. ' ‘

BACKGROUND

Dc ,cuphon of I auhlv

Transit Mix Concrete & Materials Company has appl‘ied to the TCEQ for a Standard Permit under
Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), §382.05195. This permit will authorize the applicant to construct a

conerete batch plant (CBP). The facility is Jocated at 3372 US Highway 175 Kaufman, Kaufiman .
County. Contaminants authorized under this penmit include particulate matter including (but not

limited to) aggregate, cement, road dust, and particular matter less than 10 microns in diameter.

Procedural Backeround

Transit Mix applied to the TCEQ for an Air Quality Standard Permit for Concrete Batch Plants
authorization to construct a CBP. The TCEQ received the permit application on January 8, 2007,
and declared it administratively complele on January 23, 2007, The Notice of Receipt and Intent to
Obtain an Air Quality Permit (public notice) for this permit application was published on February 1,
2007, in the The Kaufman Herald. The Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision (NAPD)
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yas published on May 24, 2007, in the The Kaufiman Herald. The public meeting was held on June
26, 2007 in Kaufman, and a second public meeting was held on October 16, 2007, also in Kaufiman,
The public comment period ended on October 16, 2007. Since this application was administratively
complete after September 1, 1999, this action is subject to the procedural requirements adopted in
accordance with House Bill 801, 76th Legislature, 1999,

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

COMMENT 1: Air Quality and Health Concerns :

Commenters express concern that the particulate matter and other air emissions from the proposed
facility will adversely affect public health and air quality (McCallie, Gardner, Gentzel, Williams,
Glasscock, Holloway, McBride, Chambers). Commenters are specifically concerned about adverse
effects on children attending a dance studio within 300 feet of the proposed site, those living within
440 yards who have existing health problems, the nearby city water treatment plant, and nearby
Kaufman County Jail prisoners. They also express specific concern for the 4000 Kaufman
households residing directly downwind from the proposed site (Senator Deuell, Representative
Brown, Gardner, Holloway, Williams, Glasscock, Gentzel, McCaﬂie, McBride, Chambers, Snow).

RESPONSE 1: The technical requirements oonmned in the standard penmt are designed to ensure
that facilities oper ating under this Standard Permit are protective of human health and the
environment. The TCEQ developed the permit through an extensive plotcouveness review that
stipulated when a CBP was operating in accordance with the requirements and conditions of the
standard permit that all state and federal air quality standards should be met.

The proposed concrete batch plant is reviewed for the emission of particulate matter (PM). The
technical requirements contained in the standard permit are designed to ensure that facilities
operating under Standard Permit, Title 30 TAC § 116.611, achieve the.emission standards
determined to be protective of human health and the environment by the TCEQ protectiveness
review. The protectiveness review determined CBP facilities operating under the standard per mt

would meet the requirements of standards in effect at thc time, which were 400 gf/1313 (micrograms
per cubic meter) for an one- -hour period and 200 Hg/m for a three-hour period at the property line.
The review also determined emissions from facilities operating under a standard permit will meet the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for particulate matter with ’m aolody]clmlr

3
diameter of 10 microns or less (PMg; 150 pg/m’ for a 24-hour period and JOug/m anmually') and
applicable TCEQ toxicology and risk assessment health effects guidelines.

All facilities emitting PM from a generic CBP were considered in the development of the standard
permit. Emission rate calculations were based on emissions factors for CBPs found in the
Compilation of Air Pollutant Emission Factors Manual (AP-42) developed by the EPA. Since PM
and PM  were the only air contaminants of concern from these plants, the PM and PM A
ground-level concentration standards were used to delermine protectiveness as mentioned above.

| The annual standard was applicable at the time the standard permit was created, but has since been repealed. The
24-Jour standard for P, has not been repealed.
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These standards are based upon short-term and long-term health effects considerations, Using AP-42

factors, emissions were modeled to ensure all configurations would meet the NAAQS and other
standalds in effect, The ground-level concentration stand'uds are no longer in effect, however the
distance limitations established under those standards remain a part of the standard permit. The
distance limitations were established to ensure operation of a CBP would not adversely affect human
hecdt] and the environment, regardless of the configuration of the CBP.

The NAAQS are created by the United States Environmenial Protection Agency (EPA), and as
defined in the federal regulations (40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 50.2), include both
primary and secondary standards. The primary standards are those that the Administrator of the EPA A
determines are necessary, with an ad equate margin of safety, to protect the public health, including g
sensitive members of the population such as children, the elderly, and individuals with existing lung
or cardiovascular conditions, Secondary NAAQS are those that the Adnnmshatm determines are
necessary to protect the public welfare and the envir onment, including animals, crops, vegetation,
and bmlc[mgs from any known or antmpwted adverse affects associated with the presence of an air
contaminant in the ambient air, The NAAQS are set for the following criteria pollutants: ozone,
lead, carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen dioxide, and 1631311211316 lJanCLﬂ'i'LG matter. The
TCEQ has conducted a thorough review of this permit application to ensure it meets the
requirements of all applicable state and federal standards. Provided the CBP is operated within the
‘terms of the standard permit, adverse health effects are not expected. '

In addition to protecting health, the NAAQS are set to address welffue effects such as v1~31b1111y
reduction, crop damage, and material damage. Section 302(h) of the F edei "11 Clean Air Act (FCAA)
defines effects on Wolfne to include-effects on soils, water, crops, vegetation, manmade materials,

animals, W]]dhfe we ather , visibility and climate, damage to and deterioration of pr operty, hazards to
tr ansportcltlon and impacts to personal conifort and well-being, whether caused by tr cl]"leOllU’lhOl]

conversion, or combination with other air pollutants Because the emissions from this facility should
not cause an exceedance of the NAAQS, no impact to land, livestock, crops, or visibility is expected,

nor should emissionis interfere with the use and enjoyment of surrounding land The Secondary
NAAQS aie set below levels which would be expected to cause nuisance conditions (dust
accumulation, decreased visibility) or eye and throat irritation, and, ther efozo shoul dnot i 1m] pact the
quality of life of those hvmg near the ploposed f’lClllLy

Fur thc1mom ‘all facilities must com J]y with the Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA) and all TCEQ rules

-and regulations, including 30 TAC § 101.4, which prohibits a person from causing or maintaining a
nuisance. Specifically the rule states, “No person shall discharge from any source whatsoever one or
more air contaminants or combinations thereof, in sueh concentration and of such duration as are or
may tend to bem_]uuous to or to adversely affect human health or welfare, animal Jife, vegetation, or
property, or ‘as to interfere with the normal'use and enjoyment of animal life, vegetation, or
‘property.” Based on the commission’s experience regulating these types of facilities, they can be
operated withott causing a nuisance problem, provided the facilities are operated in compliance with
the terms and conditions of the permit.

Individuals are encouraged to report any concerns about nuisance issues or suspected noncompliance
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with terms of any permit or other environmental regulation by contacting Lhc TCEQ Regional Office
at 817-588-5800, or by calling the 24-hour toll-free Environmental Complaints Hotline at 1-888-777-
3186. Ifthe facility is found to be out of compliance with the terms and conditions of the permit, it
will be subject to possible enforcement action. Citizen-collected evidence may be used in such an
action. See 30 TAC § 70.4, Enforcement Action Using Information Provided by Private Individual,
for details on gathering and reporting such evidence. The TCEQ has long had procedures in place
for accepling environmental complaints from the general public but now has a iew tool for bringing
potential environmental problems to light. Under the citizen-collected evidence program, individuals
can provide information on possible violations of environmental law and the information can be used
by the TCEQ to pursue enforcement. In this program, citizens can become involved and may
eventually testify at a hearing or trial concerning the violation. For additional information, see the
TCEQ publication, “Do You Want to Report an Environmental Problem? Do You Have Information
or Bvidence?” This booklet is available in English and Spanish from the TCEQ Publications office
at 512-239-0028, and may be downloaded from the agency website at www.tceq.state. tx.us (under
Publications, search for docuinent no. 278).

COMMENT 2: Location of Facility
Commenters express concermns regarding location of 1he site and its close proximity to the Kaufiman

City limits (McCallie, Gardner, Gentzel, Williams, Glasscock, Holloway, McBride, Chambers).
Commenter states there are other sites located in Kaufman County that are more appropriate for this
type of facility. The facility should be located in an industrial zone and not in an area where it will
be surrounded by existing and future residential areas. Commenters further state that although this
site is currently located in the Extr aterritorial Jurisdiction, this area is being considered for
annexation where the Clty s zoning Jaws would apply (Snow}

RESPONSE 2 T he TCEQ’s jurisdiction is CSiclbl]thd bythe TCAA and is limited to the issues set
forth in statute. Accordingly, the TCEQ does not have jurisdiction to consider facility location
choices made by an applicant when determining whether to approve or deny a permit application.
Zoning and land use are beyond the authority of the TCEQ for consideration when reviewing air
“applications and such issues should be directed to local officials. As discussed in detail above, the
standard permit has been designed to ensure that facilities operating under Title 30 TAC § 116.611
~achieve the emissions standards determined to be protective of human health and the environment by
the TCEQ protectiveness review, As discussed in Response 1, the air emissions from concrete batch
plants operating under the standard per mit have been modclod and shown to meet the existing state

and federal requirements.

C@MMTFNT 3: Water Quality
Commenters are concerned about the effects the facility will have on water q uality, specifically the

tributaries that feed into the Trinity River, Kings Creek or Cedar Creek Lake (McBride, Chambers).

RESPONSE 3: This is an air quality permit application and water quality is outside the scope of this
review. However, as discussed above, the secondary NAAQS have been established to protect
public welfare and the environment. Since the results of the air modeling performed m the
development of the standard permit are below levels of concern under state and federal standards,
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emissions from the proposed facility are not expected to adversely impact water, vegetation, or
animals in the area. Depending on the nature of the facility’s operations, the Applicant may be
reguired to apply for separate permits that regulate other media, such as water quality.

COMMENT 4: Regulations

Commc,nlm e pl esses concem that thu are 1o Jefru]zmons in place that would 10qm1c the operator
to pave all roads and parking surf; aces, maintain a properly clean site and to ensure the o peration will
not be a nuisance or hca] th hazard to the sul_J.oundJ.ng res 1d(,ntm] and rétail areas (Snow).

ESPOINS L 4: The standard pcmm requirements for peuncmont pl’mts are all cnhy ancl exltloads
and main traffic routes associated with the opelatlon of the concrete batch plant (including batch
r uck and material delivery truck roads) be paved with a cohesive hard surface that can be maintained
intact and be cleaned. All batch truck and material delivery trucks shall remain on paved surface
when entering, conduction primary function, and.leaving the property. Other traffic areas on site
“must cither be paved, covered with roofing shingles, tire chips, treated with dust-suppressant
chemicals, or watered. The standard permit also requires that spillage of m aterials used in the batch
shall be immediately cleaned up and contained or dampened so that dust emissions are mnule(‘d

- Furthermore, all facilities must comply with the Texas Clean Air Act (T CAA) and all TCEQ rules
and regulations, including 30 TAC § 101.4, which prohibits a  person from causing 01 mamhmmg a
nuisance. See Response 1 for more 1nf01111at1011

COMMENT 5: Dust Control

Commenter expresses concern that there are no apphcab]e bmldmg codes, buﬂdlnor standards or
zoning laws that would require the operator to build a site that would 11111111]1176 dust from leaving the
site (Snow). :

RESPONSE 5: The TCAA and TCEQ 1ulus require an evaluation of air quality permit applications
to determine whether the facility will utilize Best Available Control Technolog y (BACT) and
whether adverse effects to public health, general welfare, or physm'ﬂ plopr*rty may result from a
facility’s proposed emissions. T he standard permit was developed with consideration of BACT and
predicted health and welfare impacts. BACT is the imp plementation of control measures that are
designed to minimize the level of emissions from specific sources at a facility with consideration
given 1o the tcchmccﬂ pr a(,hmbjhly r].ﬂd BCONOIMIC 1ec1sonc1blcncss of reducing or c]nmncumg

emissions. .

The primary control measures applied to this facility are: all dry material storage silos and the weigh
hopper shall be equipped with a fabric filter or cartridge filter or vented to a fabric or cartridge filter -

system desjgned to meet at least 0.01 outlet grain loading (grains/dry standard cubic foot), and all
silos shall be eqm])pcd with andible or visual warning devices to prevent overloading. The truck
drop will be equipped with a suction shroud and vented to a fabric or cartridge filter system with a
minimum of 4,000 actual cubic feel per minute of air. The stockpiles will be sprinkled with water to
reduce fugitive emissions, and dust emissions from all in-plant r oads and traffic areas associated with
the operation of the concrete batch plant must be minimized at all times by either sprinkling water,
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treating them with dust-suppressant chemicals, or paving them with a cohesive hard surface that is
maintained intact and cleaned. To reduce the nuisance potential, the standard permit includes
property line setbacks to provide buffer zones and restrictions on visible fugitive emissions..

COMMENT 6: Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use Plan
Commenter expresses concern that the use of the site being considered for a permit is in conflict with
the City of Kaufman’s Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use Plan (Snow).

RESPONSE 6: The issuance of an air permit authorization would not override any local laws or
ordinances which may require further review by local authorities. However, the TCEQ does not
have zoning authority nor does it make determinations on impacts to surrounding land values.

COMMENT 7: Compliance History
Commenter asks how many violations the company has at all its sites in the past, to better understand

“how this facility will affect the neighborhood (Snow).

RESPONSE 7: During the technical review, a compliance history review of the company and the
site is conducted based on the criteria in Title 30, Chapter 60 of the Texas Administrative Code
(TAC). The compliance history for the company and site is 1ev1ewed for the five-year period prior to
the date the permit application was 1ece1vcd ~

A company and site may have one of the following classifications and ratings:

High: rating < 0.10 ‘ '

Average by Default: rating 3.01

Average: 0.10 <rating < 45

Poor: 45 <rating
This site has a rating of 3.01 and a classification of Average by Default. The company rating and
classification, which is the average of the ratings for all sites the company owns, is 2,77 and
Average. The compliance history is always available to the public. The compliance history may
be viewed on the TCEQ website at
http://www teeq state.tx. us/compliance/enforcement/history/get_list.html
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(‘HANGES MADE IN RE JPONSE TO COMMENT

No chcmues have been made to the Ex ocutlvc Dm,dm S )161111111]211)' deielmmmon that the
application meets the requirements for permit issuance.

- Respectfully submitted, -
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Glenn Shankle, Executive Director
Stephanie Bergeron, Director
Office of Legal Services

Robert Martinez, Director
Environmental Law Division

%\d peq

ATidrea Casey, Staff Attefn Y
Environmental Law Divisign
State Bar No. 24050390

P.O. Box 13087, MC 173
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

 REPRESENTING THE
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE
TEXAS COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
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