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I would like to ask the TCEQ to reconsider the decision to permit the
discharge plant on Rucker Creek in Northeast Hood County. This location
and discharge area of the plant into Lake Granbury would be detrimental to
lake front property in Lakewood Hills and Mallard Pointe sub-divisions and
possibly Lake Granbury. Lake Granbury is in a Water Shed protection
study with Federal funds and would like to see the outcome of this study
before going forward. I feel that an alternative plan is very reachable with
the City of Granbury to tie this sub-division into the wastewater treatment
plant in Granbury. Hood County has had packaging plants in Southern
Hood Co., which have failed and resulted in sewage and contamination into
Lake Granbury. I feel the municipality of the City of Granbury will outlive
any private plant and continue to update technology to better contain and
control wastewater and keep Lake Granbury clean and safe.

Please advise of any hearings or public meetings so that Hood County can be
represented and residents can be heard. We need to find a safer and better

solution to this discharge area.
Sincerely

et

~ Steve F Berry
Hood Co. Commissionér Pct. 4

Cc-K. Averitt. State Senator
J. Keffer, State Representative
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\E/ I wish to provide formal oral comments.
O I wish to provide formal written comments at tonight’s public meeting.
o (Written comments may be submitted at any time during the meeting)
Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you.
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STEVE F. BERRY
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HOOD COUNTY
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
TPDES Permit #WQ0014754001
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Sirs

I represent Pct 4 in Hood County in the area of this discharge permit area and strongly oppose the

Permit being issued. T am writing to you to advise my intentions to continue to oppose and attempt through
hearings and Senator Averitt’s office and Jim Keffer’s office to stop the permitting of the above issue.

Please continue to advise me of hearing dates and locations to which I can be present to voice my concerns

and have County representation.

Thank you

''''''''' ~ T A G

Sfeve Berry
Hood Co. Commissioner Pct 4
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June 4, 2007
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C/O Michael Redda
Permit number—WQO0014754-001

I'am raising concern about the above permit on the proposed wastewater
treatment plant that will discharge into Rucker Creek. "

[ 'am Hood County Commissioner Pct 4 and the area in which this plant
would be located is in my jurisdiction. I have received many letters and
calls with comments regarding the lake safety and pollution levels of Lake
Granbury. Iam very concerned with regards to the Lake Granbury Water
Shed study and funding through grants received with help from
Congressman Chet Edwards that we need more time and studies on this
proposed sight. ‘

It should be known that FEMA and the Brazos River Authority are working
on a new 100 year flood plain study for Lake Granbury and parts of Rucker
Creek which will be the area of dispersal for water and this should be
finished with in the year. ‘

I'have other concerns for the area that relate to my job in which this new
development is located, such as increased drainage issues and runoff due to
350 added houses in subdivision. The increased traffic in the area of M&M
Ranch Road and the safety of traffic due to un-gated railroad crossing with
in half mile of this area.
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I feel the residents of Mallard Pointe and Lake Wood Hills sub-divisions
which are in the Rucker Creek area have genuine concerns for the safety of
there children and grand children as well as wildlife issues. | request that
you hear the concerns of the residents.

Sincerely -

Steve Berry
Hood County Com
Granbury Texas

1ssioner Pct 4
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C/O Michael Redda \
Permit number—WQ0014754-001 o

I am raising concern about the above permit on the proposed wastewater
treatment plant that will discharge into Rucker Creek.

I am Hood County Commissioner Pct 4 and the area in which this plant
would be located 1s in my jurisdiction. I have received many letters and
calls with comments regarding the lake safety and pollution levels of Lake
Granbury. Iam very concerned with regards to the Lake Granbury Water
Shed study and funding through grants received with help from
Congressman Chet Edwards that we need more time and studies on this
proposed sight.

It should be known that FEMA and the Brazos River Authority are working
on a new 100 year flood plain study for Lake Granbury and parts of Rucker
Creek which will be the area of dispersal for water and this should be
finished with in the year.,

I have other concerns for the area that relate to my job in which this new
development is located, such as increased drainage issues and runoff due to
350 added houses in subdivision. The increased traffic in the area of M&M
Ranch Road and the safety of traffic due to un-gated railroad crossing with
in half mile of this area.




I feel the residents of Mallard Pointe and Lake Wood Hills sub-divisions
which are in the Rucker Creek area have genuine concerns for the safety of
there children and grand children as well as wildlife issues. I request that
you hear the concerns of the residents.

Sincerely

Steve Berry

Hood County Commissioner Pct 4
Granbury Texas




March 7, 2008

Ms. LaDonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk

TECQ, MC-105 ' LD

P. O. Box 13087 o o e

Austin, Texas 78711-3087 S0 L

Dear Ms. Castanuela: : Ey
;i:\J [

RE: Aqua Utilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001 i:'; e
T -
-1 4;3

This letter is to advise you that we have some serious concerns regardmg@_ﬁ%e
issuance of the subject permit to Aqua Utilities, Inc. We respectfully request a .
Contested Case Hearing. Having purchased a home on Lake Granbury, we believe we
have certain rights as property owners:

1. the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove any time
that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of the water and our health
2. the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek and cove is not
meeting the standards for contact recreation
3. the right to maintain our property values
4. the right to share the fun lake activities with our family and friends without the
fear of iliness caused by a “endangered’ lake

We are raising the following objections and hope that you will give careful and
unbiased consideration to these objections:

Response 6:

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96.
We assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to
be good enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker
Creek Cove without limits.

Response 12:

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the
health and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspended solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test
there will be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the TSS limits
before the next sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with 900,000
gallons of water discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our
neighborhood. | do not know the length of time between taking the sample and
getting a laboratory response back to the operator, so we have assumed same
day.results. Testing by the BRA has already shown bacteria concentrations
above the level for safe contact recreation, Continuing, when the operator tests
and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify the TCEQ. So
ends the notification. If our children or grandchildren have been in the creek
during that six-day window they could become sick or even die because we were
not told. No amount of money saved by the developer is enough to compensate
for iliness or death of a child.




The requirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.

Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake
Granbury do not contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several coves and
canals have bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker
Creek and Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above
the level for contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the
upstream or main stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated
wastewater would be diluted by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not
result in a level of bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is
proposed to discharge into Rucker Creek.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating
that no collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the TCEQ
is willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to
calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
existence of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the
location?

Response 21:

The accuracy of the applicant’s response seems suspect. As of March 6, 2008,
Mr. Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact from the
applicant, with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the
intersection of Old Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how is he able to provide valid
information on the costs to connect to the city sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that
the time for permit to place a sewer line under the railroad is weeks not 18 months as
given by the applicant in their letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the
applicant is providing false information to the TCEQ. At what point does the TCEQ deny
this permit and require the applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this
discharge permit? If the Texas Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a
disposal well in Hood County why is the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing?

Response 28:

The applicant allegedly provided false information on the permit application, by
indicating that Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near
Rucker Creek can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the
public meeting. We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we
do not understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the
permit application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant
either does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing
misleading or false information.

Response 24.

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if
properly operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for
filters. The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the
facility? With an investment of over $500,000 in our home and property, the terms “ the
facility should” and “if properly operated” are not sufficient to give us “peace of mind” that



this large investment will be protected. It seems that we are putting our home equity into
the hands of some unidentified person or company who has no interest in maintaining
the value of our homes. .

We respectfully request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and
other issues that are in the comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater
treatment systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has
reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are
commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropy! or rubbing alcohol),
Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
Methanol/Alcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold
tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.
All of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of
Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package
plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
fro|r|n a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000
gallons.

Because of this latest information we request én immediate denial of this TPDES
permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health and
welfare of all residents of Hood County.

Sincerely,
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/" Sandra Carson ' Ray’Carson

Ray and Sandra Carson
713 Pintail Court
Granbury, TX 76049
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The Honorable, Chet Edwards (s N
115 South Main Street, Suite 202 By ) \

Cleburne, TX 76033

RE: REQUEST FOR PUBLIC HEARING

Dear Sir/Madam;

I’m a resident (nine-year) of Mallard Pointe, a subdivision having lake access via
“Rucker Creek” an official impact area concerning the proposed wastewater treatment
plant being considered to treatment residential wastewater discharged from
approximately 700 new homes to be constructed (Phases I-IIT) within Hood Counties
planned Nolan Park subdivision project.

Living along the shores of “Rucker Creek” during the past nine years, [ have clearly
observed a decline in water quality, increased silt-sediment, decreased oxygen, increased
odor, golden algae blooms and fish kills and thus remain very concerned about
implementing measures to protect water quality in the watershed.

In which case, I respectively request TCEQ hold a public hearing regarding the proposed
project, providing an opportumty for affected stakeholders and residents to be heard
while being informed concerning the level treatment (i.e., BOD, COD, TSS, Nitrogen and
Phosphorus etc) requirements being implemented via the TCEQ proposed facility
discharge permit. For these reasons, the Brazos River Authority continues conducting
lake sampling to identify non-point sources of pollution in order to control golden algae
via implementation of a comprehensive Water Shed Protection and Management Plan.

As the TCEQ legislative mandate is to protect environmental quality and water quality
within the State of Texas, I remain confident that public hearing shall be scheduled in
order for the agency to achieve their program objectives.

Thanks in advance for taking action to request a public hearing. In this way, the concerns
of the developer and public can be addressed to develop a wastewater treatment system
that does not prohibit new home construction in Hood County, but simply protects our
most precious natural resource “Lake Granbury” water quality for continued recreational
use.

Warmest regards, i

o
o
el

Mark D. Clark, Ph.D. : Croon
1905 Wigeon St., Granbury, TX 76049 o
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I wish to provide formal written comments at tonight’s public meeting.
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TO: Office of the Chief Clerk

Ref; Aqua Utilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove an

time that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of the water. o 2
0 =

d P}

“We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek ddve any

time that we wish, without having concerns about our health. - -3
I )

i o

We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek anel cove
is not meeting the standards for contact recreation. <=
: O o

We should have the right to maintain our property value. M

=i

Our home is not on the water but is accross the street from the water and our boat slip
that would be affected. ‘

We are raising objections to:

Response 6:

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96. We
assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be
good enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek
Cove without limits.

Response 12:

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the health
and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspend solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there will
be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the TSS limits before the next
sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with 900,000 gallons of water
discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our neighborhood. | do not know
the length of time between taking the sample and getting a laboratory response back to
the operator, so we have assumed same day results. Testing by the BRA has already
shown bacteria concentrations above the level for safe contact recreation. Continuing,
when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify
the TCEQ. So ends the notification. If our children or grandchildren have been in the
~ creek during that six-day window they could become sick or even die because we were
not told. No amount of money saved by the developer.is enough to compensate for
iliness or death of a child.

The requirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001,

Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at théupstream and main stem of Lake Granbury do
not contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several coves and canals have
bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker Creek and




Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above the level
for contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be
diluted by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of
bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed fo
discharge into Rucker Creek. ' s

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that no
collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the TCEQ is
willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to
calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
existence of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the
location?

Response 21:

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As March 6, 2008, Mr.
Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact from the applicant,
with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the intersection of Old
Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how can he provide valid information on the costs to
connect to the city sewer system? Mr, Cox also reports that the time for permit to place
a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as given by the applicant in their
letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the applicant is providing false
information to the TCEQ. Atwhat point does the TCEQ deny this permit and require the
applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this discharge permit?- If the Texas
Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why is
the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing?

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that
Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek
can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the public meeting.
We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we do not
understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the permit
application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant either
‘does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing
misleading or false information.

Response 24:

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if properly
operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for filters.
The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the facility?
“The facility should” with an investment of nearly $500,000 in our home and property, we
do not want that investment put at risk for a "if properly operated” or a “facility should”.
No one should be required to put that amount of collateral in the hands of some
unidentified person or company.

We request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and other issues that are
in the comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has
reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are



commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol),
Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
Methanol/Alcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold
tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.
All of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of
Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package
plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
from a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000

- gallons,

Because of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this TPDES
permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the heaith
and welfare of all residents of Hood County.

We are concerned that the State of Texas would consider allowing the dumping of
any wastewater into its lakes when there is a better alternative. The better
alternative, in this case, is for Nolan Park to attach to the City of Granbury's sewer
system, which is within 2000-2500 feet. In our opinion, if the TCEQ allows the
Nolan Park treatment plant to be built, the TCEQ and the State of Texas show
the;; do not care about the pollution of Lake Granbury, contrary to what they
profess.

R.B. Coleman

Vickie Coleman
2002 Green Wing Dr.
Granbury Tx. 76049
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May 26, 2007

Office of the Chief Clerk
MCI105

TCEQ

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Re: Proposed TPDES Permit #WQ0014754001
Rucker Creek pending Waste Water Treatment Plant

A wastewater treatment plant is being proposed that would discharge into Rucker Creek in the
vicinity of M & M Ranch Road. The plant will serve Nolan Park. Based on information in the
application for a discharge permit the plant will be constructed in phases and will ultimately
discharge 150,000 gallons per day serving 350 homes..

Our home and numerous others line the banks of Rucker Creek. Rucker Creek is an integral part of
Lake Granbury, a beautiful lake 30 miles southwest of Ft Worth, which among other things serves the
recreational needs of a large surrounding area and supports the city of Granbury itself.

Our concerns are for the Rucker Creek water quality, The amount of flow in the creek is frequently
low or even zero; therefore, the flow in Rucker Creek will predominately be wastewater during
certain periods of the year. Under these conditions, the treated wastewater could greatly reduce the
dissolved oxygen in Rucker Creek. Reduced oxygen is unhealthy for fish and other wildlife and may
result in offensive odors. The other extreme of Rucker Creek is flooding, as has occurred in the past
two years. Flooding would flush any build-up of contaminants residing upstream into the cove and
creek areas that are inhabited. The nitrogen and phosphorous in the wastewater may cause increased
algae and aquatic weed growth; this is of particular concern with regard to the golden algae already
observed in Rucker Creek. Excessive algae growth causes water quality problenas killing the fish and
can cause the water to be unsafe for swimming. The potential for a discharge of bacteria is another
significant concern since Rucker Creek is used for swimming. Also, an increase in aquatic weeds
could be a problem to boating and fishing.

In addition to swimming, property owners downstream of the proposed treatment plant use the water
from Rucker Creek for the irrigation of lawns and landscapes. Since the flow in Rucker Creek will
largely be wastewater during dry periods, the constituents in the wastewater will likely come in
contact with people and pets that are exposed to irrigation water. In addition, wastewater plants often
emit offensive odors. Odors leaving the plant will significantly impact property values and the
quality of life within the sutrounding area and will be offensive to customers of businesses in the
vicinity, as well as to those who drive by the treatment plant area.” We personally have lived with this
condition in another city and it is deplorable.

The most favorable solution is for the area served to convey its wastewater to the City of Granbury
waste water system. This option is dependent upon the City’s having the capacity and being
agreeable to accepting the wastewater. Another less desirable option would be for the treatment
plant to provide a very high level of treatment with respect to (1) removing materials from the waste-
water that would otherwise cause the oxygen in Rucker Creek to be reduced , (2) controlling
phosphorous and nitrogen levels so as to discourage algae and aquatic weed growth, (3) killing all
harmful bacteria, (4) eliminating all offensive odors, and (5) ensuring against any mishaps. In
addition to providing high levels of treatment, the plant operator should be required to routinely draw
samples from Rucker Creek and test it in order to determine the effect of the discharged waste water



on the water quality. Of course all of the sampling and testing would be monitored by the strict rules
set forth by TCEQ.

We are exiremely concerned about the effect of the proposed treatment plant on property values.
What will happen to home values as Rucker Creek becomes known as a dumping ground for human
excrement?! In short, we are opposed to the issuance of the proposed discharge permit and request a
public hearing on the matter. Please include us on your mailing list for future notifications in this

regard.,

)
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“ Mr. and Mrs Richard N. Eldred
1915 Green Wing Dr.
Granbury, TX 76049
817-573-1338

cc: Judge Andy Rash
Mayor David Southern
Commissioner Steve Berry
The Honorable Kip Evert
The Honorable Chet Edwards
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I wish to provide formal written comments at tonight’s public meeting.

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

Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you.
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Re: Proposed TPDES Permit #WQ0014754001
Rucker Creek pending Waste Water Treatment Plant

A wastewater treatment plant is being proposed that would discharge into Rucker Creek Ei@he &
vicinity of M & M Ranch Road. The plant will serve Nolan Park. Based on informationfiijthe ..,
application for a discharge permit the plant will be constructed in phases and will ultimatgf.g/ 2
discharge 150,000 gallons per day setving 350 homes. B2 o

A Ci~
Our home and numerous others line the banks of Rucker Creek. Rucker Creek is an intégral part.of
Lake Granbury, a beautiful lake 30 miles southwest of Ft ‘Worth, which among other thix@% servedthe ™
recreational needs of a large surrounding area and supports the city of Granbury itself, =o v

[} =
Our concerns are for the Rucker Creek water quality. The amount of flow in the creek is frequenitty
low or even zero; therefore, the flow in Rucker Creek will predominately be wastewater during
certain periods of the year. Under these conditions, the treated wastewater could greatly reduce the
dissolved oxygen in Rucker Creek. Reduced oxygen is unhealthy for fish and other wildlife and may
result in offensive odors. The other extreme of Rucker Creek is flooding, as has occurred in the past
two years. Flooding would flush any build-up of contaminants residing upstream into the cove and
creek areas that are inhabited. The nitrogen and phosphorous in the wastewater may cause increased
algae and aquatic weed growth; this is of particular concern with regard to the golden algae already
observed in Rucker Creek. Excessive algae growth causes water quality problems killing the fish and
can cause the water to be unsafe for swimming. The potential for a discharge of bacteria is another
significant concern since Rucker Creek is used for swimming. Also, an increase in aquatic weeds
could be a problem to boating and fishing.

In addition to swimming, property owners downstream of the proposed treatment plant use the water
from Rucker Creek for the irrigation of lawns and landscapes. Since the flow in Rucker Creek will:
largely be wastewater during dry periods, the constituents in the wastewater will likely come in
contact with people and pets that are exposed to irrigation water. In addition, wastewater plants often
emit offensive odors, Odors leaving the plant will significantly impact property values and the
quality of life within the surrounding area and will be offensive to customers of businesses in the
vicinity, as well as to those who drive by the treatment plant area. We personally have lived with this
condition in another city and it is deplorable.



The most favorable solution is for the area served to convey its wastewater to the City of Granbury
waste water system. This option is dependent upon the City’s having the capacity and being
agreeable to accepting the wastewater. Another less desirable option would be for the treatment
plant to provide a very high level of treatment with respect to (1) removing materials from the waste-
water that would otherwise cause the oxygen in Rucker Creek to be reduced , (2) controlling
phosphorous and nitrogen levels so as to discourage algae and aquatic weed growth, (3) killing all
harmful bacteria, (4) eliminating all offensive odors, and (5) ensuring against any mishaps. In
addition to providing high levels of treatment, the plant operator should be required to routinely draw
samples from Rucker Creek and test it in order to determine the effect of the discharged waste water
on the water quality. Of course all of the sampling and testing would be monitored by the strict rules
set forth by TCEQ.

We are extremely concerned about the effect of the proposed treatment plant on property values.
What will happen to home values as Rucker Creek becomes known as a dumping ground for human
excrement?! In short, we are opposed to the issuance of the proposed discharge permit.

Sincerely,

Mr. and Mrs. Richard N. Eldred
1915 Green Wing Dr.
Granbury, TX 76049
817-573-1338
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Re: Proposed TPDES Permit #WQ0014754001
Rucker Creek pending Waste Water Treatment Plant

A wastewater treatment plant is being proposed that would discharge into Rucker Creek in the
vicinity of M & M Ranch Road. The plant will serve Nolan Park. Based on information in the
application for a discharge permit the plant will be constructed in phases and will ultimately
discharge 150,000 gallons per day serving 350 homes. '

Our home and numerous others line the banks of Rucker Creek. Rucker Creek is an integral part of
Lake Granbury, a beautiful lake 30 miles southwest of Ft Worth, which among other things serves the
recreational needs of a large surrounding area and supports the city of Granbury itself.

Our concerns are for the Rucker Creek water quality. The amount of flow in the creek is frequently
low or even zero; therefore, the flow in Rucker Creek will predominately be wastewater during
certain periods of the year, Under these conditions, the treated wastewater could greatly reduce the
dissolved oxygen in Rucker Creek. Reduced oxygen is unhealthy for fish and other wildlife and may
result in offensive odors.- The other extreme of Rucker Creek is flooding, as has occurred in the past
two years. Flooding would flush any build-up of contaminants residing upstream into the cove and
creek areas that are inhabited. The nitrogen and phosphorous in the wastewater may cause increased
algae and aquatic weed growth; this is of particular concern with regard to the golden algae already
observed in Rucker Creek. Excessive algae growth causes water quality problems killing the fish and
can cause the water to be unsafe for swimming. The potential for a discharge of bacteria is another
significant concern since Rucker Creek is used for swimming. Also, an increase in aquatic weeds
could be a problem to boating and fishing,

In addition to swimming, property owners downstream of the proposed treatment plant use the water
from Rucker Creek for the irrigation of lawns and landscapes. Since the flow in Rucker Creek will
largely be wastewater during dry periods, the constituents in the wastewater will likely come in
contact with people and pets that are exposed to irrigation water. In addition, wastewater plants often
emit offensive odors. Odors leaving the plant will significantly impact property values and the
quality of life within the surrounding area and will be offensive to customers of businesses in the
vicinity, as well as to those who drive by the treatment plant area. We personally have lived with this
condition in another city and it is deplorable.

The most favorable solution is for the area served to convey its wastewater to the City of Granbury
waste water system. This option is dependent upon the City’s having the capacity and being
agreeable to accepting the wastewater. Another less desirable option would be for the treatment
plant to provide a very high level of treatment with respect to (1) removing materials from the waste-
water that would otherwise cause the oxygen in Rucker Creek to be reduced , (2) controlling

. phosphorous and nitrogen levels so as to discourage algae and aquatic weed growth, (3) killing all
harmful bacteria, (4) eliminating all offensive odors, and (5) ensuring against any mishaps. In
addition to providing high levels of treatment, the plant operator should be required to routinely draw
samples from Rucker Creek and test it in order to determine the effect of the discharged waste water



on the water quality. Of course all of the sampling and testing would be monitored by the strict rules
set forth by TCEQ. )

We are extremely concerned about the effect of the proposed treatment plant on property values.
What will happen to home values as Rucker Creek becomes known as a dumping ground for human
excrement?! In short, we are opposed to the issuance of the proposed discharge permit and request a
public hearing on the matter. Please include us on your mailing list for future notifications in this

regard.

Sincerely,

M. and Mrs. Richard N. Eldred
1915 Green Wing Dr.
Granbury, TX 76049
817-573-1338

cc: Judge Andy Rash
Mayor David Southern
Commissioner Steve Berry
The Honorable Kip Evert _
The Honorable Chet Edwards



) ﬁl QP A
March 5, 2008 ‘{w 0

AR 5 Gy Tail
LaDonna Castanuela, //g{ 08 1R - T
' N 0os 08
Chief Clerk By A S— )
TCEQ MC-105 | O CHIEF CLERKS orFjop
P.0. Box 13087 WA
Austin, Texas 78711-3037 ‘ sLI1A0

Re: Aqua Utilities, Inc. TPDES Permit.No. WQ0014754001
| object to the Executive Director’s approval of the above referenced permit application.

| request reconsideration of the Executive Director’s decision since the detailed issues
presented by parties at the October 16, 2007, hearing have been neither adequately nor
completely addressed. Indeed, it appears that many responses are, at best, an
application of minimum standards and minimum interest by the TCEQ. Examples
include:

It's not the TCEQ's problem: Responses #3, #9, #18 and #21.
It's up to the individual property owner to report detrimental impact and/or take
individual legal action: Responses #4, #6, #9, #18 and #29.

Lastly, Response #21 is either an insult to our intelligence or an indictment of the
Executive Director’s lack of managerial oversight, financial acumen and political
objectivity. The simple fact that the TCEQ relies on information from the applicant
without its own subsequent validation and analyses of that information is a dereliction of
its duty to the public’s trust and welfare.

In summary, the whole of the significant concerns raised by the protestants is much
greater than the sum of the parts. The Executive Director must apply the most rigorous
assessment possible to the Aqua Utilities application to adequately understand the
consequences of his decision on not only the formal protestants but also all users of
Rucker Creek,qnd Lake Granbury.

Sincerely,

Granbury, TX 76049
817-573-3363
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Re: Aqua Utilities, Inc. TPDES Permit No. WQO0014754001
| object to the Executive Director’s approval of the above referenced permit application.

| request reconsideration of the Executive Director’s decision since the detailed issues

- presented by parties at the October 16, 2007, hearing have been neither adequately nor
completely addressed. Indeed, it appears that many responses are, at best, an
application of minimum standards and minimum interest by the TCEQ. Examples
include:

It's not the TCEQ's problem: Responses #3, #9, #18 and #21.
It's up to the individual property owner to report detrimental impact and/or take
individual legal action: Responses #4, #6, #9, #18 and #29.

Lastly, Response #21 is either an insult to our intelligence or an indictment of the
Executive Director’s lack of managerial oversight, financial acumen and political
objectivity. The simple fact that the TCEQ relies on information from the applicant
without its own subsequent validation and analyses of that information is a dereliction of
its duty to the public’s trust and welfare.

In summary, the whole of the significant concerns raised by the protestants is much
greater than the sum of the parts. The Executive Director must apply the most rigorous
assessment possible to the Aqua Utilities application to adequately understand the
consequences of his decision on not only the formal protestants but also all users of
Rucker Creek and Lake Granbury.

Sincerely,
Dol Apvurey

Rachel Ferrero

2003 Green Wing Drive
Granbury, TX 76049
817-573-3363
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form
Tuesday, October 16, 2007

" Agua Utilities, Inc.
Pr_oposed Permit

TPDES WQ0014754001 qci e o00]
T
PLEASE PRINT: |
Name: [ ZACE Fepecrac (pregee, i, ear o4 ~
Address: 20 Q 2 @ﬂm/ i Drive A/Wé//\ﬁ{i* /
ciysite GLAVBUAT T w6047

Phone: ( 75/7 )é 7’? 7 ’7’{ TD

% Please add me to the mailing list.

Are you here today representing a municipality, leglslator, agency, or group? (/BYes (J No
If yes, which one? / ALLAIED / P)/ W7

ms 09
© T 022y
IF YOU WANT TO GIVE FORMAL COMMENT PLEASE v BELOW & 2227
’ . . C"D o £
O I wish to provide formal oral comments. i

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

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

Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you




Hello, my name is Rachel Ferrero. Five years ago my
family moved to Granbury and we were very excited that
we would live on Rucker Creek. Every day, all year
round, we fish, canoe, swim and enjoy the aquatic and
other wildlife on Rucker Creek. | even have ducks that
feed at our dock. If you allow the HUMAN WASTE plant
to empty into Rucker Creek, my ducks will leave. And if
you allow sewage to run through our creek, my parents
will no longer allow me to come in contact with the
water. I'm sure this is the same for any other family with

children.

Now | know that many of you know about the E. Coli
pollution and golden algae in our lake. Maybe you just
ignore it because you don’t think that it's directly related
to you. But think of it this way. Any time you jump info
our creek and accidentally swallow a bit of water.....well,
| think that you can finish that thought on your own.
Doesn’t it give you a really nasty feeling thinking about
it like that? |

S0 please deny this permit for all our sakes. Thank you.
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Phil and Tracey Ferrero
Mallard Pointe on Lake Granbury
2003 Green Wing Drive
Granbury, TX 76049

£ T e Q
Office of the Chief Clerk e J{J
‘Texas Commission on Environmental Quality = l,'
MC105
- P. O. Box 13087 - | : 3 e
Austin, TX 78711-3087 ?r: ] ‘_y

RE: Sewer Treatment Plant, Proposed Permit Number W(Q00147544001

Dear 5Sir,

The proposed sewer treatment plant (Proposed Permit Number
WQ00147544001) cannot discharge into Rucker Creek, Hood County,
Texas. The reasons are obvious and indisputable:

The water in Rucker Creek is already tainted by E coli. The Brazos River
Authority (BRA) is testing Rucker Creek and its cove for water quality
(Attachment A). This testing is ongoing and was initiated in September
2006. Two locations are being tested: Site 70021 is located in the cove near
the Mallard Pointe boat slips, public area and swim beach. Site 70022 is
located in Rucker Creek itself. Both of these sites have tested above the E
coli limits for contact recreation. Moreover, recent results show that the
level of E coli is increasing, especially for site 70022. This area of the lake is
in our backyard, where we play; furthermore, it is where fisherman
throughout the area enjoy their sport. How could one logically or
intentionally add further issues to this already environmentally sensitive
area?

Wildlife in Rucker Creek is already in danger. Golden Algae (prymnesium
parvum) decimated the game fish population during the winter of 2006. It
is now showing signs of recovery, after 18 months. Baylor University
Toxicology Department has recently discovered that one of the conditions




that cause golden algae to become toxic is the ratio of nitrogen and
phosphorus in the water. When this alga is in its toxic state it kills fish.
Sewer treatment plant discharge further complicates and exacerbates this
already critical situation.

For-profit wastewater treatment plants do not have a record of compliance
for discharge into Lake Granbury. Texas Utilities Inc. has not complied
with the standards of operation for wastewater treatment plants. Please
refer to the TCEQ records for this company. And as evidenced by their
performance, any allowance for monthly testing or self-monitoring are
unacceptable. Simply put, Texas Utilities Inc. has neither performed in the
~ past nor earned in the future the right to build and/or operate this sewer
treatment plant.

The Lake Granbury Watershed Protection Plan Stakeholders have been
working for over a year to develop a plan that will reduce the non-point
source pollution of Lake Granbury. They also continue extensive testing
and scientific examination of Golden Algae. The initial funding for this
program was over $2M. Simply put, another source of pollution for our
beautiful lake cannot be tolerated.

There are existing precedents for new developments to be connected to the
City of Granbury sewer treatment plant. Meander Estates is already
connected to the City of Granbury sewer treatment plant. Another
development, Abe’s Landing, near the lake and Highway 51 North of the
City of Granbury is in the process of laying a sewer line (at the developer’s
expense) to the city’s sewer treatment plant. The proposed Nolan Park
development, for which the Texas Utilities Inc. sewer plant is intended,
must be likewise required to take the same action and to make the same
investment.

The flow of water in Rucker Creek varies from flood stage to no flow based
on the rainfall in its watershed. During low or no flow conditions, which
have historically lasted for months, the only water movement in the creek
will be the sewer discharge from this treatment plant; moreover, there will
not be any dilution of the discharge. Then, in flowing water or flood
conditions, any buildup of solids or chemicals from the plant in Rucker




Creek will flow directly into the creek and lake toward our public area,
marina and swim beach.

Any one of these points is sufficient to deny this sewer treatment plant
permit. But combine any or all of them and it is simply a dereliction of
logic, accountability and duty to the public trust to allow sewer treatment
plant discharge into Rucker Creek. This sewer treatment plant permit must
be denied.

Furthermore, and for the record, we request a public meeting for a review
of the facts with us and other concerned citizens. Please notify us at least
two weeks in advance of the date and time of this meeting.

Sincerely,

( / ) /(/ ' /

Phil Ferrero
)

—
J % C’// ""””—T P .
Tracey Ferrero

Copy to:

—= Congressman Chet Edwards
Senator Kip Averitt C
Representative Jim Lloyd Keefer
Judge Andy Rash
Commissioner Steve Berry
Editor - Hood County News



ATTACHMENT A

mpn/100mls

Site Date

70021 | 9/14/2006 | 4
70022 | 9/7/2006 11
70021 | 10/11/2006 52
70022 | 10/5/2006 365
70021 | 11/1/12006 12
70022 | 11/2/2006 53
70021 | 12/5/2006 148
70022 | 12/7/2006 99
70021 1/4/2007 158
70022 | 1/9/2007 111
70021 | 1/31/2007 4
70022 | 1/31/2007 8
70021 | 3/12/2007 19
70022 | 3/12/12007 461
70021 4/3/2007 261
70022 | 4/18/2007 613

Table 1 E Coli Test Results

The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) risk levels of E
Coli for contact recreation is either by Geometric means testing 126
mpn/100ml, or single sample limit 394 mpn/100ml. The test results above

these limits are highlighted in Table 1, in yellow.
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Dear Sir,

The proposed sewer treatment plant (Proposed Permit Number
WQ0014754A00»1) cannot discharge into Rucker Creek, Hood County,
Texas. The reasons are obvious and indisputable:

The water in Rucker Creek is already tainted by E coli. The Brazos River
Authority (BRA) is testing Rucker Creek and its cove for water quality
(Attachment A). This testing is ongoing and was initiated in September
2006. Two locations are being tested: Site 70021 is located in the cove near
the Mallard Pointe boat slips, public area and swim beach. Site 70022 is
located in Rucker Creek itself. Both of these sites have tested above the E
coli limits for contact recreation. Moreover, recent results show that the
level of E coli is increasing, especially for site 70022. This area of the lake is
in our backyard, where we play; furthermore, it is where fisherman
throughout the area enjoy their sport. How could one logically or
intentionally add further issues to this already environmentally sensitive
area?

Wildlife in Rucker Creek is already in danger. Golden Algae (prymnesium
parvum) decimated the game fish population during the winter of 2006. It
is now showing signs of recovery, after 18 months. Baylor University
Toxicology Department has recently discovered that one of the conditions
that cause golden algae to become toxic is the ratio of nitrogen and
phosphorus in the water. When this alga is in its toxic state it kills fish.




Sewer treatment plant discharge further complicates and exacerbates this
already critical situation.

For-profit wastewater treatment plants do not have a record of compliance
for discharge into Lake Granbury. Texas Utilities Inc. has not complied
with the standards of operation for wastewater treatment plants. Please
refer to the TCEQ records for this company. And as evidenced by their
performance, any allowance for monthly testing or self-monitoring are
unacceptable. Simply put, Texas Utilities Inc. has neither performed in the
past nor earned in the future the right to build and/or operate this sewer
treatment plant.

The Lake Granbury Watershed Protection Plan Stakeholders have been
working for over a year to develop a plan that will reduce the non-point
source pollution of Lake Granbury. They also continue extensive testing
and scientific examination of Golden Algae. The initial funding for this
program was over $2M. Simply put, another source of pollution for our
beautiful lake cannot be tolerated.

There are existing precedents for new developments to be connected to the
City of Granbury sewer treatment plant. Meander Estates is already
connected to the City of Granbury sewer treatment plant. Another
development, Abe’s Landing, near the lake and Highway 51 North of the
City of Granbury is in the process of laying a sewer line (at the developer’s
expense) to the city’s sewer treatment plant. The proposed Nolan Park
development, for which the Texas Utilities Inc. sewer plant is intended,
must be likewise required to take the same action and to make the same
investment.

The flow of water in Rucker Creek varies from flood stage to no flow based
on the rainfall in its watershed. During low or no flow conditions, which
have historically lasted for months, the only water movement in the creek
will be the sewer discharge from this treatment plant; moreover, there will
not be any dilution of the discharge. Then, in flowing water or flood
conditions, any buildup of solids or chemicals from the plant in Rucker
Creek will flow directly into the creek and lake toward our public area,
marina and swim beach.




Any one of these points is sufficient to deny this sewer treatment plant
permit. But combine any or all of them and it is simply a dereliction of
logic, accountability and duty to the public trust to allow sewer treatment
plant discharge into Rucker Creek. This sewer treatment plant permit must
be denied.

Furthermore, and for the record, we request a public meeting for a review
of the facts with us and other concerned citizens. Please notify us at least
two weeks in advance of the date and time of this meeting.

Sincerely,
T s
>/
/,/{/ ' fz/l/ B I e SO
Phil Ferrero
S A (: 7
Z 74’? 2T T E e e )

Tracey Ferrero

Copy to:
Congressman Chet Edwards
Senator Kip Averitt
Representative Jim Lloyd Keefer
Judge Andy Rash
Commissioner Steve Berry
Editor - Hood County News



ATTACHMENT A

Site Date mpn/100mls

70021 | 9/14/2006 4

70022 | 9/7/2006 11

70021 | 10/11/2006 52

70022 | 10/5/2006 365

70021 | 11/1/2006 12

70022 | 11/2/2006 53

70021 | 12/5/2006 148

70022 | 12/7/2006 99

70021 | 1/4/2007 158

70022 | 1/9/2007 111

70021 | 1/31/2007 4

70022 | 1/31/2007 8

70021 | 3/12/2007 19

70022 | 3/12/2007 461

70021 | '4/3/2007 261

70022 | 4/18/2007 613

Table 1 E Coli Test Results

The
Coli ¢ ©Xxas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) risk levels of E
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October 16, 2007 e

WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT TPDES PERMIT'
Proposed Permit No. WQ0014754001

FORMAL COMMENTS SUBMITTED BY:
Rachel, Tracey and Phil Ferrero
Property Owners and Residents in Mallard Pointe on Lake Granbury

Our home borders the downstream segment of Rucker Creek into which the
discharge from the proposed sewer plant will occur. Our decision to move to
Granbury five years ago was solely contingent on our access to and use of

Rucker Creek. Indeed, on a daily, year-round basis we fish, canoe, swim,
boat and enjoy the marine life, waterfowl and other wildlife on the ereek.
_1_

o

Also on a year-round basis, we use water directly from Rucker Creek fgﬁg‘ the‘”?*

irrigation of turf grass and trees on our one acre lot. : é‘“’ Fod
)} [N

Your decision will directly impact not only our ongoing quality of hfe;, =&

t also the guality of life of hundreds of individuals within our ;;a —

community, not to mention the other communities, property ownersTi o
3]
and visitors who share Rucker Creek, Rucker Creek Cove and Lake

Granbury.

RELATED CONSIDERATIONS

1. The proposed discharge from the sewer plant would flow directly through the
segment of Rucker Creek upon which we live. This segment of Rucker Creek
is specifically designated for high aquatic life, public water supply and contact
recreation. Additionally, all waters in Texas are presumed to be high aquatic
life use and for contact recreation until determined otherwise.

2. This downstream segment of Rucker Creek is also used for fishing, contact
recreation and lawn m1gat10n by many other waterfront property owners and
residents.

3. This downstream segment of Rucker Creek is already experiencing elevated
levels of E. Coli bacteria as evidenced by the Lake Granbury monitoring
program conducted by the Brazos River Authority (BRA). The BRA test sites
are 70021 - Mallard Pointe Cove and 70022 - Rucker Creek.

N

A\



4.

The downstream segment of Rucker Creek has experienced the
occurrence of golden algae based on information developed by Texas
Parks and Wildlife and the Brazos River Authority. Due to the
presence of Golden Algae in Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove,
the Brazos River Authority selected these locations to perform
research using hay bales in an attempt to eliminate the Golden Algae.

The City of Granbury has already constructed a wastewater interceptor along
Highway 377 to provide wastewater treatment service. The area to be served
by the proposed Nolan Park sewer treatment plant is less than three miles the
City’s system; in fact, it is only 2,500 feet from the City’s existing
interceptor. :

REQUESTED ACTIONS

1.

In light of the above referenced water quality conditions in Rucker Creek and
Rucker Creek Cove and the demonstrated uses of the water body, we request
that TCEQ perform a Tier 2 degradation analysis to assess the impact of the
proposed discharge on the water quality and the impact potential on the
designated uses in the aforementioned water body. Once the analysis is
complete, present the findings to all Mallard Pointe property Owners.

Review, analyze and report on the water quality and ecological data collected
in Lake Granbury, including Rucker Creek, by the Brazos River Authority.

Present findings to all Mallard Pointe property owners.

Review and analyze information developed by the Texas Parks and Wildlife
Department relevant to Golden Algae and water quality conditions of Lake
Granbury, particularly within Rucker Creek. Report findings to all Mallard
Pointe property owners. ,

Request evidence that the applicant has investigated other potential discharge
locations to minimize water quality impacts. Report findings to all Mallard
Pointe property owners.

Discover evidence that the applicant has investigated the “use of all
reasonable methods to implement the policy” established in Section 26.003 of
the Texas Water Code which “encourages and promotes the development and
use of regional and area wide collection, treatment, and disposal systems to
serve the waste disposal needs of the citizens of the state”, In this regard,
request evidence from the applicant that investigations have bgg\r{)( perfotined
to obtain wastewater treatment service from the City of Qzainﬁﬁ?yf’ﬁeport
findings to all Mallard Pointe property owners. . 9007
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PREFERRED OPTIONS

1. Deny the issuance of any TPDES permit that would allow discharge into
Rucker Creek.

2. Direct the developer/applicant to obtain sewer service from the City of
Granbury.

CONCLUSION

In short, we are incredulous that with all the water guality issues currently
facing Lake Granbury (i.e. E. Coli bacteria, inadequate or non-functioning
septic systems and/or sewer treatment plants, golden algae outbreaks,
suspended sediment, increased salinity, etc.), the TCEQ would even allow this
permit application to get this far. Indeed, it appears that while one arm of the
TCEQ is trying to protect and improve Lake Granbury’s water guality, the
other arm is trying to destroy it. :

Rachel, Tracey and Phil Ferrero
2003 Green Wing Drive
Granbury, TX 76049
817-573-3363
epferrero@aol.com
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WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT TPDES PERMIT!
Proposed Permit No. WQ0014754001

o
FORMAL COMMENTS SUBMITTED BY: == C‘;‘ el

Phil Ferrero AR e

President }:ﬁ o b
Mallard Pointe on Lake Granbury Property Owners Association g; o
o
- s Q :::.}:;
MALLARD POINTE'S INTERESTS %3 —
' FIT )
(oY

Our Association represents all 173 property owners in Mallard Pointe on
Lake Granbury. Our community borders the downstream segment of
Rucker Creek, Rucker Creek Cove and the main body of Lake Granbury.
All Association property is downstream of the discharge from the

proposed sewer plant .

All Association Common Areas (one 5 acre Park, one 1 acre Park, 117 slip
marina, swim beach, boat ramp and boat storage area) border the
aforementioned downstream segment of Rucker Creek. On a year-round
basis, our Association members as well as their families and friends use
our Common Areas for swimming, fishing, boating and other recreational

purposes.

On a year-round basis, our Association uses water directly from Rucker
Creek for the irrigation of turf grass and trees in our 5 acre Park.

RELATIVE CONSIDERATIONS

1. The proposed discharge from the sewer plant would be directly into
Rucker Creek. It is not part of the classified segment (segment No, 1205)
except for the portion below the conservation pool elevation of Lake
Granbury. Segment No. 1205 is designated for high aquatic life, public
water supply and contact recreation. Additionally, all waters in Texas are
presumed to be high aquatic life use and contact recreation until

determined otherwise.

2. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is used for fishing, contact
recreation and lawn irrigation.



3. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is already experiencing
elevated levels of E-coli as evidenced by the Lake Granbury monitoring
program conducted by the Brazos River Authority. The BRA test sites are,
70021 - Mallard Pointe Cove, and 70022 - Rucker Creek.

4. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek has experienced the occurrence
of golden algae based on information developed by Texas Parks and Wildlife
and the Brazos River Authority. Due to the presence of Golden Algae in
Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove, the Brazos River Authority selected
these locations to perform research using hay bales in an atternpt to eliminate
the Golden Algae.

5. The City of Granbury has constructed a wastewater interceptor alongH & -
Highway 377 to provide wastewater treatment service. The area to be s;%ved,j
by the proposed Nolan Park wastewater treatment plant is less than these o~

miles the City’s existing interceptor system; in fact, it is only 2,500 feet fom m

the systemn. v , E:B -
ML
REQUESTED ACTIONS !

1. Inlight of the above referenced water quality conditions experienced in
Rucker Creek and the uses of the water body, we request that TCEQ
perform a Tier 2 degradation analysis to assess the impact of the proposed
discharge on the water quality and the impact potential on the designated

uses.

2. Review and analyze water quality and ecological data collected in Lake
Granbury, including Rucker Creek, by the Brazos River Authority.

3. Review and analyze information developed by the Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department relevant to Golden Algae and water quality
conditions of Lake Granbury, particularly within Rucker Creek.

4. Request evidence that the applicant has investigated other potential
discharge locations to minimize water quality impacts.

5. Request evidence that the applicant has investigated the “use of all
reasonable methods to implement the policy” established in Section 26.003,
of the Texas Water code, which “encourages and promotes the
development and use of regional and area wide collection, treatment, and
disposal systems to serve the waste disposal needs of the citizens of the

state”. In this regard, request evidence from the applicant that S
ORA RAGCE Y i)
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investigations have been performed to obtain wastewater treatment
service from the City of Granbury.

PREFERRED OPTIONS

1. Deny the issuance of a TPDES permit that would allow discharge into
Rucker Creek.

2. Advise the developer/applicant to obtain service from the City of
Granbury. ‘

3. If a TPDES permit is issued, establish TPDES permit effluent quality
conditions (i.e. phosphorus removal, etc.) needed to avoid degradation of
water quality conditions and to avoid impacting the designated uses
within Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove. Additionally, require that
the sewer treatment plant be equipped with effluent filters to improve the
effectiveness of the disinfection process. Also, require the applicant to
perform specific, frequent sampling and testing of the discharge for the
permitted parameters including phosphorus. Additionally, require the
applicant to perform a receiving water body sampling and testing
program in cooperation with the Brazos River Authority and the TCEQ.
The purpose of this sampling program would be to provide a basis for
establishing the permit limits to be applied when the permit is renewed or
amended.

In short, please regard our Association’s concerns with the real weight they
carry. Your decision will directly impact the guality of life of hundreds of
individuals within our community, not to mention the other communities,
property owners and visitors who share Rucker Creek, Rucker Creek Cove and
Lake Granbury.

Phil Ferrero

President

Mallard Pointe on Lake Granbury Property Owners Association
701 Pintail Court

Granbury, TX 76049

817-578-9595

mppoa@mallardpointe.info
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TO: LaDonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk 3/12/2008

TCEQ, MC-105 At 2 B
P O Box 13087 I | oo
Austin, Texas 78711-3807 e WO o B
Ref: Aqua Utilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001 ‘gm 20 = ™
o o <
We request a Contested Case Hearing &,_:‘*% S ‘::1
=

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove?ény <
time that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of the water.

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove any
time that we wish, without having concerns about our health.

We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek and cove
is not meeting the standards for contact recreation.

We should have the right to maintain our property value.

We have a home near Rucker Creek and have a boat in the marina at Mallards Point
where Rucker Creek joins with Lake Granbury. We enjoy recreation and fishing in
Rucker Creek. : ,

We are raising my objections to:

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96. We
assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be
good enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek
Cove without limits.

Response 12:

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the health
and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspend solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there will
be a discharge of 900,000 galions of water that exceeds the TSS limits before the next
sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with 900,000 gallons of water
discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our neighborhood. | do not know
the length of time between taking the sample and getting a laboratory response back to
the operator, so we have assumed same day results. Testing by the BRA has already
shown bacteria concentrations above the level for safe contact recreation. Continuing,
when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify
the TCEQ. So ends the notification. If our children or grandchildren have been in the
creek during that six-day window they could become sick or even die because we were
not told. No amount of money saved by the developer is enough to compensate for
ililness or death of a child,

The requirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.



Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake Granbury do not
contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several coves and canals have
bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker Creek and
Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above the level for
contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be
diluted by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of
bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to
discharge into Rucker Creek.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that no
collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the TCEQ is
willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to
calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
iexistenc’gz of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the
ocation? :

Response 21;

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As March 6, 2008, Mr.
Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact from the applicant,
with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the intersection of Old
Granbury Road and Hwy 187. So how can he provide valid information on the costs to
connect {o the city sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that the time for permit to place
a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as given by the applicant in their -
letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the applicant is providing false
information to the TCEQ. At what point does the TCEQ deny this permit and require the
applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas
Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why is
the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing? ‘

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that
Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek
can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the public meeting.
We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we do not
understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the permit
application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant either
does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing
misleading or false information.

Response 24;

With the level! of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if properly
operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for filters.

The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the facility?
“The facility should” with an investment of nearly $500,000 in our home and property, we
do not want that investment put at risk for a "if properly operated” or a “facility should".

No one should be required to put that amount of collateral in the hands of some
unidentified person or company. ‘



We request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and other issues that are in
the comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has
reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are
commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol),
Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
Methanol/Alcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammenia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold
tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.
All of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of
Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package
plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
from a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000 -

gallons.

Because of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this TPDES
permit untii this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health

an%m of alltesidents of Hood County.
/ G

reg FraZier

) (%% gt
Joni Frazier |

2009 Wigeon Street
Granbury, Texas 76049
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TO: Texas Commission On Environmental Quality

From: Carroll and Vikki Gilbreath S
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(817) 573 2002 . \‘ \ |
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v
RE: Aqua Utilities, Inc. 6“"
TPDES Permit No. WQO001475001

I request that the executive director reconsider the decision to grant a permit to Aqua Utilities, Inc. for the
purpose of constructing a waste treatment plant to be emptied into Rucker Creek. My wife and I live
approximately halfway between the proposed facility and Mallard Pointe. Our home is located on twelve
acres, Rucker Creek runs through the middle of our property. We have six acres on one side of the creek
and six acres on the other side. We don’t have a bridge that crosses the creek. Most of the year the creek is
either dry or very shallow where it crosses our property. During periods of heavy rain the water level can
rise as much as ten to fifteen feet, perhaps higher.

Response 3: states “The permit does not authorize any invasion of personal rights...” .

1 believe that the release of wastewater through the middle of our property is an invasion of our personal
rights. Our grandchildren enjoy wading and playing in the creek. Its not deep enough to swim in. They
enjoy exploring and finding unique river rocks. We wade across the creek daily to feed our horse which is
stabled on the other side. We would not allow our grandchildren to play in the creek knowing that
wastewater discharged from the toilets in numerous homes is running into the creek. Keep in mind, this is
not a deep creek in this area. ’

———

Response 3: states “Because the discharge would travel over 5 miles to the Lake Granbury, The TCEQ
considers the lake to be beyond the zone of influence with respect to oxygen demanding pollutants.”

I repeat, we don’t live on the lake. The discharge would go through water that is very shallow on our
property. There is not a large body of water to dilute the discharge as it comes through our property.

Response 18: states “The issuances of a permit does not grant the Applicant the right to use private or
public property for the conveyance of wastewater along the discharge route.”

I contend that the fact that the discharge route runs directly through the middle of our property indicates
they will be using our private property for the conveyance of wastewater, not to mention to further their own
gain, Yes, 1 am aware that Rucker Creek belongs to the BRA and that public utilities have the power of
condemnation. Yet, I consider it a slap in the face to run wastewater through our property.

Response 22; states “Because of the relative small size of the proposed discharge and the distance traveled
in Rucker Creek before reaching the cove (approximately five miles) additional permit for requirements

such as phosphorus limits are not necessary.”

You keep talking about the property owners five miles from the proposed facility. What about the property
owners along the route, Is no consideration being given to these people?

Response 6: states : “The classification for the Applicant is average with a rating of 0.96”

If T have a facility sending wastewater across my property, I prefer that they have a performance rating way



above average.

In summation, 1 respectfully yet strongly, disagree with the decision to issue permit # WQ0014754001 to
Adqua Utilities, Inc. and request the you reverse that decision, We walk across the creek daily, our animals
drink from the creek, it is a recreational area for our grandchildren. It doesn’t need to be a dump site for

other peoples waste.
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form
Tuesday, October 16, 2007

Aqua Utilities, Inc.
Proposed Permit
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Please add me to the mailing list.

~ Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? (JYes ([JNo

If yes, which one?

IF YOU WANT TO GIVE FORMAL COMMENT PLEASE v BELOW

EQ I wish to provide formal oral comments.

O I wish to provide formal written comments at tonight’s public meeting. A RRECEIVED
g P g

(Written comments may be submitted at any time during the meeting) 0CT 1 6 2007
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Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you.
D
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HooD COUNTY COMMISSIONER

200 North Gordon Street
Granbury, Texas 76048
817-579-3300 « Fax 817-579-0396

March 10™ 2008

LaDonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk
TCEQ, MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

TPDES Permit # WQ0014754001

I would like to ask the TCEQ to reconsider the decision to permit the
discharge plant on Rucker Creek in Northeast Hood County. This location
and discharge area of the plant into Lake Granbury would be detrimental to
lake front property in Lakewood Hills and Mallard Pointe sub-divisions and
possibly Lake Granbury. Lake Granbury is in a Water Shed protection
study with Federal funds and would like to see the outcome of this study
before going forward. I feel that an alternative plan is very reachable with
the City of Granbury to tie this sub-division into the wastewater treatment
plant in Granbury. Hood County has had packaging plants in Southern
Hood Co., which have failed and resulted in sewage and contamination into
Lake Granbury. I feel the municipality of the City of Granbury will outlive
any private plant and continue to update technology to better contain and
control wastewater and keep Lake Granbury clean and safe.

" Please advise of any hearings or public meetings so that Hood County can be
represented and residents can be heard. We need to find a safer and better
solution to this discharge area. ‘

= )
Leonard Heathington

Hood Co. Commissioner Pct. 3

Cc-K. Averitt. State Senator
J. Keffer, State Representative

“p
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March 7, 2008

RE: Aqua Utilities, Inc. BY

TPDES Permit No. WQ0014754001 e A YT

crmit o WQOOHTA GHEF CLERKS OFFIC

To: LaDonna Castanuela, Chief Clerk
TCEQ, MC-105

As property owners in Mallard Pointe, we take issue with the decision of the Executor
Director of TCEQ that the Aqua Utilities, Inc. permit application meets the necessary
requirements. We request reconsideration of that decision.

The applicant either did not make a sufficient effort to determine the location of existing
sewer lines within the area of the proposed facility, or they neglected to mention it on their
application. The fact that they submitted incorrect information should be a clue to their
method of operation.

We are of the opinion that Aqua Utilities, Inc. already has too much control over us and
the quality of our life. Our water quality is poor.

We do not drink the tap water. Too often the water has sediment and is discolored to the
point of staining tubs, showers, sinks, toilets, and clothes.

In the letter dated Nov. 13, 2007, the applicant indicated that the cost of connecting with
Granbury’s sewer line would be prohibitive. They seem to be more concerned with cutting
their costs than keeping our area safe. We oppose ever using Rucker Creek for waste
disposal. Our present home is across the street from the junction where the creek flows
into Lake Granbury. There is a slough where the wastewater would collect and possibly
stagnate, not a pleasant thought.

Lake Granbury is already at risk. Why add to the problems we are already addressing?
We had a place in the DCBE area on the lake in the 70’s and 80’s. Our water was
provided by AMUD, and the water quality was excellent. We did not have one problem
with it in the 16 years we were there. At that time, Lake Granbury was clear, beautiful,
and teeming with edible fish. We enjoyed the area so much that we determined to retire
here, which we did 10 years ago. _

The quality of the lake has certainly declined over the ensuing years, but its problems are
now being addressed and hopefully turned around.

Having dealt with Aqua Utilities, we do not have faith in its promises.

We will very much appreciate the Executive Director’s reassessment of the situation, and
not put us, our lake, and our property at the mercy of the applicant who does not have our
best interests at heart. ‘

Thank you for your attention to this matter that is of such great consequence to many.

Thomas N. Lawrence
Anita A. Lawrence

613 Goldeneye Dr.
Granbury, TX. 76049
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TO: LaDonna Castanuela ravite
Office of the Chief Clerk =

- Ref:  Aqua Utilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001

We request a Contested Case Hearing

We request this hearing to be held in Hood County

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Cre;é% =
cove any time that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of thel} v

water. 2 0

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek
cove any time that we wish, without having concerns about our health.

We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek
and cove is not meeting the standards for contact recreation.

We should have the right to maintain our property value.
Our homes are on the water of Rucker Creek Cove.

| am speaking for the approximately 346 property owners of Mallard Pointe on
Lake Granbury, at their pleasure and direction. Mallard Pointe homeowners
have invested over $69,000,000.00 in our property. We are a diverse group with
~ new families to retired adults wishing to live on L.ake Granbury and enjoy all that

- lake living has to offer. We are deeply concerned about the health and welfare of
our children and grandchildren and are not willing to put them in danger with
contact recreation in the water if this TPDES is approved. We deeply care about
the quality of our lake and the environment surrounding the lake. We have
supported the Lake Granbury Watershed Protection Plan Stakeholders and will
continue to support this group of concerned citizens of Hood County. Through
out this process we have seen what appears as an organization (TCEQ) that is
more concerned about the process than the quality of water in Lake Granbury
and an organization that is unwilling to examine any relevant information that was
not provided by the applicant. The applicant obviously will have a vested interest
in gaining the TPDES permit and may not provide accurate or complete
information during the application process.

We are raising my objections to the following ED responses to the public
comments submitted before or during the public meeting.

Response 6:

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96.
This rating was based on all of the applicant’s operations not just TPDES



operations. We do not consider less than perfect to be good enough fo protect
our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove without
limits. A quick research of Administrative lssues Ordered from 09/01/1998 thru
01/13/2008 Agua Utilities Inc. and or Agua Utilities Inc D.B.A Agua Texas Inc
was cited by the TCEQ 12 times for TPDES Violations and 18 total violations.
According to the Texas Water Code, Sec. 26.0281. CONSIDERATION OF
COMPLIANCE HISTORY. “In considering the issuance, amendment, or renewal
of a permit to discharge effluent comprised primarily of sewage or municipal
waste, the commission shall consider the compliance history of the applicant and
its operator under the method for evaluating compliance history developed by the
commission under Section 5.754. In considering an applicant's compliance
history under this subsection, the commission shall consider as evidence of
compliance information regarding the applicant's implementation of an
environmental management system at the facility for which the permit, permit
amendment, or permit renewal is sought. In this section, "environmental
management system" has the meaning assigned by Section 5.127”". We do not
believe the applicant meets this standard of examination.

Response 12:

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the
health and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful
bacteria live in the suspend solids. [f the limits are exceeded the day after the
last test there will be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the
TSS limits before the next sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with
900,000 gallons of water discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach
our neighborhood. We do not know the length of time between taking the sample
and getting a laboratory response back to the operator, so | have assumed same
day results. Testing by the BRA has already shown bacteria concentrations
above the level for safe contact recreation in Rucker Creek and Cove.
Continuing, when the operator tests and finds his TSS are above the limit he will
then notify the TCEQ. So ends the nofification. If my children or grandchiidren
have been in the creek during that six-day window they could become sick or
even die because we were not told. No amount of money saved by the
developer, of Nolan Park, is enough to compensate for illness of death of a child.

Phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to assist in
preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where
there have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.

We believe that this application does not meet the spirit and intent of The Texas
Water Code Sec. 26.023. WATER QUALITY STANDARDS. “The commission
by rule shall set water quality standards for the water in the state and may amend
the standards from time to time. The commission has the sole and exclusive



authority to set water quality standards for all water in the state. The commission
shall consider the existence and effects of nonpoint source pollution, toxic
materials, and nutrient loading in developing water quality standards and related
waste load models for water quality. The commission shall develop standards
based on all guality assured data obtained by the commission, including the local
watershed and river basin database”

Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake
Granbury do not contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several
coves and canals have bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact
recreation. Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have
had levels of bacteria above the level for contact recreation. If this proposed
plant was to discharge into the upstream or main stem of Lake Granbury any
accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be diluted by the volume of
water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of bacteria above the
contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to discharge into
Rucker Creek. We believe that this application does not meet the spirit and
intent of The Texas Water Code Sec. 26.023. WATER QUALITY STANDARDS.
“The commission by rule shall set water quality standards for the water in the
state and may amend the standards from time to time. The commission has the
sole and exclusive authority to set water quality standards for all water in the
state. The commission shall consider the existence and effects of nonpoint
source pollution, toxic materials, and nutrient loading in developing water quality
standards and related waste load models for water quality. The commission
shall develop standards based on all quality assured data obtained by the
commission, including the local watershed and river basin database” We do not
believe that the TCEQ has examined the water quality testing completed by the
Brazos River Authority for Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove for the past 16
months.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating
that no collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the
TCEQ is willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is,
as opposed to calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If .
they did not disclose the existence of the sewer line, how can you depend on
them for information on the location? According to the Texas Water Code Sec.
26.003. POLICY OF THIS SUBCHAPTER. “Itis the policy of this state and the
purpose of this subchapter to maintain the quality of waier in the state consistent
- with the public health and enjoyment, the propagation and protection of terrestrial
and aquatic life, and the operation of existing industries, taking into consideration
the economic development of the state; to encourage and promote the



development and use of regional and areawide waste collection, treatment, and
disposal systems to serve the waste disposal needs of the citizens of the state;
and to require the use of all reasonable methods to implement this policy.” We
do not believe that the TCEQ is living up to the spirit and intent of this section of
the water code by not investigating the location of the City of Granbury sewer line
and requiring the applicant to use that area wide waste collection, treatment and
disposal system. Please notice that “public health and enjoyment, the
propagation and protection of terrestrial and aquatic life” come first in this section
of the Texas Water Code and we expect TCEQ to put these issues first in any
TPDES decision. Preserve our public health and enjoyment before the profit of a
couple of individuals.

Response 21:

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As of March 6,
2008, Mr. Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact with
the applicant, regarding the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the
intersection of Old Granbury Road and HMwy 167. He also reports that the time
for permit to place a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as
given by the applicant in their letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again,
the applicant is providing false information to the TCEQ. According to The Texas
Water Code, “Sec. 5.120. CONSERVATION AND QUALITY OF
ENVIRONMENT. The commission shall administer the law so as to promote the
judicious use and maximum conservation and protection of the quality of the
environment and the natural resources of the state.” At what point does the
TCEQ deny this permit and require the applicant to resubmit the application,
accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas Rail Road commisgsion can
revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why is the TCEQ not willing to
do the same thing?

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating
that Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near
Rucker Creek can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in
during the public meeting. We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality
business and we do not understand how we can find this information and TCEQ
does not validate the permit application for accuracy. From these two examples
it is clear that the applicant either does not know how to complete the application
or they are purposely providing misleading or false information. How much
information in the application is false? If the applicant cannot or will not be
trustworthy to complete an application without false information how can we
depend on them to operate this plant properly?

We request a contested case hearing on this TPDES permit, on these and other
issues that are in the commenits to the public comments provided by the TCEQ



and the demonstrated lack of honesty of the applicant and its record of non-
compliance of TPDES permits.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater
treatment systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to
manufacturer methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater

. plant at Canyon Creek has reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ.
Some of the chemicals that are commonly used in the manufacture of meth
are; Alcohol (lsopropyl or rubbing alcoholf), Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether
(engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red Phosphorus
(matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent),
Sodium Metal, Methanol/Alcohol {gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid,
Anhydrous Ammonia (farm fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye),
Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold tablets), Acetone, and Cat
Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign. All of the
remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the
City of Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a
neighborhood package plant. Until standards for the discharge of these
chemicals have been established that protect human life it is imperative
that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be from a million galion
or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000 galions.

Because of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this
TPDES permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to
protect the health and welfare of all residents of Hood County. The TCEQ
should also take immediate action to prevent chemical contamination from
any of the other package plants that discharge into Lake Granbury, or for
that matter any waters in the State of Texas.

Dan Loomis

Maliard Ponie Property Owners Association
701 Pintail Court

_ Granbury, TX 76049

Email
Water@mallardpointe.info
Phone

817 223 7868

[elok
U.S. Representative Chet Edwards
Texas Senator Kip Averitt

Texas Representative Jim Keffer

Hood County Commissioner Steve Berry
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We request reconsideration of the executive director’s decision CHEEF CLERKS OFHCE

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek | \/\w\\
cove any time that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of the C/l,/,;,@

water. | Ské/]@w

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek
cove any time that we wish, without having concerns about our health.

We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek
and cove is not meeting the standards for contact recreation.

We should have the right to maintain our property value.

Our homes are on the shore, or we have boat slips and a neighborhood
recreation area swim beach of Rucker Creek or Rucker Creek Cove,

We are raising our objections to:

Response 6:

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96.
We assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than
perfect to be good enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek
and Rucker Creek Cove without limits.

- Response 12:

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the
health and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful
bacteria live in the suspend solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the
last test there will be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the
TSS limits before the next sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with
900,000 gallons of water discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach
our neighborhood. We do not know the length of time between taking the sample
and getting a laboratory response back to the operator, so | have assumed same
day results. Testing by the BRA has already shown bacteria concentrations
above the level for safe contact recreation in Rucker Creek and Cove.
Continuing, when the operator tests and finds his TSS are above the limit he will
then notify the TCEQ. So ends the nofification. |f my children or grandchildren
have been in the creek during that six-day window they could become sick or
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even die because we were not told. No amount of money saved by the
developer, of Nolan Park, is enough to compensate for iliness of death of a child.

Phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to assist in
preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where
there have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.

Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake
Granbury do not contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several
coves and canals have bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact
recreation. Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have
had levels of bacteria above the level for contact recreation. If this proposed
plant was to discharge into the upstream or main stem of Lake Granbury any
accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be diluted by the volume of
water in the lake and would probably not resuit in a level of bacteria above the
contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to discharge into
Rucker Creek.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating
that no collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the
TCEQ is willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is,
as opposed to calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If
they did not disclose the existence of the sewer line, how can you depend on
them for information on the location?

Response 21:

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As of March 6,
2008, Mr. Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contfact with
the applicant, regarding the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the
intersection of Old Granbury Road and Hwy 167. He also reports that the time
for permit to place a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as
given by the applicant in their letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again,
the applicant is providing false information to the TCEQ. At what point does the
TCEQ deny this permit and require the applicant to resubmit the application,
accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas Rail Road commission can
revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why is the TCEQ not willing to
do the same thing?

Response 28:




The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating
that Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near
Rucker Creek can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in
during the public meeting. We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality
business and we do not understand how we can find this information and TCEQ
does not validate the permit application for accuracy. From these two examples
it is clear that the applicant either does not know how to complete the application
or they are purposely providing misleading or false information. How much
information in the application is false? If the applicant cannot or will not be
trustworthy to complete an application without false information how can we
depend on them to operate this plant properly?

Response 24:

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if
properly operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the
 need for filters. The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the
lifetime of the facility? “The facility should” with an investment of nearly
$69,200,000 in our properties, we do not want that investment put at risk for a "if
properly operated” or a “facility should”. No one should be required to put that
amount of collateral in the hands of some unidentified person or company.

We request reconsideration of the executive director's decision on this TPDES
permit, on these and other issues that are in the comments to the public
comments provided by the TCEQ. This TPDES permit should be denied.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater
treatment systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to
manufacturer methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater
plant at Canyon Creek has reported this information to the BRA and
TCEQ.Some of the chemicals that are commonly used in the manufacture
of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol), Toluene (brake
cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matchesiroad flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or
flakes/crystal), Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM
(cutting agent), Sodium Metal, Methanol/Alcohol (gascline additives),
Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide
(lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold tablets), Acetone,
and Cat Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign. All
of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of
the City of Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a
neighborhood package plant. Until standards for the discharge of these
chemicals have been established that protect human life it is imperative
that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be from a million gallon
or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000 galions.



Because of this latest information we reguest an immediate denial of this
TPDES permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to
protect the health and welfare of all residents of Hood County. The TCEQ
should also take immediate action to prevent chemical contamination from
any of the other package plants that discharge into Lake Granbury, or for
that matter any waters in the State of Texas.

{ am speaking for the approximately 346 property owners of Mallard Pointe on
Lake Granbury, at their pleasure and direction. We are deeply concerned about
the health and welfare of our children and grandchildren and are not willing to put
them in danger with contact recreation in the water if this TPDES is approved.

7

Dan Loomis

Mallard Ponte Property Owners Association
701 Pintail Court

Granbury, TX 76049
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TCEQ Public Mee ing Form
Tuesday, October 16, 2007

Aqua Utilities, Inc.
Proposed Permit
TPDES WO0014754001 s RECE™

oCT 16 2001
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] Please add me to the mailing list.

Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? —-{J Yes [JNo

If yes, which one? /?/) 8] (, (i K) f /‘ @ ?G’i //;7/43_ .‘7)/\,,;3 ;,/Dc.;,, {;\7 \::) Tz 4 ){M

IF YOU WANT TO GIVE FORMAL COMMENT PLEASE v BELOW

—fJ 1 wish to provide formal oral comments.

.

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

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

Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you.

G




October 16, 2007

NOLAN PARK
: PROPOSED
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT TPDES PERMIT
Proposed Permit No. WQ0014754001

COMMENTS s s i
By P
Dan J. Loomis R 200!
Downstream Property Owner ey =
DAN LOOMIS’ INTERESTS w;;a Ve

Dan Loomis and his wife Pat own property adjacent to the downst;,e:am
segment of Rucker Creek Cove, downstream of the proposed dlsdﬁarge@
(.f:i

"":"1

Dan Loomis, his family (Including grandchildren) and friends use 3
downstream segment of Rucker Creek Cove for swimming and otﬁE}r ?
recreational purposes. 5007

=

o e
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Dan Loomis, his family (Including grandchildren) and friends use the
- downstream segment of Rucker Creek for fishing an average of three
times a week.

Dan Loomis uses the water of Rucker Creek for irrigation of our private
property, several times each week.

RELATIVE CONSIDERATIONS

1. Rucker Creek, the stream that would receive the proposed discharge, is
not part of the classified segment (segment No. 1205) except for the
portion below the conservation pool elevation of Lake Granbury. Segment
No. 1205 is designated for high aquatic life, public water supply, and
contact recreation. Additionally, all waters in the state are presumed to be
high aquatic life use and contact recreation until determined otherwise.

2. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is used for fishing, contact
recreation, and lawn irrigation

3. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is already experiencing
elevated levels of E-coli as evidenced by the Lake Granbury monitoring
program conducted by the Brazos River Authority. The BRA test sites are,
70021 - Mallard Pointe Cove, and 70022 - Rucker Creek.



4. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek has experienced the
occurrence of golden algae based on information developed by the Texas
Parks and Wildlife and the Brazos River Authority. Due to the presence of
Golden Algae in Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove, the Brazos River
Authority selected the water body to perform research using hay bales in an-
attempt to eliminate the Golden Algae.

5. The City of Granbury has constructed a wastewater interceptor along
Highway 377 to provide wastewater treatment service. The area to be served
by the proposed Nolan Park wastewater treatment plant is less than three
miles (2500 feet) the City’s interceptor system.

6. The Lake Granbury Watershed Protection Plan Stakeholders are spending
approximately two million tax dollars trying to reduce the non-point
sources of E Coli and the golden algae that persist in Lake Granbury. It
seems inconsistent with this program to allow another source of pollution,
nitrogen and phosphorus along with the potential of a significant influx of E
Coli from a self monitored, wastewater treatment plant.

7. Mallard Pointe property owners had first had experience with Texas
Utilities and their water system (RN102687241). They cannot consistently
provide clean water at the proper pressure. The only way they know there
is a problem is when a customer to notify them that there is a problem
calls them. If they operate this wastewater treatment plant with no one to
contact them when there is a problem the creek, cove and lake can be
severally contaminated due to their lack of oversight.

8. 26.081. REGIONAL OR AREA-WIDE SYSTEMS POLICY. The general
policy is stated that the state is to encourage and promote the
development and use of regional wastewater treatment systems. With the
availability of a City of Granbury collection line within 2500 feet of this
proposed treatment plant way is the TCEQ not encouraging and
promoting the use of this existing system. The City of Granbury has
stated that is has the capacity and is willing to provide Nolan Park with
sewage treatment.

9. Will the chlorine used in this plant affect fish and other wild life like
chlorine Kills fish in my aquarium? What will happen if the chlorine limit is
exceeded? T

U/‘ ﬂ l l[ it .

'Ll'~

neT 16 200

\/Jr-,v"“h“”.“" f
rgd ','if'i’”" : A
ERG S



10.In the Domestic Technical Report page 14 of 39, Complete the transects
the downstream of the existing or proposed discharges: “Evidence of flow
fluctuations, minor is checked”. | have lived here for just a few years and
have experienced the creek flowing more than 5 feet above the stream
bed at least three times. Can you explain why evidence of flow
fluctuations was called minor?

11.How can someone make a judgment on the stream flow with one
observation, September 5, 2006? Would it not be wise to contact
adjacent landowners for information on the stream flow? (Technical report
page 13 of 39 item b.)

12. Technical report page 13 of 39, item 5. a., “Is the receiving water
upstream of the discharges or proposed discharge site influenced by oll
field activities?” With all the drilling and proposed drilling activity in Hood
County how could this site not be influenced by oil field activities, now or in
the near future?

13.In fhe event of an inadvertent discharge of non-treated wastéwater what is
the clean up plan and who will be responsible for the costs associated with
the clean up?

14.What is the compliance history of Texas Ultilities, including any other
names that they may have been called?

REQUESTED ACTIONS

1. In light of the above referenced water quality conditions experienced in the
Rucker Creek and the uses of the water body, request that TCEQ perform
a Tier 2 degradation analysis to assess the impact of the proposed
discharge on the water quality and potential for impacting the designated
uses.

2. Review and analyze Water quality and ecological data collected in Lake
Granbury, including Rucker Creek by the Brazos River Authority.

3. Review and analyze information developed by the Texas Parks and,, ...
Wildlife Department relevant to Golden Algae and water quality. eondltlons
of Lake Granbury, particurially within the Rucker Creek JBB /

act 6~



4. Request evidence that the applicant has investigated other potential
discharge locations to minimize potential receiving water quality impacts.

5. Request evidence that the applicant has investigated the “use of all
reasonable methods to implement the policy” established in Section
26.003 of the Texas Water code, which “encourages and promotes the
development and use of regional and area wide collection, treatment, and
disposal systems to serve the waste disposal needs of the citizens of the
state”. In this regard, request evidence from the applicant that
investigations have been performed to obtain wastewater treatment
service from the City of Granbury.

PREFERRED OPTIONS

1. Deny the issuance of a TPDES permit that would allow discharge into
Rucker Creek and request applicant to obtain service from the City of

Granbury.

2. If a TPDES permit is issued, establish TPDES permit effluent quality
conditions (i.e. phosphorus removal, etc.) needed to avoid degradation of
water quality conditions and to avoid impacting the designated uses within
Rucker Creek Cove. Additionally, require that the wastewater treatment
plant be equipped with effluent filters to improve the effectiveness of the
disinfect ion process. Also, require the applicant to perform frequent
sampling and testing of the discharge for the permitted parameters
including phosphorus. Additionally, require the applicant to perform a
receiving water body sampling and testing program in cooperation with the
Brazos River Authority and the TCEQ. The purpose of this sampling
program would be to provide a basis for establishing the permlt limits to be
applied when the permit is renewed or amended.

Submitted by

A
=
/ e
.,
Dan dJ. Loomis
614 Goldeneye Dr.

Granbury, TX 76049 v |yt o W



Property Owner's Association

701 Pintail Court o Granbury, Texas 76049
Local: 817-573-3455 ext. 1633 or metro 972-601-9032 ext. 1633

May 29, 2007

Dear Gentlemen

| am raising our concern about the proposed wastewater treatment plant that will
discharge into Rucker Creek, Hood County, (Proposed Permit Number
WQO0014754%001). | have been appointed by the Mallard Pointe Property
Owners Association to speak on the behalf of the173 property owners in the
Mallard Pointe neighborhood.

The Brazos River Authority (BRA) is testing Rucker Creek and cove for water
quality. This testing is ongoing and was initiated in September 2006. Site 70021 -
is located in the cove near the Mallard Pointe boat slips, public area, and swim
beach. Site 70022 is located in Rucker Creek. Both of these sites have tested
above the limits for contact recreation. Initial results show that the level of E coli
is increasing especially for site 70022. This area of the lake is in our backyard,
where we play. One inadvertent discharge of untreated sewage could increase
the levels of E coli, and make contact recreation in our backyard unsafe. We will
have to deny our children and grandchildren’s request to go swimming or playing
in the creek or cove. Who is going to clean up the mess? Were these test results
considered during the permit process for this wastewater treatment plant?

Site Date mpn/100mls

70021 | 9/14/2006 4

70022 | 9/7/2006 11

70021 | 10/11/2006 52 |

70022 | 10/5/2006 365 OBA §>
70021 | 11/1/2006 12

70022 | 11/2/2006 53 MAY & 1 o067
70021 | 12/5/2006 148 .
70022 | 12/7/2006 | 99 By
70021 | 1/4/2007 158
70022 | 1/9/2007 111

70021 | 1/31/2007 4

70022 | 1/31/2007 8

70021 | 3/12/2007 19

70022 | 3/12/2007 461

70021 | 4/3/2007 261

70022 | 4/18/2007 613

Table 1 E Gpli #est Results



The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) risk levels of E Coli for
contact recreation is either by Geometric means testing 126 mpn/100mi, or single
sample limit 394 mpn/100ml. E Coli above these values can cause 8 ilinesses
per 1000 swimmers exposed. One swimmer becoming ill is one too many. The
test results above these values are highlighted in Table 1, in yellow.

We are concerned about the effect on wildlife in the creek. We fish in this creek.
Golden Algae (prymnesium parvum) decimated the game fish population during
the winter of 2006. lf is now showing signs of recovery, after 18 months. Baylor
University Toxicology Department has recently discovered that one of the
triggers that cause golden algae to become toxic is the ratio of nitrogen and
phosphorus in the water. When this alga is in its toxic state it kills fish. What
treatment measures will be taken in this wastewater treatment plant to prevent
discharge of nitrogen or phosphorus into the creek and then to the lake? When
the fish die who is going to replace them?

For-profit wastewater treatment plants do not have a record of compliance for
discharge into Lake Granbury. Texas Utilities Inc. has not complied with the
standards of operation for wastewater treatment plants. Please refer to the
TCEQ records for this company. Monthly testing or self-monitoring is not enough
as evidenced by Texas Utilities Inc. What assurance do we have that this plant
will always operate in compliance with the discharge standards? Who will clean
up the mess?

The Lake Granbury Watershed Protection Plan Stakeholders have been working
for over a year to develop a plan that will reduce the non-point source poliution of
L.ake Granbury. They also continue extensive testing and scientific examination
of Golden Algae. The initial funding for this program was over $2M. Why are
you going to allow another source of pollution for the lake? Are there not other
alternatives?

Meander Estates has set a precedent for connection of a neighborhood to the
City of Granbury wastewater treatment plant. Another development, near the
lake and Highway 51 North of the City of Granbury is in the process of laying a
sewer line.(at the developer's expense) to the city wastewater treatment plant. If
it is required for these neighborhoods should it also be required for Nolan Park?

The flow of water in the creek varies from flood stage to no flow based on the
rainfall in its watershed. During low or no flow conditions, the only water
movement in the creek will be the discharge from this treatment plant. There will
not be any dilution of the discharge into a non-flowing stream. In flood
conditions, any buildup of solids or chemicals in the creek will flow directly into
the lake toward our public area, marina and swim beach. What are the plans to
mitigate the effects of variable water flow in the creek and cove?

Based on these issues we request that this permit be denied and an alternate,
more appropriate method of sewage disposal for Nolan Park be employed.



Further, we request a public meeting for the presentation of the facts to us and
other concerned citizens.

Please direct any correspondence on the issue to:
Mallard Pointe POA

ATTN: Dan Loomis

701 Pintail Court

Granbury, TX 76049

Email Water@mallardpointe.info
Cell 817-223-7868

We would appreciate your action, responses to these questions and a denial of
permit for this proposed wastewater treatment plant.

Sincerely -

N/ S—

an Loomis

CC:
Congressman Honorable Chet Edwards
Senator Kip Averitt ,
‘Representative Jim Lioyd Keefer
Judge Andy Rash
Commissioner Steve Berry



Property Owner's Association

,ﬂ/ Pt 701 Pintail Court o Granbury, Texas 76049
e L Local: 817-573-3455 ext. 1633 or metro 972-601-9032 ext. 1633

May 29, 2007

Dear Gentlemen

| am raising our concern about the proposed wastewater treatment plant that will
discharge into Rucker Creek, Hood County, (Proposed Permit Number
WQO00147544001). | have been appointed by the Mallard Pointe Property
Owners Association to speak on the behalf of the173 property owners in the
Mallard Pointe neighborhood.

The Brazos River Authority (BRA) is testing Rucker Creek and cove for water
quality. This testing is ongoing and was initiated in September 2006. Site 70021
is located in the cove near the Mallard Pointe boat slips, public area, and swim
beach. Site 70022 is located in Rucker Creek. Both of these sites have tested
above the limits for contact recreation. Initial results show that the level of E coli
is increasing especially for site 70022. This area of the lake is in our backyard,
where we play. One inadvertent discharge of untreated sewage could increase
the levels of E coli, and make contact recreation in our backyard unsafe. We will
have to deny our children and grandchildren’s request to go swimming or playing
in the creek or cove. Who is going to clean up the mess? Were these test results
considered during the permit process for this wastewater treatment plant?

Site Date mpn/100mls
70021 | 9/14/2006 4 y
70022 | 9/7/2006 11 o
70021 | 10/11/2006 52 o
70022 | 10/5/2006 365 o
70021 | 11/1/2006 12
70022 | 11/2/2006 53

70021 | 12/5/2006 148 - ‘, it

70021 | 1/4/2007 158 : L
70022 | 1/9/2007 111

70021 | 1/31/2007 4

70022 | 1/31/2007 8

70021 | 3/12/2007 19

70022 | 3/12/2007 461
70021 | 4/3/2007 261
70022 | 4/18/2007 613

Table 1 E Coli Test Results
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The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) risk levels of E Coli for
contact recreation is either by Geometric means testing 126 mpn/100ml, or single
sample limit 394 mpn/100ml. E Coli above these values can cause 8 ilinesses
per 1000 swimmers exposed. One swimmer becoming ill is one too many. The
test results above these values are highlighted in Table 1, in yellow.

We are concerned about the effect on wildlife in the creek. We fish in this creek.
Golden Algae (prymnesium parvum) decimated the game fish population during
the winter of 2006. It is now showing signs of recovery, after 18 months. Baylor
University Toxicology Department has recently discovered that one of the
triggers that cause golden algae to become toxic is the ratio of nitrogen and
phosphorus in the water. When this alga is in its toxic state it kills fish. What
treatment measures will be taken in this wastewater treatment plant to prevent
discharge of nitrogen or phosphorus into the creek and then to the lake? When
the fish die who is going to replace them?

For-profit wastewater treatment plants do not have a record of compliance for
discharge into Lake Granbury. Texas Utilities Inc. has not complied with the
standards of operation for wastewater treatment plants. Please refer to the
TCEQ records for this company. Monthly testing or self-monitoring is not enough
as evidenced by Texas Utilities Inc. What assurance do we have that this plant
will always operate in compliance with the discharge standards? Who will clean
up the mess?

The Lake Granbury Watershed Protection Plan Stakeholders have been working
for over a year to develop a plan that will reduce the non-point source pollution of
Lake Granbury. They also continue extensive testing and scientific examination
of Golden Algae. The initial funding for this program was over $2M. Why are
you going to allow another source of pollution for the lake? Are there not other
alternatives?

Meander Estates has set a precedent for connection of a neighborhood to the
City of Granbury wastewater treatrent plant. Another development, near the
lake and Highway 51 North of the City of Granbury is in the process of laying a
sewer line (at the developer’s expense) to the city wastewater treatment plant. If
it is required for these neighborhoods should it also be required for Nolan Park?

The flow of water in the creek varies from flood stage to no flow based on the
rainfall in its watershed. During low or no flow conditions, the only water
movement in the creek will be the discharge from this treatment plant. There will
not be any dilution of the discharge into a non-flowing stream. In flood
conditions, any buildup of solids or chemicals in the creek will flow directly into
the lake toward our public area, marina and swim beach. What are the plans to
mitigate the effects of variable water flow in the creek and cove?

Based on these issues we request that this permit be denied and an alternate,
more appropriate method of sewage disposal for Nolan Park be employed.



Further, we request a public meeting for the presentation of the facts to us and
other concerned citizens.

Please direct any correspondence on the issue to:

Mallard Pointe POA
ATTN: Dan Loomis
701 Pintail Court
Granbury, TX 76049

Email Water@mallardpointe.info
Cell 817-223-7868

We would appreciate your action, responses to these questions and a denial of
permit for this proposed wastewater treatment plant.

Sincerely

—

an Loomis

CC:
Congressman Honorable Chet Edwards
Senator Kip Averitt
Representative Jim Lloyd Keefer
Judge Andy Rash
Commissioner Steve Berry
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Office of the Chief Clerk
MC105

TCEQ

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

e
Re: Proposed TPDES Permit #WQ0014754001 4
Rucker Creek pending Waste Water Treatment Plant

A wastewater treatment plant is being proposed that would discharge into Rucker
Creek in the vicinity of M & M Ranch Road. The plant will serve Nolan Park.
Based on information in the application for a discharge permit the plant will be
constructed in phases and will ultimately discharge 150,000 gallons per day serving
350 homes.

This is not an option for the homeowners that live on the banks of Rucker Creek,
and as a matter of fact, should not be an option for any homeowner or business on
Lake Granbury.

As 1 see it there are only two possible solutions.

The most favorable solution (for the developer) is for the area served to convey
its wastewater to the City of Granbury waste water system. This option is
dependent upon the City having the capacity and being agreeable to accepting
the wastewater.

The next option is viable as well, instead of 350 lots reduce the number of lots
and make them larger so septic systems can be installed on each property.

Several years ago, the developer of Meander Estates proposed to dump their
wastewater into Rucker Creek. Someone, thankfully, had the common sense to see
this was a horrible idea, and an agreement was worked out so the wastewater was
sent into the City of Granbury water treatment plant, not Rucker Creek. The
appropriate precedent already has been set, and all we ask is that a similar
arrangement be worked out for disposing wastewater from Nolan Park. In short, we
are opposed to the issuance of the proposed discharge permit and request a public



hearing on the matter. Please include us on your mailing list for future notifications
in this regard.

Sincerely,

Mr. and Mrs. L.L. (Bud) Lowack, Jr.
2001 Green Wing Dr.

Granbury, TX 76049

817-279-6991

cc: Judge Andy Rash
Mayor David Southern
Commissioner Steve Berry
The Honorable Kip Evert
The Honorable Chet Edwards



TCEQ Public Meeting Form
Tuesday, October 16, 2007
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Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you.
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Bud Lowack’s INTERESTS

N
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B .
Bud Lowack and his wife Kay own property adjacent to the downstream ™
segment of Rucker Creek Cove, downstream of the proposed discharge.

" .- BudLowack, his family (Including grandchildren) and friends use the

downstream segment of Rucker Creek Cove for swimming and other
recreational purposes. ‘

Bud Lowack, his family (Including grandchildren) and friends use the

downstream segment of Rucker Creek for fishing an average of two times a
week.

Bud Lowack uses the water of Rucker Creek for irrigation of our private
property, several times each week.

RELATIVE CONSIDERATIONS

1. Rucker Creek, the stream that would receive the proposed discharge, is
not part of the classified segment (segment No. 1205) except for the
portion below the conservation pool elevation of Lake Granbury. Segment
No. 1205.is designated for high aquatic life, public water supply, and |
contact recreation. Additionally, all waters in the state are presumed to be
high aquatic life use and contact recreation until determined otherwise.

2. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is used for fishing, contact
recreation, and lawn irrigation

The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is already experiencing elevated
levels of E-coli as evidenced by the Lake Granbury monitoring program

R

N\



conducted by the Brazos River Authority. The BRA test sites are, 70021 -
Mallard Pointe Cove, and 70022 - Rucker Creek.

4. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek has experienced the occurrence
of golden algae based on information developed by the Texas Parks and Wildlife
and the Brazos River Authority. Due to the presence of Golden Algae in Rucker
Creek and Rucker Creek Cove, the Brazos River Authority selected the water
body to perform research using hay bales in an attempt to eliminate the Golden
Algae.

5. The City of Granbury has constructed a wastewater interceptor along Highway
377 to provide wastewater treatment service. The area to be served by the
proposed Nolan Park wastewater treatment plant is less than three miles (2500

feet) the City’s interceptor system. - e L
PR |
PREFERRED OPTIONS NN
. m}@?ﬂ@m o

As | see it there are only two possible options.

The most favorable option (for the developer) is for the area served to
convey its wastewater to the City of Granbury waste water system.
This option is dependent upon the City having the capacity and being
agreeable to accepting the wastewater.

The next option is viable as well, instead of 350 lots reduce the number
of lots and make them larger so septic systems can be installed on
each property.

REQUESTED ACTIONS

1. Deny the issuance of a TPDES permit that would allow discharge into
Rucker Creek and request applicant to obtain service from the City of
Granbury.

2. If a TPDES permit is issued, establish TPDES permit effluent quality
conditions (i.e. phosphorus removal, etc.) needed to avoid degradation of
water quality conditions and to avoid impacting the designated uses within
Rucker Creek Cove. Additionally, require that the wastewater treatment
plant be equipped with effluent filters to improve the effectiveness of the
disinfect ion process. Also, require the applicant to perform frequent
sampling and testing of the discharge for the permitted parameters
including phosphorus. Additionally, require the applicant to perform a
receiving water body sampling and testing program in cooperation with the



Brazos River Authority and the TCEQ. The purpose of this sampling
program wouid be to provide a basis for establishing the permit limits to be

applied when the permit is renewed or amended.

Submitted by

Mr, and Mrs. L.L. (Bud) Lowack, Jr.
2001 Green Wing Dr.

Granbury, TX 76049

817-279-6991
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May 26, 2007

Office of the Chief Clerk #

MC105

TCEQ OPA

P. O. Box 13087 .

Austin, Texas 78711-3087 JTUN 0% 2007
BY ??/

Re: Proposed TPDES Permit #WQ0014754001
Rucker Creek pending Waste Water Treatment Plant

A wastewater treatment plant is being proposed that would discharge into Rucker
Creek in the vicinity of M & M Ranch Road. The plant will serve Nolan Park.
Based on information in the application for a discharge permit the plant will be
constructed in phases and will ultimately discharge 150,000 gallons per day serving
350 homes.

This is not an option for the homeowners that live on the banks of Rucker Creek,
and as a matter of fact, should not be an option for any homeowner or business on
Lake Granbury.

As 1 see it there are only two possibie solutions.

The most favorable solution (for the developer) is for the area served to convey
its wastewater to the City of Granbury waste water system. This option is
dependent upon the City having the capacity and being agreeable to accepting
the wastewater.

The next option is viable as well, instead of 350 lots reduce the number of lots
and make them larger so septic systems can be installed on each property.

Several years ago, the developer of Meander Estates proposed to dump their
wastewater into Rucker Creek. Someone, thankfully, had the common sense to see
this was a horrible idea, and an agreement was worked out so the wastewater was
sent into the City of Granbury water treatment plant, not Rucker Creek. The
appropriate precedent already has been set, and all we ask is that a similar
arrangement be worked out for disposing wastewater from Nolan Park. In short, we
are opposed to the issuance of the proposed discharge permit and request a public



hearing on the matter. Please include us on your mailing list for future notifications

in this regard.

Mr. and Mrs. L.L. (Bud) Lowack, Jr.
2001 Green Wing Dr.

Granbury, TX 76049

817-279-6991

Sincerely,

cc: Judge Andy Rash
 Mayor David Southern -
Commissioner Steve Berry
The Honorable Kip Evert
The Honorable Chet Edwards
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John L. Meche
1917 Green Wing Drive, Granbury, TX 76049 < (817) 573-1626
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March 10, 2008 - H OPA
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o A 5 LA
LaDonna Castafiuela B : % = Qz‘z,% -
Office of the Chief Clerk L o~ Bl
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality MWD g i :g% 8;? 7
Mail Code 105 . SCI1A0 JH = 52312
P.0. Box 13087 o 3

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Dear Ms. Castafiuela:

Per your letter of February 22, 2008, I request a contested case hearing concerning Aqua
Utilities’ (TPDES Permit Number WQ0014754001). This application seeks approval from
TCEQ to discharge 150,000 gallons of domestic wastewater per day from 350 homes into

Rucker Creek.

I am an “affected person” in that I live on Rucker Creek about 2 miles downstream from the
proposed sewage treatment plant. The discharge from this proposed sewage plant will pass
through my backyard and then flow almost directly into the City of Granbury’s new convention
center and public beach currently under construction.

My family uses the water in Rucker Creek for contact recreation, fishing, and irrigation of our
lawn and garden. Because of this, I am affected by this proposed sewage plant in a way not
common to members of the general public.

Why the Executive Director’s Decision is Being Contested
In summary, the Applicant provided false and misleading information as a ploy to bypass

Section 26.081 of the Texas Water Code with TCEQ’s blessing. The developer and Applicant in
this case have an apparent conflict of interest, and the TCEQ staff ignored valid health and safety
issues by hiding behind rules and enforcement actions that will not solve problems created by
this case. Therefore, the Applicant’s request to discharge wastewater into Rucker Creek should
be denied, so that we can spend our money on cleaning up Lake Granbury instead of filling the

pockets of lawyers.

My explanations as to why the Executive Director’s decision was flawed will be keyed to the
TCEQ responses to comments made at a public meeting I attended on October 16, 2007.
Applicant’s proposal should have raised red flags throughout TCEQ. The one that stands out
most to me is that this is a proposal to construct a sewage treatment plant on a ditch that is dry or
stagnant 4 months a year. I think TCEQ should certainly have recognized that dumping
wastewater into a river moving millions of gallons of water a minute is not the same as using a

ditch.

First, I will address an overarching issue throughout the TCEQ responses that TCEQ . . . must
rely on the information provided by the Applicant.” This Applicant has provided false and
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misleading information to TCEQ. Also, a source close to the Applicant, speaking on condition
of anonymity, said that the person designing the Applicant’s sewage plant was also a partner
with the developer of Nolan Park. This apparent conflict of interest would certainly explain why
false and misleading information was used to conceal from TCEQ the existence of the City of
Granbury’s sewer line within less than %2 mile.

State regulatory agencies such as TCEQ were created by law because applicants have a vested
interest in their proposals, and history has proven over and over again that applicants usually
cannot be trusted to act for the good of the public. In this case, the Applicant, with absolutely no
risk to its investment, recoups its costs to construct the sewage plant, and gets guaranteed
revenue from the future homeowners, while the developer gets to construct more houses on
smaller tracts of land to maximize his profit. This is a financial win-win situation for the
Applicant and developer, but a losing situation for everyone else “downstream.”

TCEQ is a large agency with many responsibilities, so I understand that the staff makes
preliminary approvals of discharge permits without verifying every fact in the Applicant’s
application. However, what I cannot understand is how TCEQ can provide the responses it did
after seeing and hearing over 100 citizens and elected officials unanimously oppose this permit,
and also ignore facts provided by “affected people” that clearly contradict key information
provided by the Applicant that was relied on by TCEQ in arriving at its preliminary decision.

The law did not envision that TCEQ would be an advocate for developers and become a “rubber
stamp” approving agency. As citizens of Texas, we look to TCEQ to protect the general public
against these money-hungry individuals and corporations who have vested financial interest in
this proposal, and who could care less about what happens to citizens who live on Rucker Creek
and use Lake Granbury for family recreation, watering lawns and gardens, and fishing.

Denying this permit should not be a tough call for TCEQ. The City of Granbury has a sewer line
less than ¥ mile away, has the capacity to handle the expected discharge, is willing to accept the
discharge into its system, and can do this more cost effectively than constructing a sewage plant
on a ditch. This alternative to Applicant’s proposal is totally consistent with the spirit and intent
of Section 26.081 of the Texas Water Code. Specifics keyed to the February 2008 TCEQ
responses follow.

Response 1: TCEQ “. .. does not anticipate that constituents in the discharge will have an
adverse effect . . .” on the already high levels of E. coli in Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove.
TCEQ response to Comment 6 proudly states that Applicant’s compliance history is “. . . average
with the rating of 0.96.” Without a 100 percent compliance rating, TCEQ has no basis to
anticipate no adverse effect on E. coli levels. To the contrary, this proposal will introduce
150,000 gallons per day of new wastewater. Studies have shown that E. coli thrives in domestic
wastewater. Even considering the “accuracy” of self-reporting to TCEQ, the Applicant still has a
4 percent noncompliance rate. But with the potential for at least one noncompliance discharge
during the summer when Rucker Creek is dry and Rucker Creek Cove is stagnant, this “oops”
discharge will place untreated sewage for feeding the E. coli bacteria in our swimming areas and
on our lawns for those who irrigate from Rucker Creek. As documented in studies, higher levels
of E. coli in Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove could cause serious illnesses and even death
to those who come in contact with this infected water.

Response 2: TCEQ addresses our concern about increased phosphorous and nitrogen in the
discharge that will cause Golden Algae to flourish and subsequently result in fish kills by saying
the «. . . proposed draft permit is protective . . . and that it meets TCEQ rules and regulations IF
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[emphasis added] the Applicant . . . operates and maintains the facility as required by the
proposed permit and regulations.” Applicant’s compliance record already demonstrates that it
has not always operated in compliance with permits and regulations. Dr. Brian Brooks, a
Professor of Environmental Studies at Baylor University, has demonstrated that the ratio of
phosphorous and nitrogen in water can cause Golden Algae to become toxic. In response to a
specific question on this, Mr. Mark Zeppa, the attorney representing the Applicant at the October
2007 public meeting, stated clearly that phosphorous and nitrogen are produced naturally by
sewage plants. So, this is not an “IF” situation. Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove have had
fish kills from Golden Algae almost every year since 2001. Putting more phosphorous and
nitrogen into Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove can only contribute to this problem with
Golden Algae. Fish kills ultimately reflect poorly on the City of Granbury, not just Rucker
Creek. TCEQ’s position to take enforcement action against the Applicant for noncompliance is
like closing the barn door after the horses walked out —it’s too late. In this case, TCEQ needs to
be proactive, not reactive.

Response 4: TCEQ states that its rules require domestic wastewater treatment facilities meet
buffer zone requirements for the abatement and control of nuisance odors, and that the Applicant
meets these requitements by owning the buffer zone. But rules do not always prevent problems
in the real world. On March 5, 2008, the Hood County New quoted a small treatment plant
operator as saying the water around two wastewater treatment facilities smelled like some sort of
chemicals and “, . . it burns your nose and throat.” He tested this water and found phosphorous
levels were “. . . real high.” Please recall Dr. Brooks’ findings about phosphorous and its ability
to cause Golden Algae to become toxic and kill fish. The operator also said he had been doing
noncompliance reports to TCEQ since 2005. Yet, the problem still exists today, which proves
that TCEQ rules and enforcement actions do not prevent nuisance odors. So why does TCEQ
dismiss our concerns when they have odor issues at package treatment plants on other parts of
Lake Granbury?

Response 19: TCEQ did not find any detectable bacteria level at the upstream and mainstream
of Lake Granbury. I want to be clear here. We are not talking about upstream or the mainstream
of the lake. We are talking about Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove, where the proposed
sewage plant will discharge its wastewater. TCEQ goes on to say it is conducting an ongoing
study focusing on bacteria modeling in coves and canals of Lake Granbury. If TCEQ approves
this permit, it is predetermining the result of the ongoing study. With reasonable alternatives that
comply with current law, why would TCEQ even consider approving anything now that could
potentially make known problems in Rucker Creek and Lake Granbury worse? Again, TCEQ
needs to be proactive, not reactive.

Response 21: The TCEQ staff cannot determine the location of sewer lines and must rely on the
information provided by the Applicant. TCEQ goes on to state that the Applicant became aware
at the public meeting in October 2007 that a sewer collection line belonging to the City of
Granbury existed within a 3-mile area surrounding the proposed facility. Mr. Zeppa also said the
Applicant had contacted the City of Granbury and was told no line existed within 3-miles. A
City official stated that no one from the Applicant contacted the City and that the nearby line had
been constructed about 7 years earlier.

But that’s not all the available evidence. The Applicant already tried this same ploy during the
development of Meander Estates. Again, due to actions of concerned citizens, the developer was
required to hook up to the City’s sewer line rather than discharge the wastewater from Meander
Estates into Rucker Creek. Oh, by the way, this is the same sewer line that the Applicant
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" certified that it did not know eﬁisted until October 2007. Once again, the Applicant provided

false and misleading information.

In spite of all this, TCEQ gave Applicant another chance, and in less than 30 days, Applicant
performed a cost analyses required by law and concluded, surprisingly, that it would cost about
$868,000, or 50 percent more to connect to the City line less than 72 mile away than build a new
treatment plant from scratch. TCEQ accepted these “trumped up” numbers at face value,
although Applicant had already provided false information to get its plan approved. What does it
take for TCEQ to get suspicious?

The City of Granbury stated that neither the Applicant nor developer had contacted the City for
the cost to hook up to the City line, so how credible is the Applicant’s cost analyses? In a letter
dated January 9, 2008, the City of Granbury Mayor stated that the developer declined the City’s
offer to connect to the City’s line even though the cost of the line was less than the package plant
the developer proposes to put in place. In the Hood County News on March 8, 2008, the Mayor
says the estimated cost is about $170,000, plus the cost to obtain the right-of-way for the hookup
line. With all these obvious contradictions, it is unbelievable that TCEQ continues to defend the
Applicant when a reasonable alternative that is required by Section 26.081 of the Texas Water
Code is readily available, is cost effective, and is a win-win for all parties involved.

Response 28: Again, TCEQ accepts more false information from Applicant concerning flow
fluctuation characterizations of Rucker Creek. First-hand knowledge:of flow characteristics of
Rucker Creek cannot be made on a windshield tour of the proposed development. On the day in
question, water was flowing in the creek. TCEQ should consider the impact on livestock and
crops drinking from the creek when the only water in it is the discharge from the sewer plant,
and Rucker Creek Cove is stagnant for 4 months a year with the only “new” water coming from
a sewage plant. Again, TCEQ needs to be proactive, not reactive.

Conclusion

There is no doubt that development around and on Rucker Creek will significantly expand as
Hood County continues to experience rapid population growth. This proposal is the Applicant’s
second try at dumping wastewater into Rucker Creek. I hope TCEQ will foil this latest attempt
because it is the right thing to do for people living along Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove,
and it is equally important to all people in Hood County and the City of Granbury. But more
important, TCEQ needs to follow the precedent set with the Meander Estates solution and not
open up the “floodgates” for future sewage plants to dump into Rucker Creek.

Mr. Shankle, as the TCEQ Executive Director, you have the power to stop this nonsense. 1
respectfully ask that TCEQ act proactively by denying the Applicant’s request, and require that
this new development be hooked up to the City of Granbury’s existing sewer line. This will help
save Lake Granbury and allow all of us to use our money to clean up known pollution problems
in the Lake rather than filling the pockets of lawyers.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. Please feel free to call me at (817) 573-1626 if
you have any questions.
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John L. Mech
1917 Green Wing Drive, Granbury, TXx76 4

WA
May 30, 2007 %Q/Q

A CHEF CLERS OFFICE - M

17) 573-1626

LaDonna Castafiuela

Office of the Chief Clerk ,
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality Juk 01 2007
Mail Code 105 , W
P.0. Box 13087 BY L

Austin, TX 78711-3087
Dear Ms. Castafiuela:

I am writing to express my deep disappointment that the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality (TCEQ) has made a preliminary decision (Permit WQO0014754001) to approve Aqua
Utilities’ request to discharge about 150,000 gallons of treated domestic wastewater per day from
the newly proposed Nolan Park area into Rucker Creek in Hood County, Texas.

My wife and I purchased property on Rucker Creek in 1996. Since then, we have seen a gradual
decline in fishing and the water quality. We were catching lots of bass from our boat dock, but
neither I nor our guests have caught a bass in Rucker Creek during the last 2 years. We bought
this property to énjoy retirement’ 11v1ng while prov1d1ng afun, safe, and relaxing place for our -
children and- grandchlldren to escape from the Metroplex All thls is in Jeopardy W1th what is .
going on with Rucker Creek ‘

We have had significant fish kills in 2001, 2004, 2005 and 2006 from Golden Algae Because
of this, the Brazos River Authority has been testing the water quality on Lake Granbury,
including Rucker Creek. Initial results point to domestic wastewater as the culprit that feeds the
Golden Algae. Testing in Rucker Creek during the last year has confirmed increasing levels of
Escherichia coli (E. coli), with two tests finding E. coli levels above the limit for safe contact
recreation, such as swimming. With these findings, it would be irresponsible for us to allow our
children, grandchildren, and guests to swim from our dock on Rucker Creek.

We have all read newspaper accounts of public utilities having “inadvertent” discharges of
untreated sewage from their wastewater treatment plants. Guess what happens to the E. coli
levels and odors in Rucker Creek when we experience just one of these “oops.” Rucker Creek
already has stagnant water during summer causing offensive odors, so adding “treated sewage”
will only increase the problems in Rucker Creek.

Although the current situation with Rucker Creek is not good, it will only get worse if 150,000

gallons of wastewater is allowed to flow into Rucker Creek every day. What is particularly

worrisome is why this request has been preliminarily approved. Several years ago, the developer

of Meander Estates proposed to dump their wastewater into Rucker Creek. ‘Someone, thankfully,

had the common sense to see this was a horrible idea, and an agreemient was worked out so the

wastewater was sent into the City of Granbury water treatment plant, not Rucker Creek. The -

appropriate precedent already has been set, and all we ask is that a similar arrangement be

worked out for disposing wastewater from Nolan Park. °
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The public notice in the Hood County News (May 5, 2007) states that TCEQ will hold a public
meeting IF the Executive Director determines that there is a significant degree of public interest
or if requested by a local legislator. I am requesting that the TCEQ hold a public meeting on this
serious matter affecting all taxpayers owing property on Rucker Creek. I also ask that my name
be included on a mailing list to receive future notification on this issue.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. Please feel free to call me at (817) 573-1626 if
you have any questions.

Sincerely,

L. Meche

Cc: Judge Andy Rash, Hood County
Mayor of Granbury, David Southern
Hood County Commissioner Steve Berry, Precinct 4
Senator Kip Averitt, District 22
Representative Chet Edwards, District 17
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John L. Meche
1917 Green Wing Drive, Granbury, TX 76049 < (817) 573-1626

May 30, 2007 \@ | JUN 1 2007
SCag W

The Honorable Chet Edwards N G 5 2007 £

District 17 T

115 South Main Street, Suite 202 BY 0/’/ {;} i

Cleburne, TX 76033 | &3
- i

Dear Representative Edwards: :“jl R
il

]

T am writing to express my deep disappointment that the Texas Commission on Environme;ftyatl
Quality (TCEQ) has made a preliminary decision (Permit WQ0014754001) to approve Aqua
Utilities’ request to discharge about 150,000 gallons of treated domestic wastewater per day from
the newly proposed Nolan Park area into Rucker Creek in Hood County, Texas.

My wife and I purchased property on Rucker Creek in 1996. Since then, we have seen a gradual
decline in fishing and the water quality. We were catching lots of bass from our boat dock, but
neither I nor our guests have caught a bass in Rucker Creek during the last 2 years. We bought
this property to enjoy retirement living while providing a fun, safe, and relaxing place for our
children and grandchildren to ‘escape: from the Metroplex ‘All this is in Jeopardy w1th what is-
gomg on w1th Rucker Creek.- - s : : SR

We have had mgmﬁcant fish kills in 2001 2004 2005 and 2006 from Golden Algae Because
of this, the Brazos River Authority has been testing the water quality on Lake Granbury,
including Rucker Creek. Initial results point to domestic wastewater as the culprit that feeds the
Golden Algae. Testing in Rucker Creek during the last year has confirmed increasing levels of
Escherichia coli (E. coli), with two tests finding E. coli levels above the limit for safe contact
recreation, such as swimming. With these findings, it would be irresponsible for us to allow our
children, grandchildren, and guests to swim from our dock on Rucker Creek.

We have all read newspaper accounts of public utilities having “inadvertent” discharges of
untreated sewage from their wastewater treatment plants. Guess what happens to the E. coli
levels and odors in Rucker Creek when we experience just one of these “oops.” Rucker Creek
already has stagnant water during summer causing offensive odors, so adding “treated sewage”
will only increase the problems in Rucker Creek.

Although the cutrent situation with Rucker Creek is not good, it will only get worse if 150,000
gallons of wastewater is allowed to flow into Rucker Creek every day. What is particularly
worrisome is why this.request has been preliminarily approved. Several years ago, the developer
of Meander Estates proposed to-dump their wastewater.into Rucker Creek. ‘Someone, thankfully,
had the common sense to see this was a horrible idea, and an agreement was worked out so the
wastewater was sent into-the City of Granbury water treatment plant, not Rucker Creek. . The
appropriate precedent already has been set, and all we ask is that a similar arrangement be
worked out for disposing wastewater from Nolan Park.
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The public notice in the Hood County News (May 5, 2007) states that TCEQ will hold a public
meeting IF the Executive Director determines that there is a significant degree of public interest
or if requested by a local legislator. Ihave written to the TCEQ to express my concern. Asa
legislator, please do whatever is in your power to request a public meeting on this serious matter
affecting all taxpayers owing property on Rucker Creek. I also ask that my name be included on
a mailing list to receive future notification on this issue.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. Please feel free to call me at (817) 573-1626 if
you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Lo

John L. Meche
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form
Tuesday, October 16, 2007

Aqua Utilities, Inc. |
Proposed Permit cﬁ“@@
TPDES WQ0014754001 ¥ g
) 6
o« m@“&@

NV
% s
s ¥
PLEASE PRINT: '
Name: SOt L MECHT
Address: _\Q()  CREENWING- PR
City/State: _(o QN Q\»uL?P T zip 7(»0“%5/%
Phone: ( ?(? y XM~ (LG
0 Please add me to the mailing list.
Are you here today representing é municipality, legislator, agency, or group? O Yes %No o
w S
If yes, which one? 5 2 ,ﬁm
¢ ™ rde)
RIF.
B R i
IF YOU WANT TO GIVE FORMAL COMMENT PLEASE « BELOW ;TCD.‘; g %}%
. fs o r—-ri g
v pe

M\ I wish to provide formal oral comments.

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

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

Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you.



Wastewater Treatment Plant on Rucker Creek
Hood County, Texas

Permit Number: WQ0014754001 Q@‘V@'@
Comments by: (§) {lat 0
John L. Meche oct t A
Downstream Property Owner Eﬂﬁﬁ@
October 16, 2007 208 o WP
AR ¥

' Meche’s Interest | | l

Susan and John Meche own property on Rucker Creek downstream of the proposed treatment

plant. Our children and grandchildren live in Denton, Texas, about 60 miles from L% *-53 Q
Granbury m ﬁ e
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Many times each year, our family and fmends come to our home to use Rucker Creeléénd I%_Rcke
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Creek Cove for swimming, boating, and fishing. _ g;) o ?5%%}%3
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Almost every day we fish from, or relax on, our boat dock on Rucker Creek % RS fé‘f
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We have a permit from the Brazos River Authority to use water from Rucker Creek to 1rr1gai‘té
our lawn and flowerbeds.

New Information Bearing on TCEQ’s Preliminary Determination |

1. Rucker Creek begins in Parker County and runs south for 12 miles to its mouth on Lake
Granbury. For most of its history, the Rucker Creek area has been used as range and crop
land. Today, as evidenced by this proposed development, the future use of Rucker Creek
will be fundamentally and drastically changed.

2. Except for the first % mile from its mouth, Rucker Creek is nothing more than a big ditch
carrying excess rain water. Dumping “treated” wastewater into a river that is constantly
moving millions of gallons of water per minute is certainly not the same as dumping
wastewater into a ditch that has little or no running water for most of the year.

3. Several years ago, the developer of Meander Estates (about 200 feet from Rucker Creek)
proposed to dump its wastewater into Rucker Creek. Someone (we hope it was TCEQ) saw
this as a bad precedent, and required that Meander Estates wastewater be sent into the City of
Granbury collection system and treated in the City’s wastewater treatment plant. This action
is totally consistent with Section 26.081 of the Texas Water Code which is to . . . encourage
and promote the development and use of regional and area-wide waste collection, treatment,
and disposal systems to serve the waste disposal needs . . . and to prevent pollution and
maintain and enhance the quality of the water in the state.”

4. So why is the Meander Estates precedent not being followed for the proposed Nolan Park
development? Perhaps part of the reason lies in answer to Question 1¢3. in the Domestic
Technical Report (page 8), which asks “Are there any domestic permitted wastewater
treatment facilities and/or collection systems located within a three-mile radius of the
proposed facility?” In its application, Aqua Utilities checked “No,” yet the City of Granbury
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collection system is within 2,500 feet (less than %2 mile) of the proposed treatment plant for
Nolan Park.

5. Lake Granbury has experienced significant fish kills from Golden Algae in 2001, 2004, 2005,
2006, and 2007, To identify solutions, TCEQ has contracted with the Brazos River
Authority (BRA), using Federal grant money from the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), to develop a Watershed Protection Plan for Lake Granbury. By regular water quality
testing, the BRA has found elevated concentrations of E. coli in Rucker Creek and Rucker
Creek Cove. These levels exceeded criteria set for safe contact recreation use, such as
swimming. Imagine our alarm when we found we were irrigating our lawn and flower beds
with water containing unsafe levels of E. coli.

6. Initial analyses point to domestic wastewater as the culprit that feeds the Golden Algae. Dr.

Bryan Brooks, a Professor of Environmental Studies at Baylor University, has demonstrated
_ that the ratio of phosphorus and nitrogen in water can cause Golden Algae to become toxic.

We have been told these chemicals are routinely used in the treatment of wastewater before
releasing it into public waters. We already have serious problems with the water quality in
Rucker Creek. Adding 150,000 gallons of wastewater per day and the chemicals used to
treat it will only worsen Rucker Creek’s E. coli levels, as well as the Golden Algae levels
which result in significant fish kills.

] Conclusion | - | —|

There is no doubt that development surrounding Rucker Creek will significantly expand as Hood
County continues to experience rapid population growth. Granbury and Hood County are at a
crossroad pertaining to the water quality of Lake Granbury and its creeks and coves. This
proposed project should provide the springboard to looking for long-term solutions as opposed to
continuing the efforts that have brought us to where we are tonight. If TCEQ allows this
proposed wastewater treatment plant, it will only serve as the precedent for all future
development on Rucker Creek. If that happens, Rucker Creek will become a sewage ditch
dumping millions of gallons of chemically-treated wastewater almost directly into the City of
Granbury’s new convention center and public beach.

I Requested Action l

1. We ask that TCEQ deny Aqua Utilities’ request to discharge domestic wastewater into
Rucker Creek because use of the existing Granbury system is a better option and is well
within a three-mile radius of the City collection system, which is consistent with the intent of
Section 26.081 of the Texas Water Code. '

2. We further request that TCEQ place a ban on all commercial and residential developers from
using Rucker Creek as the outlet into Lake Granbury for disposing of commercial or
domestic wastewater.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. Please feel free to call me at (817) 573-1626 if
you have any que{&%lis.
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P.O. Box 13087 e ‘

Austin, TX 78711-3087 - CHIEF CLERKS oFFiop

Re: Aqua Utilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001

We request a Contested Case Hearing. Our home is on the water of Rucker Creek
Cove and we believe that: :

1. We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove
any time that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of the water.

2. We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove
any time that we wish, without having concerns about our health.

3. We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek and
cove is not meeting the standards for contact recreation.

4. We should have the right to maintain our property value.

We are raising objections to the following responses:

Resp onse 6:

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96. We
assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be
good enough to protect our rights (and specifically the health of our children) to use the
waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove without limits. -

Response 12:

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the health
and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspend solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there will
be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the TSS limits before the next
sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with 900,000 gallons of water
discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our neighborhood. | do not know
the length of time between taking the sample and getting a laboratory response back to
the operator, so we have assumed same day results. Testing by the BRA has already
shown bacteria concentrations above the level for safe contact recreation. Continuing,
when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify
the TCEQ. So ends the notification. If our children or grandchildren have been in the
creek during that six-day window they could become sick or even die because we were
not told. No amount of money saved by the developer is enough to compensate for
iliness or death of a child.

The requirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
“ assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.



Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake Granbury do not
contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several coves and canals have
bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker Creek and
Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above the level for
contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be
diluted by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of
bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to
discharge into Rucker Creek.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that no
collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the TCEQ is
willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to
calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
Iexistence of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the
ocation?

Response 21

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As March 6, 2008, Mr.
Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact from the applicant,
with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the intersection of Old
Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how can he provide valid information on the costs to
connect to the city sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that the time for permit to place
a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as given by the applicant in their
letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the applicant is providing false
information to the TCEQ. At what point does the TCEQ deny this permit and require the :
applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas -
Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why is

the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing?

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that
Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek
can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the public meeting.
We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we do not
understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the permit
application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant either
does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing
misleading or false information.

Response 24

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if properly
operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for filters.
The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the facility?
“The facility should” with an investment of nearly $500,000 in our home and property, we
do not want that investment put at risk for a "if properly operated” or a “facility should”.
No one should be required to put that amount of collateral in the hands of some
unidentified person or company.



We request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and other issues that are in
the comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has
reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are
commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol),
Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
Methanol/Alcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold
tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.
All of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of
Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package
plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
frolrln a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000
gallons.

Because of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this TPDES
permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health
and welfare of all residents of Hood County.

o i, o U

Susan and James Norton
2017 Green Wing Drive
Granbury, TX 76049
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form

Tuesday, October 16, 2007

Aqua Utilities, Inc. CgrVED
Proposed Permit e BT .
TPDES WQ0014754001 i1ttt
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'
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City/State: (rog Bﬂ) A L/ W zip: 260 / /
LN
phone: (7)) 99U 33¢°€
Please add me to the mailing list.
Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? - (J Yes D)ﬂp
If yes, which one?
IF YOU WANT TO GIVE FORMAL COMMENT PLEASE « BELOW
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. I wish to provide formal oral comments. 0 Z
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I wish to provide formal written comments at tonight’s public meeting. ? - Ezéﬁ(g
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Please give this-to the person at the information table. Thank you. ?



October 16, 2007

NOLAN PARK
PROPOSED
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT TPDES PERMIT
Proposed Permit No. WQ0014754001

James and Susan Norton 0CT 1 6 200;
Downstream Property Owner = 0 <007
AT PUBT T TN
NORTON’S INTERESTS g g
James and Susan Norton own property adjacent to the % ™ %%:%“‘%
downstream segment of Rucker Creek Cove, downstreap, of o qggv:
the proposed discharge. o = @j),
s S e
The Norton family and friends use downstream segment'of < F

L

Rucker Creek Cove for swimming and other recreational
purposes.

The Norton family and friends use the downstream segment of
Rucker Creek for fishing.

The Nortons use the water of Rucker Creek for irrigation of our
private property, several times each week.

RELATIVE CONSIDERATIONS

1. Rucker Creek, the stream that would receive the proposed
discharge, is not part of the classified segment (segment No.
1205) except for the portion below the conservation pool
elevation of Lake Granbury. Segment No. 1205 is designated
for high aquatic life, public water supply, and contact recreation.
Additionally, all waters in the state are presumed to be high

aquatic life use and contact recreation until determined
otherwise.

2. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is used for fishing,
contact recreation, and lawn irrigation



3. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is already
experiencing elevated levels of E-coli as evidenced by the Lake
Granbury monitoring program conducted by the Brazos River
Authority. The BRA test sites are, 70021 - Mallard Pointe» #£

CRIVED

Cove, and 70022 - Rucker Creek. . 2007

4. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek has experienc
the occurrence of golden algae based on information devéloped
by the Texas Parks and Wildlife and the Brazos River Authority.
Due to the presence of Golden Algae in Rucker Creek and
Rucker Creek Cove, the Brazos River Authority selected the
water body to perform research using hay bales in an attempt
to eliminate the Golden Algae.

5. The City of Granbury has constructed a wastewater interceptor
along Highway 377 to provide wastewater treatment service.
The area to be served by the proposed Nolan Park wastewater
treatment plant is less than three miles (2500 feet) the City's
interceptor system.

REQUESTED ACTIONS

1. In light of the above referenced water quality conditions
experienced in the Rucker Creek and the uses of the water
body, request that TCEQ perform a Tier 2 degradation analysis
to assess the impact of the proposed discharge on the water
quality and potential for impacting the designated uses.

2. Review and analyze water quality and ecological data collected
in Lake Granbury, including Rucker Creek by the Brazos River
Authority.

3. Review and analyze information developed by the Texas Parks
and Wildlife Department relevant to Golden Algae and water
quality conditions of Lake Granbury, particularly within the
Rucker Creek

4. Request evidence that the applicant has investigated other
potential discharge locations to minimize potential receiving
water quality impacts.

& v MmN



5. Request evidence that the applicant has investigated the “use
of all reasonable methods to implement the policy” established
in Section 26.003 of the Texas Water code, which “encourages
and promotes the development and use of regional and area
wide collection, treatment, and disposal systems to serve the
waste disposal needs of the citizens of the state”. In this regard,
request evidence from the applicant that investigations have
been performed to obtain wastewater treatment service from
the City of Granbury.

PREFERRED OPTIONS

1. Deny the issuance of a TPDES permit that would allow
discharge into Rucker Creek and request applicant to obtain
service from the City of Granbury.

2. If a TPDES permit is issued, establish TPDES permit effluent
quality conditions (i.e. phosphorus removal, etc.) needed to
avoid degradation of water quality conditions and to avoid
impacting the designated uses within Rucker Creek Cove.
Additionally, require that the wastewater treatment plant be
equipped with effluent filters to improve the effectiveness of the
disinfect ion process. Also, require the applicant to perform
frequent sampling and testing of the discharge for the permitted
parameters including phosphorus. Additionally, require the
applicant to perform a receiving water body sampling and
testing program in cooperation with the Brazos River Authority
and the TCEQ. The purpose of this sampling program would be
to provide a basis for establishing the permit limits to be applied
when the permit is renewed or amended.

. Submitted by

5 . - P
. L
James and Susan Norton /_‘_%W,@;M—‘f\\“'\
2017 Green Wing Drive U
Granbury, TX 76049 AT
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CERTIFIED MAIL, RRR
Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105

TCEQ

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

P

Re:  Notice of Receipt of Application and Intent to Obtain Water Quality Permit

Applicant: Aqua Utilities, Inc.
Proposed Permit No. WQ0014754001

Gentlemen:;

Please be advised that I, and this firm, have been retained by Gwendolyn Massey Findley
and Mary Massey Props. Ms. Findley and Ms. Props own property that could be adversely
affected if the proposed permit is granted. Therefore, we hereby request a public hearing on this
matter to ascertain the impact of the proposed wastewater treatment plant upon our clients’

property.

Our clients’ property is located just one mile north of Highway 377 near M & M Ranch
Road. Rucker Creek runs through our clients” property. Therefore, the potential for significant
environmental distress, including erosion and toxicity, impels close scrutiny of the application.
Additionally, we are concerned that the future development could adversely affect our clients’
property. Finally, in light of the aforementioned issues, we are also considering requesting a
contested case hearing on the application.

Please contact us as to the time, date and location of the public hearing.
If you have any questions, please give me a call.

Very truly yours,

HOOVER SLOVACEK L

Y

G. Stephen Parrott
GSP/sml
Enclosure

cc/enc Ms. Gwendolyn M. Findley S)

528316.1 SML 311233-02 §§\



NOTICE OF RECEIFY OF APPLICATION AND
INTENT TO OBTAIN WATER QUALITY PERMIT

PROPOSKD PERMIT NO. WQ0014754001

APPLICATION. Aqua Utilitics, Inc., 1421 Wells Branch Parleway, Suite 1052POugcrville,
Texas, 78000, has applicd to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCRQ) for
proposed lexas Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (TPDES) Permit No, WQO014754001

(FPA T, No. TX0129151) to authotize the discharge of treated wastowater at a volume not to
exceed a duily average flow of 150,000 guallons per day. Lhe domestic wastowator troatment
facilily 1s Jocated one mile north ol Highway 377 tm M&M Ranch Road in Hood County, Texas,

‘The discharge route is from the plani site to via pipe to Rucker Creek. TCEQ received this
application on October 25, 2006. 'The permit applivation is available for viewing and copying af

Hood County Courthouse — County Clerks Office, 100 Fast Pearl cMn,c,t Granbury, Texas.

ADDITIONAT, NOTICE. TCEQ's Executive Director has detenmncd the application is
adrministratively complete and will conduet & teehnicul review of the®application. Alfter techrical
review of the application is complete, the Executive Dircetor may prepare a draft permit and wil)
issue u preliminary decision on the application. Notice of the Application and Preliminary
Decision will be published and mailed to those who are on the county-wide mailing st and to
those who are on the mailing Iist for this application. That nutive will contain the deadlinc
for submilting public comments. :

PUBLIC COMMENT / PUBLIC MEETING. You may submit public cornments ur request
2 pubhe meciing on thus apphication,  The purpose of a poblic mecling is to provide the
oppottunily to subnut cormments or (o ask questions aboul the application: TCEQ will hold a
public mooting if the xcoutive Director detetwines thal there is a significont degroe of public
iterest e the upplication or il requested by a Ima] legislator. A public muecting is not a contested
cise hewring,

OPPORTUNITY FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING. After the deadline for submilling .
public comments, the Exceutive Director will consider all timely comments and prepare a response
to all relevant and matetial or significant public comments. Unless the application is directly
referred for a contested case bearing, (he response o comments, aud the Fxecufive
Director’s decision on the application, will be mailed to everyone who submitted pubilic

, comments and (o those persons who are on the mailing list fur this application. Il comments

are reectved, the mailing will also provide instructions for requesting reconsideration of the
Executive Director's dcuswn and for reque-,lmv a contested casc hearing. A conlested cas
llL’drlll” is u legal proceading 'amulm (o a covil trial in state district court.

e



TO REQUEST A CONTESTED CASE HEARING, YOU MUST INCLUDE THE
KOLLOWING TTEMS IN YOUR REQUEST: your name, address, phone number; -
applicant's name and proposed permit number; the. Tocation und distance of your
property/activities relative to the proposed facility; a specific description of how you would
be adversely affected by the facility ix a way not common to the general publie; and, the
statement "[I/we] request a contested cuse hearing.” If the request for contested case
hearing is filed on behalf of a group or association, (he request must designate the group’s
representative for receiving future corvespondence; identify an individual member of the -
group who would be adversely atfected by the proposed facility or activity; provide the
information discussed above regarding the affected member’s location and digtance from the
fucility or activity; explain how and why the member woulid be affected; and explain how the
interests the gronp seeks to protect are relovant to the group’s purposc,

Following the close of all applicable comment and request periods, the Executive Director will
forward the application and any requests for reconsideration or for a contested case hearing to the
TCEQ Cormmissioners for their consideration at a schoduled Commission meeting.

The Commission will only grant a contestod case hearing on disputed issues of fact that arc
relevant and tnaterial to the Commission's decision on the application. Further, the Commission
will only grani » hearing on issues that were raiscd in timely filed comments that were not
subsequently withdrawn.

MAILING LIST. If you submit public comments, a request for a contested casc hearing or a
reconsideration of the Hxocuwlive Dircotor's decision, you will be added to the mailing list [or this
specific upplication fo receive future public notices mailed by the Offfee of the Chicf Clerk. In
addition, you rnay request to be placed on: (1) the pormanent matling list for a specific applicant
name and permil number; and/or (2) the mailing Jist lor 4 specific county, If you wish to be placed
on the permanent and/or the county mailing list, clearly speci fy which list(s) and send your request
to TCRQ Office of the Cliel Clerk at the uddress below. '

AGENCY CONTACTS AND INFORMATION, AH writion public comments and requests
must be submitled to the Office of the Chiel Clork, MC 105, TCEG, P.O. Box 13087, Austin,
TX 78711-3087. I you need molc information about this purmit application or the permitting
process, please call TCBQ Office ol Public Assistance, ol Itee, at 1-800-0687-4040. Si desca
informacidon en Espufiol, puede Hamar al 1-800-G87-4040. Ceperal information about TCEQ can
be found at our web site at www. leeg.state, tx. s, ‘

Further information may also be obtained Jiom Aqua Utilities, Tne. at the address stated above or
by calling Mr. Glenn Breisch, P.E., Wastchne Engincering, Inc., at 817-441-1300.

Issuance Date January 9, 2007
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Ms. LaDonna Castafiuela, Chief Clerk MAR i V1o o
TCEQ, MC-105 S
P.O. Box 13087 e
CBY.. i

Austin, TX 78711-3087
Request for Contested Case Hearing on TPDES Permit No. WQ0014754001

Re:
Applicant: Aqua Utilities, Inc.

Ms. Castafiuela:

Please be advised that I, and this firm, have been retained by Gwendolyn Massey Findley
and Mary Massey Props. Ms. Findley and Ms. Props own property that will be adversely
affected if the above-referenced Permit is granted. Rucker Creek, the designated receiving
waters for the discharge of the Nolan Park Wastewater Treatment Facility (“Facility”) under the
above-referenced Permit, runs through the Findley family lands, which is located just one mile
north of Highway 377 near M & M Ranch Road. Therefore, we hereby request a contested

case hearing on TPDES Permit No. WQ0014754001.

This request for a contested case hearing is based on the following disputed issues of fact,
which are relevant to the commission’s decision on the application for the aforesaid Permit and

which were raised during the comment period thereof:

Relating to Executive Director’s Cornment/Response No. 1, the Executive
Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (“ED”) did
not establish that the minimum detention time which the effluent must
spend in the chlorination chamber of the Facility before being discharged
into the receiving waters suffices in this case to remove harmful bacteria
and other disease-causing organisms from the effluent so as be protective
of aquatic life, human health, and the environment including the

designated uses of the receiving waters,

1.

Relating to ED’s Comment/Response No. 2, the ED failed to address the
effects of Facility discharge on certain uses of the receiving waters. As
stated in Comment No. 2, “some property owners use [Rucker] creek
water for irrigation of lawns and are concerned about potential exposure to
humans and pets.” These uses do not appear to fall within the scope of the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service’s biological survey and were not
otherwise addressed by the ED in its Response to the foregoing Comment.
The ED’s should re-examine its preliminary determination as to the above-
referenced Permit application to ensure that its Tier 1 antidegradation

567601.1 MVF 311233-02
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review proviuing the basis thereto covers all existing usés of the receiving
waters;

3. Relating to ED’s Comment/Response No. 9, it is disputed that the final
phase flow of 150,000 gpd will not contribute to surface erosion of the
lands currently abutting the receiving waters. While the foregoing final
phase flow is less than the minimum scouring velocity used in the design
of sewer lines, it may not be less than the minimum scouring velocity of a
creekbed;

4, Relating to ED’s Comment/Response No. 21, the ED did not Comment
upon the Applicant’s letter to TCEQ dated November 13, 2007, regarding
the expenditures anticipated for Applicant to connect the Facility to the
sewer lines of the City of Granbury. The ED does not appear to have
analyzed whether the costs associated with such alternative means of

~wastewater disposal are not outweighed by the benefits of its
implementation. Moreover, the ED does not appear to have analyzed the
accuracy of such costs as estimated by the Applicant.

As required, the contact information for Ms. Findley and Ms. Props is provided as
follows:

Gwendolyn Massey Findley

P. O. Box 8295

Houston, TX 77288

Daytime telephone: (713) 203-7362
Fax: (713) 666-0606

Mary Massey Props
P. O. Box 40102
Houston, TX 77240

Daytime telephone: (713)202-5543
Fax: (713) 666-0606

Please contact the undersigned if you have any questions or need of further information.
Very truly yours,
HOOVER SLOVACEK LLP

Ik St

G. Stephen Parrott

GSP/MVFE/sml

cc: Gwendolyn Massey Findley
P. O. Box 8295
Houston, TX 77288

Mary Massey Props
P. O. Box 40102
Houston, TX 77240

567601.1 MVF 311233-02
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Office of the Chief Clerk

MC105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Re: Nolan Park Wastewater Treatment Plant
Permit No. WQ0014754001

Dear Sir:

This letter is to express my concern about the proposed Nolan Park Wastewater
Treatment Plant’s discharge to Ruckers Creek. I own property downstream of the
proposed discharge and adjacent to the Ruckers Creek cove area. My property is
located more than a mile downstream of the plant, however, the water quality and
aquatic life in the cove area or transition zone to Lake Granbury is or would be
directly affected by the inflows from Ruckers Creek including the wastewater from
the proposed plant.

Notice of Application and Prelimihary Decision

I went to the Hood County Courthouse to review the permit application, the
Executive Director’s preliminary decision, and the draft permit. I was provided a
copy of the application to review, but I was told that the Executive Director’s
preliminary decision and draft permit were not available. The following comments
have been prepared without the knowledge of information in these two documents.

Background

Lake Granbury serves as a major water supply source for residents of the City of
Granbury, Hood County, and Johnson County. Due to significant developments in
the lake’s watershed, there have been increasing concerns about the quality of water
in the lake. The Brazos River Authority in cooperation with the City of Granbury and
Hood County developed a Regional Plan to provide wastewater service to
developments in the watershed. In the spirit of this planning, during the year 2000,
the City of Granbury agreed to be a regional provider of wastewater treatment to
Meander Estates, a development outside the City Limits. This action avoided the
need to construct a treatment plant that would have discharged into Ruckers Creek.

9
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Page 2
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Implementing that action required the City to address some CCN issues which were
successfully worked out. Currently, there is an active Watershed Protection Plan
Stakeholders committee which is examining opportunities to address how best to
protect the quality of water and the aquatic life in Lake Granbury. Recognizing that
there is major interest on the part of the City, the County, and citizens to develop a
regional solution to protecting Lake Granbury is an important consideration relative
to action on this permit application.

Concerns

My family and friends use Ruckers Creek for contact recreation (i.e., swimming,
fishing) and as a source of residential irrigation water purchased from the Brazos
River Authority. Each of these uses could be impaired by the proposed discharge. Of
particular concern is the potential for pathogenic bacteria being introduced to the
cove swimming area. Another concern is related to golden algae which has been .
observed to occur in the cove area. It has been reported that the golden algae caused
fish kills. The addition of nutrients included in the proposed discharge could
contribute to growth of golden algae in the Ruckers Creek cove. It is also of concern
that water from the cove being used for irrigation purposes could include pathogenic
bacteria if the wastewater is not effectively disinfected.

Requested Actions

I request that TCEQ ask the Nolan Park developer to actively pursue obtaining
wastewater service form the City of Granbury. Obtaining such service would be
consistent with the results of regional wastewater planning that was performed by the
Brazos River Authority in conjunction with the City of Granbury and Hood County.
Additionally, obtaining service from the City of Granbury would be consistent with
the service Meander Estates obtained from the City and would be consistent with
addressing wastewater service needs from a regional perspective.

If, the developer does not obtain service from the City, I request that a Public
Hearing be held. Before the hearing, I request that a copy of the Executive Director’s
preliminary decision and the draft permit be made available to all interested parties.
During the Public Hearing it would be beneficial that a presentation be made which
conveys information in the Executive Director’s preliminary decision and the draft
permit.



Office of the Chief Clerk
Page 3
May 24, 2007

I oppose the issuance of a permit unless treatment requirements are included that
address each of the above stated concerns. If the developer is granted a permit for a
discharge, I request that treatment requirements be established that would include
nutrient removal and filtration.

Please add me to your mailing list to receive future notifications about permit
application. Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Very truly yours,

cie ). Pl

Alan H. Plummer, Jr.
AHP/gh
By Registered Mail

cc: The Honorable Judge Andy Rash, Hood County
Mayor David Southern, City of Granbury
Commissioner Steve Berry, Hood County
The Honorable Kip Averitt Av1=r<#
v"The Honorable Chet Edwards
Mr. Phil Ford, General Manager/CEO Brazos River Authority
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Office of the Chief Clerk

MC105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality OPA \)\
P.O. Box 13087 ’ s e
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 ' MAY 3 1 2007
Re: Nolan Park Wastewater Treatment Plant BY O 9

Permit No. WQ0014754001
Dear Sir:

This letter is to express my concern about the proposed Nolan Park Wastewater
Treatment Plant’s discharge to Ruckers Creek. I own property downstream of the
-proposed discharge and adjacent to the Ruckers Creek cove area. My property is
located more than a mile downstream of the plant, however, the water quality and
aquatic life in the cove area or transition zone to Lake Granbury is or would be
directly affected by the inflows from Ruckers Creek including the wastewater from
the proposed plant.

Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision

I went to the Hood County Courthouse to review the permit application, the
Executive Director’s preliminary decision, and the draft permit. I was provided a
copy of the application to review, but I was told that the Executive Director’s
preliminary decision and draft permit were not available. The following comments
have been prepared without the knowledge of information in these two documents.

Background

Lake Granbury serves as a major water supply source for residents of the City of
Granbury, Hood County, and Johnson County. Due to significant developments in
the lake’s watershed, there have been increasing concerns about the quality of water
in the lake. The Brazos River Authority in cooperation with the City of Granbury and
Hood County developed a Regional Plan to provide wastewater service to
developments in the watershed. In the spirit of this planning, during the year 2000,
the City of Granbury agreed to be a regional provider of wastewater treatment to
Meander Estates, a development outside the City Limits. This action avoided the
need to construct a treatment plant that would have discharged into Ruckers Creek.
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Implementing that action required the City to address some CCN issues which were
successfully worked out. Currently, there is an active Watershed Protection Plan
Stakeholders committee which is examining opportunities to address how best to
protect the quality of water and the aquatic life in Lake Granbury. Recognizing that
there is major interest on the part of the City, the County, and citizens to develop a
regional solution to protecting Lake Granbury is an important consideration relative
to action on this permit application.

Concerns

My family and friends use Ruckers Creek for contact recreation (i.e., swimming,
fishing) and as a source of residential irrigation water purchased from the Brazos
River Authority. Each of these uses could be impaired by the proposed discharge. of
particular concern is the potential for pathogenic bacteria being introduced to the
cove swimming area. Another concern is related to golden algae which has been
observed to occur in the cove area. It has been reported that the golden algae caused
fish kills. The addition of nutrients included in the proposed discharge could
contribute to growth of golden algae in the Ruckers Creek cove. It is also of concern
that water from the cove being used for irrigation purposes could include pathogenic
bacteria if the wastewater is not effectively disinfected.

Requested Actions

I request that TCEQ ask the Nolan Park developer to actively pursue obtaining
wastewater service form the City of Granbury. Obtaining such service would be
consistent with the results of regional wastewater planning that was performed by the
Brazos River Authority in conjunction with the City of Granbury and Hood County.
Additionally, obtaining service from the City of Granbury would be consistent with
the service Meander Estates obtained from the City and would be consistent with
addressing wastewater service needs from a regional perspective.

If, the developer does not obtain service from the City, I request that a Public
Hearing be held. Before the hearing, I request that a copy of the Executive Director’s
preliminary decision and the draft permit be made available to all interested parties.
During the Public Hearing it would be beneficial that a presentation be made which
conveys information in the Executive Director’s preliminary decision and the draft
permit.
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I oppose the issuance of a permit unless treatment requirements are included that
address each of the above stated concerns. If the developer is granted a permit for a
discharge, I request that treatment requirements be established that would include
nutrient removal and filtration.

. Please add me to your mailing list to receive future notifications about permit
application. Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Very truly yours,

Ol Y. Varny

Alan H. Plummer, Jr.
AHP/gh
By Registered Mail

cc:  The Honorable Judge Andy Rash, Hood County
Mayor David Southern, City of Granbury
Commissioner Steve Berry, Hood County
The Honorable Kip At A v 1 er<t?
The Honorable Chet Edwards
Mr. Phil Ford, General Manager/CEO Brazos River Authority
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CHIEF CLERKS OFFICE
Ms LaDonna Castanuela
Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105 Texas Commission of Environmental Quality A
P.0. Box 13087 \’\\AQ OPA
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 ﬁﬁ) \/\ M.’-\\R 25 20418
Re:  Nolan Park Wastewater Treatment Plant % ‘_
Proposed TPDES Permit WQ 14754001 _ BY_ Y

Dear Ms Castanuela:

This letter is to request that the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) not issue
the proposed draft permit or schedule a contested case hearing for subject TPDES discharge
permit application for the proposed Nolan Park wastewater treatment plant.

I own property downstream of the proposed discharge and adjacent to the transition zone of
Ruckers Creek as it enters into Lake Granbury. My property is located more than five miles
downstream of the proposed plant; however, the water quality and aquatic life in this transition
zone is influenced by the inflows from Ruckers Creek, which would include the wastewater from
the proposed plant. My family uses Ruckers Creek for swimming, fishing, and lawn irrigation,
and I am particularly concerned about bacteria and nutrients that may be discharged from the
plant due to unexpected incidences (i.e., plant upsets) or to the plant not being properly operated.
Additionally, I am concerned about the water quality throughout Lake Granbury and feel that a
regional approach is critical for protecting the lake’s condition.

Prior to scheduling a contested case hearing, please consider:

1)  Providing additional time for the developer and the City of Granbury officials in
cooperation with Hood County Commissioners to develop an approach for the
developer to connect to the City of Granbury wastewater system or for the developer to
work with Hood County Commissioners to develop an approach to utilize on-site
treatment that is currently being discussed.

2)  Revising the draft permit, since the draft permit was prepared based on “preliminary
determinations,” to:

a.  increase the frequency of sampling and testing,

b.  to add phosphorus monitoring and include in the permit a provision to add a
phosphorus limit of 1 mg/L prior to authorizing the 100,000 and 150,000 gpd
discharges unless the results of the testing and subsequent water quality sampling
indicate that such a limit is not needed to protect the receiving water quality, and

c.  require the addition of filters to the proposed treatment plant to provide additional
protection of the receiving water quality in the event the treatment plant
experiences upsets or is not properly operated.
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Page 2
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The following background information identifies some of the key relative considerations and
expresses my disputes with the indicated responses provided in a letter dated February 22, 2008
from LaDonna Castanuela.

BACKGROUND

Lake Granbury serves as a major water supply source for residents of the City of Granbury,
Hood County, and Johnson County. Due to significant developments in the lake’s watershed,
there have been increasing concerns about the quality of water in the lake. The Brazos River
Authority, in cooperation with the City of Granbury and Hood County, developed a Regional
Plan to provide wastewater service to developments in the watershed. In the spirit of this
planning, during the year 2000, the City of Granbury agreed to be a regional provider of
wastewater treatment to Meander Estates, a development outside of the City Limits. This action
avoided the need to construct a treatment plant that would have discharged into Ruckers Creek.
There is a major interest on the part of the City of Granbury, the County, and citizens to develop
a regional solution for the wastewater treatment needs of the proposed development, which is
encouraged and promoted by Section 26.003 of the Texas Water Code, to protect Lake
Granbury.

RELATIVE CONSIDERATIONS
Listed below are considerations relative to the proposed discharge permit.

1. Ruckers Creek, the stream that would receive the proposed discharge, is not part of the
classified segment (segment No. 1205) except for the portion below the conservation
pool elevation of Lake Granbury. Segment No. 1205 is designated for high aquatic life,
public water supply, and contact recreation. Additionally, all waters in the state are
presumed to be high aquatic life use and contact recreation until determined otherwise.

2. The downstream segment of Ruckers Creek is used for fishing, contact recreation, and
residential irrigation.

3. The downstream segment of Ruckers Creek has experienced elevated levels of coliform
as evidenced by the Lake Granbury monitoring program conducted by the Brazos River
Authority.

4. The downstream segment of Ruckers Creek has experienced the occurrence of
golden algae based on information developed by the Texas Parks and Wildlife and the
Brazos River Authority. Due to the presence of Golden Algae within the Ruckers Creek,
the Brazos River Authority selected the water body to perform research using hay bales
in an attempt to eliminate the Golden Algae.
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5. The City of Granbury has a wastewater interceptor which, as reported by the City,
provides the opportunity for a tap on Highway 167, a half-mile across a pasture from the
development.

ISSUES WITH EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSES TO PUBLIC COMMENTS
Response 21 — Relative to Regional System

On Saturday, March 8, 2008, the Hood County News reported that the City had offered Mr.
Hughitt (developer of area to be served by the proposed treatment plant) the option of connecting
to the City’s wastewater system. An estimated cost for connecting to the system of $170,000, not
including right-of-way costs, was stated in the article. This amount is considerably less than the
estimated $867,966 provided by the applicant. Therefore, the differences in these cost estimates
need to be resolved. This article also indicated that the County Commissioners are encouraging
the developer to connect to the City wastewater system and are discussing alternative approaches
for the developer to use larger lots that would facilitate using on-site treatment systems.

The applicant submitted the initial application for a discharge permit on October 25, 2006,
without any consideration of an option for connecting to the City of Granbury wastewater
system. Now that the developer has been made aware that there is a wastewater collection line
within about a half mile from the area to be served and that the City has extended an option to
connect to the City of Granbury system, there are discussions being held between the developer
and the City and County about this option. Therefore, it does not appear that the applicant has
completed investigations to “use all reasonable methods to implement TWC, Section 26.003 that
encourages and promotes the development and use of a regional and area-wide collection,
treatment, and disposal system.” Additionally, the County Commissioners and the developer are
in discussions about how the area needing wastewater service could be developed and receive
required County approvals for the development and for the use of on-site treatment.

Responses (Several) — Dependent Upon “Proper Treatment Plant Operation”

The TCEQ published list of Administrative Orders Issued indicate that during the period from
September 1, 1990, through January 31, 2008, Aqua Texas, Inc. or Aqua Utilities dba Aqua
Texas have been issued 18 Administrative Orders (AOs). Of the 18 AOs, 16 have been issued
during the last five years. The history of Aqua Ultilities receipt of AOs is cause for disputing the
conclusions in several responses that assume that there will be proper operation of facilities. The
following responses are based on the assumption that the applicant will operate and maintain the
facilities as required.

Response 1, line 10 “.....Facilities that disinfect by proper chlorination....... ” (Note:
requires proper operation of plant)

Response 2, line 11~ “...... The ED determined that the proposed draft permit is protective of
the environment, water quality, and human health and that it meets TCEQ
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Response 6, line 7

Response 12, lines 9

Response 14, line 1

Response 15, line 3

Response 17, line 1

Response 23, line 7

rules and requirements if the Applicant operates and maintains the
facility as required...... ”

“.....The ED determined that the proposed draft permit is protective of the
environment, water quality, and human health and that it meets TCEQ
rules and regulations if the Applicant operates and maintains the
facility as required.”.......

“The Applicant must sample...... the TSS....once per week, the chlorine
residual five times per week....”

For a properly operated plant, five times a week testing of chlorine
residual may be adequate, if there is no downstream contact use of the
receiving water body. The effectiveness of the disinfection is dependent
upon the amount of chlorine added, the contact time, and the level of
suspended solids. The proposed sampling for suspended solids is only one
instantaneous measurement per week, which is not adequate for conditions
where there is downstream contact use. The limited sampling for chlorine
residual and suspended solids will not provide representative effluent
conditions for periods of plant upsets or if the plant is not properly
operated. Therefore, to provide an additional protection for downstream
water quality and for people using Ruckers Creek for contact recreation,
filters should be added to the treatment plant. Also, additional sampling
and testing should be required.

“If the facility operates properly, there should be no circumstances
where the discharge exceeds the permitted flow.”

“....If properly operated, the technology employed and the units
mentioned have been proven to achieve....”

“At the proposed advanced secondary effluent set with nitrification,....”

For a properly, consistently operated plant, four or five instantaneous
measurements of oxygen demanding constituents of CBOD and ammonia
and of suspended solids may be adequate. However, to determine if a
plant is being properly operated, more frequent sampling and testing
should be performed.

“....With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitation
contained, if properly operated, the facility should meet the permit
requirements without the need for filters.”
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PREFERRED OPTION

My preference would be that TCEQ deny the issuance of the proposed TPDES permit that would
allow discharge into Ruckers Creek and, instead, require the applicant to seek service from the
City of Granbury.

However, if a TPDES permit is issued, I would request that

L.

The TPDES permit establish limits, with consideration given to phosphorus limits, at
levels needed to avoid degradation of water quality conditions that would impact the
designated uses within the transition zone of Ruckers Creek.

Require that the wastewater treatment plant be equipped with effluent filters to improve
the effectiveness of the disinfection process.

Require the applicant to perform frequent sampling and testing of the discharge for the
permitted parameters and phosphorus, if it is not a permitted parameter.

Require the applicant to perform a receiving water body sampling and testing program in
cooperation with the Brazos River Authority and the TCEQ. The purpose of this
sampling program would be to provide a basis for establishing the permit limits to be
applied when the permit is renewed or amended.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide you with this information and for your consideration
of this request.

Very truly yours,

Al . Vi /z

Alan H. Plummer, Jr.
1606 Park Ridge Terrace
Arlington, Texas 76012
817.265.3047
alanh210@tx.1r.com




Rk

T I T D 18 Y LU AT E

S e 5

Recycled

< Paper PLEASE PRESS FIRMLY

== EXPRESS’
Poad VIAIL

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE

H
H
H
‘

T

EB 9RLE3IADL? US

T iries O Ui G @l bspese Ul HICR UL

Print postage online - Go to usps.com/postageon/’

PLEASE PRESSF

Hlat Rate
Mailing Envelope

For Domestic and International Use

Visit us at usps.com

I

EXPRESS
MAIL

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE ®

Mailing Label

Post OfficeTo Addressee

Belivery Attempt Time
¥ P

e ! /.\\
cooper 3 mmm NU
Dali Return Receipt Fee .

Scheduled Time of Ummc,mJL COD Fee

| Insurance re

i

FROM: (pLEASE PRINT)

PHONE ( )

\\Nx\?@
j6 e
i LT s

P
PRESS HARD. YOU ARE-MAKING 3 COPJIES.

P2V :r

\d\v \\«u\\h.\ﬂ.m\\

Pare Bipée

Jeirsc e

FEEiZ

{ = ONL)

PAYMENT G RE (Domestic Mail Only)
Express Mail Corporate Acct. Ng. it erchandise insurance is void if
l% Q T requests waiver of signature.

wish delivéry to be made without obtaining signature
of addresses or addresses’s agent (if delivery employee
Jjudges that article cari be left in secure location) and 1
authorize that delivery employee’s signattire constitutes
valid proof of delivery:

Federal Agency Acct. No. or
Postal Service Acct. No.

- NO DELIVERY - 5 =
Weekend - . Holiday D Mailer Signature

T0: {PLEASE PRINT) PHONE )]

k,wu Lo Dernvwas mmuusm.hm\.&m\m\ \.a”\

N\w\nsn.\wﬁ ofF Fhe LhicF Cleirn
M ok

FPe., Bex j3cf7
Jexa38 7E7ti —3cF 7

O HOT USE FOR

FOR INTERNATIONAL DESTINATIONS, WRITE COUNTRY NAME BELOW,

UNITED STATES
= AES
POSTAL SERVICE

0600

Label 11-B, March 2004 -

ENVELOPE
POSTAGE REQUIRED,

U.S. PosT
Baig> O
Dmrwmmwmz,qx
"MAR 20. “0s
FAMOUNT

516,25

00026350-07

When used internati
affix customs declar
(PS Form 2976, or 2

o
,A cumirice W
credetocredie

Cradle to Cradle Certification

is awarded to products that
pursue an innovative vision of
ecologically-intelligent design
that eliminates the concept

of wasfe.

This USPS® packaging has been
certified for jts material content,
recyclability, and menufacturing
characteristics.

Please-recycle.

R T TN R AT




October 10, 2007

Office of the Chief Clerk

Fod
MC 105 Texas Commission of Environmental Quality 2 =i %
P.O. Box 13087 = 8 mg
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 % . i;}%gm
Z o E£05s
Re:  Nolan Park Wastewater Treatment Plant g i j’%%"
Proposed Permit WQ 14754001 5 o 2
@ W P
Dear Sir: <o

This letter is to express my opposition to the issuance of the discharge permit for the
proposed Nolan Park wastewater treatment plant. I own property downstream of the
proposed discharge and adj acent to the transition zone of Ruckers Creek as it enters into
Lake Granbury. My property is located more than a mile downstream of the proposed
plant, however, the water quality and aquatic life in this transition zone in influenced by
the inflows from Ruckers Creek which would include the wastewater from the proposed
plant.

BACKGROUND -

Lake Granbury serves as a major water supply source for residents of the City of
Granbury, Hood County, and Johnson County. Due to significant developments in the
lake’s watershed, there have been increasing concerns about the quality of water in the
lake. The Brazos River Authority in cooperation with the City of Granbury and Hood
County developed a Regional Plan to provide wastewater service to developments in the
watershed. In the spirit of this planning, during the year 2000, the City of Granbury
agreed to be a regional provider of wastewater treatment to Meander Estates, a
development outside of the City Limits. This action avoided the need to construct a
treatment plant that would have discharged into Ruckers Creek.

Implementation of that action required the City to address some CCN issues which were
successfully worked out. There is a major interest on the part of the City of Granbury, the
County, and citizens to develop a regional solution, which is encouraged and promoted
by Section 26.003 of the Texas Water Code, to protect Lake Granbury.

RELATIVE CONSIDERATIONS

The following are considerations relative to the proposed discharge permit.

1. Ruckers creck, the stream that would receive the proposed discharge, is not part
of the classified segment (segment No. 1205) except for the portion below the

2

Q{\



conservation pool elevation of Lake Granbury. Segment No. 1205 which is
designated for high aquatic life, public water supply, and contact recreation.
Additionally, all waters in the state are presumed to be high aquatic life use and
contact recreation until determined otherwise.

The downstream segment of Ruckers creek is used for fishing and contact

- recreation.

The downstream segment of Ruckers creek has experienced elevated levels of
coliform as evidenced by the Lake Granbury monitoring program conducted by
the Brazos River Authority.

4. The downstream segment of Ruckers creek has experienced the occurrence of

golden algae based on information developed by the Texas Parks and Wildlife and
the Brazos River Authority. Due to the presence of Golden Algae within the
Ruckers creek, the Brazos River Authority selected the water body to perform
research using hay bales in an attempt to eliminate the Golden Algae.

The City of Granbury has constructed a wastewater interceptor along Highway
377 to provide wastewater treatment service. The area to be served by the
proposed Nolan Park wastewater treatment plant appears to be within a
reasonable distance from the City’s interceptor system. The applicant indicated in:
the permit application that a collection system is not located within 3 miles of the
proposed area to be served. It appears that the City of Granbury’s collection
system is probably less than 3000 feet of the area to be served by the proposed
treatment plant.

REQUESTED ACTIONS

L.

Request that TCEQ perform a Tier 2 degradation analysis to assess the impact of
the proposed discharge on the downstream water quality and the potential for
impacting the designated uses

Request that TCEQ review and analyze water quality and ecological data
collected in Lake Granbury, including Ruckers Creek, collected by the Brazos
River Authority.

Request that TCEQ review and analyze information developed by the Texas Parks
and Wildlife Department relevant to Golden Algae and water quality conditions
of Lake Granbury, particularly within the Ruckers Creek

Request that the applicant confirm the distance to an existing collection
interceptor system which delivers wastewater to the City of Granbury treatment
plant. Request that the applicant use all reasonable methods to implement the
policy established in Section 26.003 of the Texas Water code which “encourages
and promotes the development and use of regional and area wide collection,
treatment, and disposal systems to serve the waste disposal needs of the citizens
of the state”. In this regards, request evidence from the applicant that



investigations have been performed to obtain wastewater treatment service from
the City of Granbury. :

PREFERRED OPTION

My preference would be that TCEQ deny the issuance of the propbsed TPDES permit
that would allow discharge into Ruckers Creek and, instead, require the applicant to seek
service from the City of Granbury.

However, if a TPDES permit is issued, I would request that

1. The TPDES permit establish limits, with consideration given to phosphorus
limits, at levels needed to avoid degradation of water quality conditions that
would impact the designated uses within the transition zone of Ruckers Creek.

2. Require that the wastewater treatment plant be equipped with effluent filters to
improve the effectiveness of the disinfection process.

3. Require the applicant to perform frequent sampling and testing of the discharge
for the permitted parameters and phosphorus, if it is not a permitted parameter.

4. Require the applicant to perform a receiving water body sampling and testing
program in cooperation with the Brazos River Authority and the TCEQ. The
purpose of this sampling program would be to provide a basis for establishing the
permit limits to be applied when the permit is renewed or amended.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide you with this information and for your
consideration of this request.

Very truly yours,

%MWM/@

Alan H. Plummer, Jr.

cc: Congressman Chet Edwards
Senator Kip Averitt
Representative Jim Lloyd Keffer
Judge Andy Rash
Commissioner Steve Berry
Mayor David Southern
Mr. Phil Ford, General Manager/CEO Brazos River Authority
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TO: Office of the Chief Clerk
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Ref: Aqua Utilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001 708 HAR 11 A

We request a Contested Case Hearing CHIEF CLERKS OFFCE

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove any
time that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of the water.

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove any
time that we wish, without having concerns about our health.

We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek and cove
is not meeting_the standafds for contact recreation.

We should have the right to maintain our property value,
We have a boat slip in the marina of Rucker Creek Cove.
We are raising our objections to:

Response 6.

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96. We
assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be
good enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek
Cove without limits.

Response 12:

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the health
and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspend solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there will
be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the TSS limits before the next
sample is taken. Itis reasonable to assume that with 900,000 gallons of water
discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our neighborhood. | do not know
the length of time between taking the sample and getting a laboratory response back to
the operator, so we have assumed same day results. Testing by the BRA has already
shown bacteria concentrations above the level for safe contact recreation. Continuing,
when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify
the TCEQ. So ends the notification. If our children or grandchildren have been in the
creek during that six-day window they could become sick or even die because we were
not told. No amount of money saved by the developer is enough to compensate for
illness or death of a child. ~

The requirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish Kills every year since 2001.

Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake Granbury do not
contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several coves and canals have



bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker Creek and
Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above the level for
contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be
diluted by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of
bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to
discharge into Rucker Creek.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that no
collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the TCEQ is
willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to
calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
;axistence of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the
ocation?

Response 21:

. Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As March 6, 2008, Mr.
Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact from the applicant,
with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the intersection of Old
Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how can he provide valid information on the costs to
connect to the city sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that the time for permit to place
a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as given by the applicant in their
letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the applicant is providing false
information to the TCEQ. At what point does the TCEQ deny this permit and require the
applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas
Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why is
the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing?

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that
Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek
can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the public meeting.
We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we do not
understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the permit
application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant either
does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing
misleading or false information.

Response 24:

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if properly
operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for filters.
The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the facility?
“The facility should” with an investment of nearly $500,000 in our home and property, we
do not want that investment put at risk for a "if properly operated” or a “facility should”.
No one should be required to put that amount of collateral in the hands of some
unidentified person or company.

We request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and other issues that are in
the comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has



—

reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are
commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol),
Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
Methanol/Alcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold
tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.
All of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of
Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package
plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
frolrln a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000
gallons.

Because of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this TPDES
permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health
and welfare of all residents of Hood County.

Sincerely,

Kelly Reed

Laura Reed
803 Mallard Pointe Drive
Granbury, TX 76049
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We request a Contested Case Hearing. We moved to GranburyCHEFCXERmso
because of the lake and chose a location that would give us

‘access to that lake. All homes in our subdivision that are not
waterfront have a slip in the Mallard Pointe Marina and are

entitled to enjoyment of the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker

Creek Cove. Children and adults should be able to be in the

water any time that we wish, with no concerns about the quality

of the water or how it may affect our health and with no

concerns that the possible danger of the water pollutants may

also affect the value of our property.

Ref: Aqua Utilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001

Objections are raised to the following:

Response 6:

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the
applicant rating of 0.96. We assume that this value is less
then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be good
enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek
and Rucker Creek Cove without limits.

Response 12

We do not belleve that the testlng requirements are strong
enough to protect thie health and lives ofour: children™ and :
grandchildfren’ because-the sampling-of* the TSE Wwill be' completed
once a week. The harmful bacteria live in the suspended solids.
If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there
will: bea discharge of 9005000 gallons of water- ‘that exceeds the
TSS limits before the next sample is taken. It is reasonable to
assume that with 900,000 gallons of ‘water discharged into Rucker
Creek that effluent Wlll reach our neighborhood. I do not know
the lehgth of time between taking the sample and getting a
laboratory response back to the operator, so we have assumed
same day results. 'Testing by the BRA has already shown bacteria
conc¢entrations -above the level for safe contact recreation.
Continuing, when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are
above the limit he will then notify the TCEQ. So ends the
notification. TIf our children or grandchildren have been in the
creek during that six-day window they could become sick or even’
die because we were not told. No amount of money saved by the
developer is. enough to compensate for 1llness ‘or death of a
Chlld ' v

‘ ‘ The requlrement for phosphorus and nltrogen standards
should be requlred to assist in: preventlng golden - algae fish
kills. " We understand that this is not a normal regquirement, but
most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where
there have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.



Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem
of TLake Granbury do not contain any detectable levels of
bacteria. However, several coves and canals have bacteria
levels consistently above the level for contact recreation.
Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had
levels of bacteria above the level for contact recreation. If
this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated
wastewater would be diluted by the volume of water in the Ilake
and would probably not result in a level of bacteria above the
contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to
discharge into Rucker Creek.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit
application, indicating that no collection system exists within
three miles of the proposed site. Now the TCEQ is willing to
depend on the application for information on where this line is,
as opposed to calling the City of Granbury to determine the
exact location. If they did not disclose the existence of the
sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the

location?

Response 21:

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. -
As of March 6, 2008, Mr. Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City
Services has not had any contact from the applicant, with regard
to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the
intersection of Old Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how cang:he
provide valid information on the costs to connect to the city
sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that the time for permit :to
place a sewer line under the rail road is weeks, not 18 months
as given by the applicant in their letter to TCEQ November 13,
2007. Once again, the applicant is providing false information
to the TCEQ. At what point does the TCEQ deny this permit and
require the applicant to resubmit the application, accurately,
for this discharge permit? If the Texas Rail Road Commission
can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why 1is
the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing? :

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit
application, by indicating that Rucker Creek had no flow

fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek can
provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was provided during
the public meeting. We are not 1in the wastewater or

environmental quality business and we do not understand how we
can find this information and TCEQ does not verify the accuracy
of the permit application. From these two examples it is clear
that the applicant either does not know how to complete the
application or they are purposely providing misleading or false
information.



Response 24:

With the level of technology employed and the effluent
limitations contained, if properly operated, the facility should
meet the permit requirements without the need for filters. The
real question is will the facility be properly operated for the
lifetime of the facility? We, and our neighborhood do not want
our investment in our homes and property put at risk for “ifs”
and “shoulds”. No one should be required to put that amount of
investment and the safety of their families in the hands of some

unidentified person or company.

We request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and
other issues that are in the comments to the public comments

provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that
wastewater treatment systems are being used to dispose of
chemicals used to manufacturer methamphetamines (meth). - The
operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has reported
this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals
that are commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol
(Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol), Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether
(engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red Phosphorus
(matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), TIodine (teat dip or
flakes/crystal), Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane {(gun
scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal, Methanol/Alcohol
(gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold
tablets), Ephedrine (cold tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter. :Of
these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign. All:7of

the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution
factor of the City of Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant..is
much greater than a neighborhood package plant. Until standards

for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge:into
Lake Granbury should be from a million gallon or larger
treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000
gallons.

Because of this latest information we request an immediate
denial of this TPDES permit to protect the health and welfare of
all residents .of Hood County until this chemical contamination. ..
issue is resolved

g (Qf

Joyce Ring LN&QY}

2110 Wood Duck Ln
Granbury, TX 76049
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TPDES Permit # WQ0014754001

I would like to ask the TCEQ to reconsider the decision to permit the
discharge plant on Rucker Creek in Northeast Hood County. This location
and discharge area of the plant into Lake Granbury would be detrimental to
lake front property in Lakewood Hills and Mallard Pointe sub-divisions and
possibly Lake Granbury. Lake Granbury is in a Water Shed protection
study with Federal funds and would like to see the outcome of this study
before going forward. I feel that an alternative plan is very reachable with
the City of Granbury to tie this sub-division into the wastewater treatment
plant in Granbury. Hood County has had packaging plants in Southern
Hood Co., which have failed and resulted in sewage and contamination into
Lake Granbury. I feel the municipality of the City of Granbury will outlive
any private plant and continue to update technology to better contain and
control wastewater and keep Lake Granbury clean and safe.

Please advise of any hearings or public meetings so that Hood County can be
- represented and residents can be heard. We need to find a safer and better

solution to this discharge area.

Sincerely
%, /2
Dick Roan

Hood Co. Commissioner Pct. 2

Cc-K. Averitt. State Senator
J. Keffer, State Representative

31
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TO: Office of the Chief Clerk N AV
Ref: Aqua Utilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001 o 5
We request a Contested Case Hearing BHoo=
() e
2
We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek c&b any,
time that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of the water. 7 o
We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cp'ﬁe anyp
time that we wish, without having concerns about our health. - &
L
We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek and cove
is not meeting the standards for contact recreation.
We should have the right to maintain our property value. SIS0

Our home is on the main body of Lake Granbury adjoining Ruckers Creek.

We are raising my objections to:

Re'sg ‘onseﬁ:-;

We do not know the meaning.for the classification-of the-applicant rating of 0.96: We '
assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be
good enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek

Cove without limits.

Response 12 " =
We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the health
and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspend solids:: If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there will
be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the TSS limits before the next
sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with 900,000 gallons of water .
discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our neighborhood. | do not know
the length of time between taking the sample and getting-a laboratory response back to
the operator, so we have assumed same day results. Testing by the BRA has already
shown bacteria concentrations above the level for safe contact recreation. ‘Continuing,
when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify
the TCEQ. So ends the notification. If our children or grandchildren have been in the
creek during that six-day window they could become sick or even die because we were
not told.. No amount of money saved by the developer-is enough to compensate for
illness or death of a child. ‘ DI : TR

.~ Therequirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.

RESQOHSG19 SRR i e VRN T RS I B e e T e (R T L T
\We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake Granbury do
not contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several coves and canals have

bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker Creek and




Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above the level
for contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be
diluted by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of
bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to
discharge into Rucker Creek.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that no
collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the TCEQ is
willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to
calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
existence of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the
location?

Response 21:

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As March 6, 2008, Mr.
Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact from the applicant,
with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the intersection of Old
Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how can he provide valid information on the costs to
connect to the city sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that the time for permit to place
a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as given by the applicant in their -
letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the applicant is providing false
information to the TCEQ. At what point does the TCEQ deny this permit and require the
applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas '
Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why is ‘
the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing?

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that
Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek
can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the public meeting.
We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we do not
understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the permit
application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant either
does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing
misleading or false information.

Response 24:

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if properly
operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for filters.
The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the facility?
“The facility should” with an investment of nearly $700,000 in our home and property, we
do not want that investment put at risk for a "if properly operated” or a “facility should".
No one should be required to put that amount of collateral in the hands of some
unidentified person or company.

We request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and other issues that are
in the comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has
reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are



commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol),
Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
Methanol/Alcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold
tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.
All of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of
Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package
plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
fro!rln a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000
gallons.

Because of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this TPDES
permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health
and welfare of all residents of Hood County.

Larry Sadlowski
and

Carolyn Sadlowski

706 Pintail Ct.

pranbury,Tx. 76049
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From: Larry and Carolyn Sadlowski MAY 2 9 2007
706 Pintail Ct. BY @
‘Granbury, Tx. 76049 ' e

Subject: Proposed Permit #WQ0014754001

We are very concerned about the proposed wastewater
treatment piant
that would discharge wastewater into Ruckers Creek and will
-eventually |
‘make its way into Mallard Pointe neighborhood and Lake -
Granbury.
Our neighborhood,park,marina and swim beach are located on
Ruckers Creek
and this wastewater is of great concern to us and our
neighbors. |

We request a public meeting to discuss our concerns and

more information
on this situation. Also please include our name on your mailing
list to receive
future notifications on the subject.

Respectfully,
Larry and Carolyn
Sadlowski

cc: J udge?Aﬁdy' Rash, Mayor David Southern,Commissioner
Steve Berry, |
The Honorable Kip Evert and the Honorable Chet Edwards:
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Aqua Utilities, Inc. 5 s 2,
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Address: __ oL /Dw\,'rou/ CT

City/State: @mf\éuﬂ/ Tx  zipr 2L 0Y7
Phone: (F]7 ) K78-~2(52—

B/Please add me to the mailing list.

Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group?

If yes, which one? MQ[ ( QMZ /%’ ; ’\',r—

Yes [JNo

IF YOU WANT TO GIVE FORMAL COMMENT PLEASE v BELOW

M wish to provide formal oral comments.

ﬁ I wish to provide formal written comments at tonight’s public meeting.
(Written comments may be submitted at any time during the meeting)

Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you.

»

N
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Ref: Aqua Utilities, Inc. TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001 CHIEF CLERKS OFFICE

We live on Lake Granbury, and specifically on Rucker Creek Cove. We request a
Contested Case Hearing based on the following reasons:

1. We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the
health and lives of our children and grandchildren. (Response # 12)

2. We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96,
but we assume that this value is less than perfect. We do not consider less than
perfect to be good enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek
and Rucker Creek Cove without limits. (Response # 6)

3. Rucker Creek and Rucker Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria
above the level safe for contact recreation. We do not need a package plant
accidentally discharging any more bacteria into Lake Granbury. (Response #19)

4. The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating
that no collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. This
indicates to me that there is a huge trust issue involved here. (Response # 21)

5. The applicant provided false information on the permit application by indicating
that Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. It appears that the applicant has a
history of misleading information or is merely misinformed. (Response # 28)

6. The terms “the facility should” and “if operating properly” are not acceptable
terminology when it involves someone’s health and/or property value. (Response
- #24)

- 7. The last item of great concern is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacture
methamphetamines. The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has
reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Because of this latest
information, we request an immediate denial of this TPDES permit until this
chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health and welfare of
all residents of Hood County.

Sincerely,

Myron D. Sherar Loretta A. Sherar
P A e nurta, 4. M harar

intail Couﬂ, Granbury, Texas 76049

Q(\



The Honorable Chet Edwards, MAY 8 1 20074 May 2007

This letter is to express my complete and thorough opposition to the issuance of waste
water discharge permit into Rucker Creek, Lake Granbury Texas.

My wife and are homeowners on Rucker Creek, and we would like to state our position
clearly, firmly, and without question, that any request for a discharge permit is totally
unacceptable. Numerous issues are present, specifically the discharge of E coli at any
level into human “swimming” waters, damage to natural lake ecosystems and habitat due
to reduced oxygen levels, increased nitrogen and phosphorus levels, and extremely
unpleasant odors. Ultimately, all lake ecosystems and habitat will be negatively affected.
Only recently deaths and severe sickness has been caused by E coli contaminated
spinach. Issuance of any type of discharge permit is simply facilitating the odds of death
and environmental disaster.

Issuance of a discharge permit will also permanently degrade my property value and the
property values of my neighborhood which cannot be tolerated. Ibelieve it is our elected
officials and public servants duty to protect homeowners from any and all events of this
nature.

The optimal solution is for the areas planned to be served to convey their discharge water
to the City of Granbury for processing. This is clearly the best option to this issue. It is
also clearly the best in terms of our environment, the safety of general public, and
specifically people who live on and use the lake for recreation.

This issue needs to be further addressed at a public hearing. Also, please add my name to
any and all mailing lists regarding this issue.

Respectfully,

JUN By 2807

Patricia and David Siedal

1806 Wigeon St. BY O/‘-/
Granbury, TX. 76049
817-279 8820 U

O
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Office of the Chief Clerk, \ | (OOI L7 V:SLL()OI 24 May 2007

This letter is to express my complete and thorough opposition to the issuance of waste
water discharge permit into Rucker Creek, Lake Granbury Texas.

My wife and are homeowners on Rucker Creek, and we would like to state our position
clearly, firmly, and without question, that any request for a discharge permit is totally
unacceptable. Numerous issues are present, specifically the discharge of E coli at any
level into human “swimming” waters, damage to natural lake ecosystems and habitat due
to reduced oxygen levels, increased nitrogen and phosphorus levels, and extremely
unpleasant odors. Ultimately, all lake ecosystems and habitat will be negatively affected.
Only recently deaths and severe sickness has been caused by E coli contaminated
spinach. Issuance of any type of discharge permit is simply facﬂltatmg the odds of death
and environmental disaster.

Issuance of a discharge permit will also permanently degrade my property value and the
property values of my neighborhood which cannot be tolerated. I believe it is our elec.ted
officials and public servants duty to protect homeowners from any and all events of this
nature.

The optimal solution is for the areas planned to be served to convey their discharge water
to the City of Granbury for processing. This is clearly the best option to this issue. It is
also clearly the best in terms of our environment, the safety of general public, and
specifically people who live on and use the lake for recreation.

This issue needs to be further addressed at a public hearing, Also, please add my name to
any and all mailing lists regarding this issue.

Respectfully,

N 04a.Z o !
(.l MAY 3 1 2007

Patricia and David Siedal - BY

1806 Wigeon St. . @‘

Granbury, TX. 76049
817-279 8820 s

\‘\.\
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Ref: Aqua Utilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001 CHIEF CLERKS OFFICE

We are requesting a Contested Case Hearing for the above.

As a homeowner on Rucker Creek, we have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek
and the parks on Rucker Creek cove any time that we wish, without having concerns
about the quality of the water.

We should also have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove
any time that we wish, without having concermns about our health.

We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek and cove
is not meeting the standards for contact recreation.

We should not have our property values negatively impacted by this issue.

Our home is approximately 150 feet from Rucker Creek, and we also have a boat slip in
Rucker Creek.

We are raising objections to the following items:

Response 6:

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96. We
assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be
acceptable to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek
Cove without limits.

Response 12:

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the health
and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspend solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there will
be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the TSS limits before the next
sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with 900,000 gallons of water
discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our neighborhood. | do not know
the length of time between taking the sample and getting a laboratory response back to
the operator, so we have assumed same day resuits. Testing by the BRA has already
shown bacteria concentrations above the level for safe contact recreation. Continuing,
when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify
the TCEQ. So ends the notification. If our children or grandchildren have been in the
creek during that six-day window they could become sick or even die because we were
not told. No amount of money saved by the developer is enough to compensate for
illness or death of a child.

The requirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.



Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake Gr.

contain any detectal_:le levels of bacteria. However, several coves and cgnglgb#g/g o not
bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker Creek and
Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above the level for
contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be
dlluted_ by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of
bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to
discharge into Rucker Creek which is unacceptable.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that no
collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Currently the TCEQ is
depends on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to calling
the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
Iexis‘;gnc:,;a of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the
ocation?

Response 21:

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As March 6, 2008, Mr.
Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact from the applicant
with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the intersection of Old
Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how can he provide valid information on the costs to
connect to the city sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that the time for permit to place
a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as given by the applicant in their
letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the applicant is providing false
information to the TCEQ. Atwhat point does the TCEQ deny this permit and require the
applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas
Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County, why is
the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing?

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that
Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek
can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the public meeting.
We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we do not
understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the permit
application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant either
does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing
misleading or false information.

Response 24:

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if properly
operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for filters.
The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the facility?
We do not feel that anything short of “perfect” is acceptable to the value of our property,
and nothing is perfect. We do not want a property valued at over 350K put at risk based
on the words "if properly operated” or a “facility should”. No one should be required to
put that amount of collateral in the hands of some unidentified person or company,
particularly since they have a demonstrated record of falsifying data.



We request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and other issues that are in
the comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has
reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are
commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol),
Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
Methanol/Alcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold
tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter.” Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.
All of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of
Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package
plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
from a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000

gallons.

Because of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this TPDES
permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health
and welfare of all residents of Hood County.

David & Patricia Siedal

Granbury TX., 76049



TL OPA KT )

TEXAS
S6190D M N TAL
WAR 112608 ON BRI

TO: Office of the Chief Clerigy m e March 7, 2008 M8 MAR 11 AM e 00
Ref: Aqua Utilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001

CHIEF CLERKS OFFICE

We are requesting a Contested Case Hearing for the above.

As a homeowner on Rucker Creek, we have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek
and the parks on Rucker Creek cove any time that we wish, without having concerns
about the quality of the water.

We should also have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove
any time that we wish, without having concemns about our health.

We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek and cove
is not meeting the standards for contact recreation.

We should not have our property values negatively impacted by this issue.

Our home is approximately 150 feet from Rucker Creek, and we also have a boat slip in
Rucker Creek.

We are raising objections to the following items:

Response 6:

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96. We
assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be
acceptable to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek
Cove without limits.

Response 12:

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the health
and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspend solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there will
be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the TSS limits before the next
sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with 900,000 gallons of water
discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our neighborhood. | do not know
the length of time between taking the sample and getting a laboratory response back to
the operator, so we have assumed same day results. Testing by the BRA has already
shown bacteria concentrations above the level for safe contact recreation. Continuing,
when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify
the TCEQ. So ends the notification. If our children or grandchildren have been in the
creek during that six-day window they could become sick or even die because we were
not told. No amount of money saved by the developer is enough to compensate for
iliness or death of a child.

The requirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.



Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake Gr:

contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several coves and cgnglgb#g/g o not
bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker Creek and
Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above the level for
contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be
diluted by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of
bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to
discharge into Rucker Creek which is unacceptable.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that no
collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Currently the TCEQ is
depends on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to calling
the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
existence of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the

location?

Response 21:

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As March 6, 2008, Mr.
Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact from the applicant
with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the intersection of Old
Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how can he provide valid information on the costs to
connect to the city sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that the time for permit to place
a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as given by the applicant in their
letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the applicant is providing false
information to the TCEQ. At what point does the TCEQ deny this permit and require the
applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas
Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County, why is
the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing?

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that
Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek
can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the public meeting.
We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we do not
understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the permit
application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant either
does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing
misleading or false information.

Response 24:

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if properly
operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for filters.
The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the facility?
We do not feel that anything short of “perfect” is acceptable to the value of our property,
and nothing is perfect. We do not want a property valued at over 350K put at risk based
on the words "if properly operated” or a “facility should”. No one should be required to
put that amount of collateral in the hands of some unidentified person or company,
particularly since they have a demonstrated record of falsifying data.



We request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and other issues that are in
the comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has
reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are
commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol),
Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
Methanol/Alcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold
tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter.” Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.
All of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of
Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package
plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
from a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000
gallons.

Because of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this TPDES
permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health
and welfare of all residents of Hood County.

David & Patricia Siedal

1806 Wigeon St.
Granbury TX., 76049
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We request a Contested Case Hearing CHIEF CLERKS OEHCE

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove any
time that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of the water. ’

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove any
time that we wish, without having concerns about our health.

We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek and cove
is not meeting the standards for contact recreation. '

We should have the Ari;ght to maintain our property value.
Our home is on the water of Rucker Creek Cove.
We are raising my objections to:

Response 6:

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96. We
assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be
good enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek
Cove without limits.

Response 12:

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the health
and lives of our ¢hildren and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspend solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there will
be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the TSS limits before the next
sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with 900,000 gallons of water
discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our neighborhood. | do not know
the length of time between taking the sample and getting a laboratory response back to
the operator, so we have assumed same day results. Testing by the BRA has already
shown bacteria concentrations above the level for safe contact recreation. Continuing,
when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify
the TCEQ. So ends the notification. If our children or grandchildren have been in the
creek during that six-day window they could become sick or even die because we were
not told. No amount of money saved by the developer is enough to compensate for
illness or death of a child.

The requirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.

Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake Granbury do not
contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several coves and canals have



bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker Creek and
Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above the level for
contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be
diluted by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of
bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to
discharge into Rucker Creek.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that no
collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the TCEQ is
willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to
calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
existenc?e of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the
location

Response 21:

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As March 6, 2008, Mr.
Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact from the applicant,
with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the intersection of Old
Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how can he provide valid information on the costs to
connect to the city sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that the time for permit to place
a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as given by the applicant in their
letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the applicant is providing faise
information to the TCEQ. At what point does the TCEQ deny this permit and require the
applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas
Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why is
the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing? '

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that
Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek
can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the public meeting.
We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we do not
understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the permit
application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant either
does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing
misleading or false information.

Response 24:

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if properly
operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for filters.
The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the facility?
“The facility should” with an investment of nearly $500,000 in our home and property, we
do not want that investment put at risk for a "if properly operated” or a “facility should”,
No one should be required to put that amount of collateral in the hands of some
unidentified person or company.

We request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and other issues that are in
the comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has



reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are
commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol),
Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
Methanol/Alcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold
tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.
All of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of
Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package
plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
frolrln a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000
gallons. '

Because of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this TPDES
permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health
and welfare of all residents of Hood County.

Jam;s and Dzbbie Sims
James Sims

1923 Green Wing Dr.
Granbury, Tx 76049

Phone 817-573-7827
Email-jndsims@sbcglobal.net



May 23, 2007

To whom it may concern,

My wife and I moved to Lake Granbury three years ago. We enjoy the lake and city. It
amazes me that elected officials would consider letting someone build a waste water
treatment plant that would be releasing chemicals or sewage into our lake. If you allow
this to happen, and my loved ones get sick, the fish start dying, my yard starts smelling,
or my property value drops, I will hold all of the following responsible: Office of the
Chief Clerk, Judge Andy Rash, Mayor David Southern, Commissioner Steve Berry, The
Honorable Kip Evert, and The Honorable Chet Edwards. I am asking all of you to not let
this plant discharge water into our lake. The proposed permit number is WQ0014754001.

Thank you and lets keep our lake clean.

James and Debbie Sims
1923 Green Wing Dr.

Granbury, Tx 76049 OPA
817-573-7827
jndsims@sbcglobal.net MAY 2 § 2007
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May 23, 2007

To whom it may concern,

My wife and I moved to Lake Granbury three years ago. We enjoy the lake and city. It
amazes me that elected officials would consider letting someone build a waste water
treatment plant that would be releasing chemicals or sewage into our lake. If you allow
this to happen, and my loved ones get sick, the fish start dying, my yard starts smelling,
or my property value drops, I will hold all of the following responsible: Office of the
Chief Clerk, Judge Andy Rash, Mayor David Southern, Commissioner Steve Berry, The
Honorable Kip Evert, and The Honorable Chet Edwards. I am asking all of you to not let
this plant discharge water into our lake. The proposed permit number is WQ0014754001.

Thank you and lets keep our lake clean.

James and Debbie Sims
1923 Green Wing Dr.

Granbury, Tx 76049
817-573-7827 OPA
jndsims@sbcglobal.net M 05 2607
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form
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Aqua Utilities, Inc.
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PLEASE PRINT:
Name: _ ARMES _Sinus

Address: 1923 Greey W{'A/? Dp

City/State: 6[“#/\/&1\1“;/ /(75 | ____ Zip: 7o 6u
phone: (8§77 ) 573~ 7827

D/Hease add me to the mailing list.

Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group?

Ifyes, whichone? [Nl Pojwtz

Yes [JNo

IF YOU WANT TO GIVE FORMAL COMMENT PLEASE ¢« BELOW

m/lwish to provide formal oral comments.

@/I wish to provide formal written comments at tonight’s public meeting.
(Written comments may be submitted at any time during the meeting)

Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you. D

N



October 16, 2007

NOLAN PARK
PROPOSED : s
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT TPDES PERMIT &2 & %
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James Sims INTERESTS pUBLY

James Sims and his wife Debbie own property adjacent to the

downstream segment of Rucker Creek Cove, downstream of the proposed
discharge.

James Sims, his family (Including grandchildren) and friends use
downstream segment of Rucker Creek Cove for swimming and other
recreational purposes.

‘James Sims, his farhily (Including grandchildren) and friends use the
downstream segment of Rucker Creek for fishing an average of one time
a week.

James Sims uses the water of Rucker Creek for irrigation of our private
property, several times each week.

RELATIVE CONSIDERATIONS

1. Rucker Creek, the stream that would receive the proposed discharge, is
not part of the classified segment (segment No. 1205) except for the
portion below the conservation pool elevation of Lake Granbury. Segment
No. 1205 is designated for high aquatic life, public water supply, and
contact recreation. Additionally, all waters in the state are presumed to be
high aquatic life use and contact recreation until determined otherwise.

2. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is used for fishing, contact
recreation, and lawn irrigation

The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is already experiencing elevated
levels of E-coli as evidenced by the Lake Granbury monitoring program
conducted by the Brazos River Authority. The BRA test sites are, 70021 -
Mallard Pointe Cove, and 70022 - Rucker Creek.



4. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek has experienced the
occurrence of golden algae based on information developed by the Texas
Parks and Wildlife and the Brazos River Authority. Due to the presence of
Golden Algae in Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove, the Brazos River
Authority selected the water body to perform research using hay bales in an
attempt to eliminate the Golden Algae.

5. The City of Granbury has constructed a wastewater interceptor along
Highway 377 to provide wastewater treatment service. The area to be served
by the proposed Nolan Park wastewater treatment plant is less than three
miles (2500 feet) the City’s interceptor system.

- REQUESTED ACTIONS

1. In light of the above referenced water quality conditions experienced in the
Rucker Creek and the uses of the water body, request that TCEQ perform
a Tier 2 degradation analysis to assess the impact of the proposed
discharge on the water quality and potential for impacting the designated
uses.

2. Review and analyze water quality and ecological data collected in Lake
Granbury, including Rucker Creek by the Brazos River Authority.

3. Review and analyze information developed by the Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department relevant to Golden Algae and water quality conditions
of Lake Granbury, in particular within the Rucker Creek

4. Request evidence that the applicant has investigated other potential
discharge locations to minimize potential receiving water quality impacts.

5. Request evidence that the applicant has investigated the “use of all
reasonable methods to implement the policy” established in Section
26.003 of the Texas Water code, which “encourages and promotes the
development and use of regional and area wide collection, treatment, and
disposal systems to serve the waste disposal needs of the citizens of the
state”. In this regard, request evidence from the applicant that
investigations have been performed to obtain wastewater treatment
service from the City of Granbury.

PREFERRED OPTIONS

1. Deny the issuance of a TPDES permit that would allow discharge into
Rucker Creek and request applicant to obtain service from the City of

Granbury. . RE CEWED
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2. |f a TPDES permit is issued, establish TPDES permit effluent quality
conditions (i.e. phosphorus removal, etc.) needed to avoid degradation of
water quality conditions and to avoid impacting the designated uses within
Rucker Creek Cove. Additionally, require that the wastewater treatment
plant be equipped with effluent filters to improve the effectiveness of the
disinfection process. Also, require the applicant to perform frequent
sampling and testing of the discharge for the permitted parameters
including phosphorus. Additionally, require the applicant to perform a
receiving water body sampling and testing program in cooperation with the
Brazos River Authority and the TCEQ. The purpose of this sampling
program would be to provide a basis for establishing the permit limits to be
applied when the permit is renewed or amended.

3. Please do not allow anything that will endanger the public and lower our
property values. "

ank you

ames Sims

1923 Green Wing Dr.
Granbury, TX 76049

Phone 817 573-7827
Cell 214-837-6318
Email jndsims@sbcglobal.net
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From: "Sims, James - (TEXAS)" <jsims@tcco.com>
To: <water@mallardpointe.info>

Date:  Fri, October 12, 2007 8:56 am

Subject: My Nolan Park Comments James Sims

October 16, 2007

NOLAN PARK
PROPOSED

e T D A4
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Proposed Permit No. WQ0014754001
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By
James Sims

Downstream Property Owner
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James Sims and his wife Debbie own property adjacent to the downstream
segment of Rucker Creek Cove, downstream of the proposed discharge.

James Sims, his family (Including grandchildren) and friends use
downstream segment of Rucker Creek Cove for swimming and other
recreational purposes.

James Sims, his family (Including grandchildren) and friends use the

downstream segment of Rucker Creek for fishing an average of one time a
week.

James Sims uses the water of Rucker Creek for irrigation of our private
property, several times each week.

RELATIVE CONSIDERATIONS

1. Rucker Creek, the stream that would receive the proposed {SF\
discharge, is not part of the classified segment (segment No, 1205)

http://webmail.mallardpointe.info/src/printer_friendly bottom.php?passed_ent_id=1&ma... 10/12/2007
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except for the portion below the conservation pool elevation of Lake
Granbury. Segment No. 1205 is designated for high aquatic life, public
water supply, and contact recreation. Additionally, all waters in the
state are presumed to be high aquatic life use and contact recreation
until determined otherwise.

2. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is used for fishing,
contact recreation, and lawn irrigation

The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is already experiencing elevated
levels of E~coll as evidenced by the Lake Granbury monitoring program
conducted by the Brazos River Authority. The BRA test sites are, 70021
- Mallard Pointe Cove, and 70022 - Rucker Creek.

4. The downstream segment of Rucker Creek has experienced the
occurrence of golden algae based on information developed by the Texas
Parks and Wildlife and the Brazos River Authority. Due to the presence
of Golden Algae in Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove, the Brazos River
Authority selected the water body to perform research using hay bales in
an attempt to eliminate the Golden Algae.

5. The City of Granbury has constructed a wastewater interceptor along
Highway 377 to provide wastewater treatment service. The area to be
served by the proposed Nolan Park wastewater treatment plant is less
than three miles (2500 feet) the City's interceptor system.

REQUESTED ACTIONS

1. In light of the above referenced water quality conditions
experienced in the Rucker Creek and the uses of the water body, request
that TCEQ perform a Tier 2 degradation analysis to assess the impact of
the proposed discharge on the water quality and potential for impacting
the designated uses.

2. Review and analyze water quality and ecological data collected
in Lake Granbury, including Rucker Creek by the Brazos River Authority.

3. Review and analyze information developed by the Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department relevant to Golden Algae and water quality
conditions of Lake Granbury, in particular within the Rucker Creek

4. Request evidence that the applicant has investigated other
potential discharge locations to minimize potential receiving water
quality impacts.

5. Request evidence that the applicant has investigated the "use of
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all reasonable methods to implement the policy" established in Section
26.003 of the Texas Water code, which "encourages and promotes the
development and use of regional and area wide collection, treatment, and
disposal systems to serve the waste disposal needs of the citizens of
the state". In this regard, request evidence from the applicant that
investigations have been performed to obtain wastewater treatment
service from the City of Granbury.

PREFERRED OPTIONS

1. Deny the issuance of a TPDES permit that would allow discharge . PRI
into Rucker Creek and request applicant to obtain service from the City{)ﬁ?ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬂ;ﬂL)/MM)

of Granbury.

¢ - 0CT 1 6 200/

2. If a TPDES permit is issued, establish TPDES permit effluent, . ...cmm mr WA (!
quality conditions (i.e. phosphorus removal, etc.) needed to avoid ﬁ&i‘f&ﬂBiZEJ&ﬂM£zﬂﬂLLJ
degradation of water quality conditions and to avoid impacting the

designated uses within Rucker Creek Cove. Additionally, require that the

wastewater treatment plant be equipped with effluent filters to improve

the effectiveness of the disinfection process. Also, require the

applicant to perform frequent sampling and testing of the discharge for

the permitted parameters including phosphorus. Additionally, require the

applicant to perform a receiving water body sampling and testing program

in cooperation with the Brazos River Authority and the TCEQ. The purpose

of this sampling program would be to provide a basis for establishing

the permit limits to be applied when the permit is renewed or amended.

3. Please do not allow anything that will endanger the public and
lower our

property values.

Thank you

James Sims
1923 Green Wing Dr.

Granbury, TX 76049

Phone 817 573-7827
Cell 214-837-6318

Email -jndsims@sbcglobal .net

http://webmail.mallardpointe.info/sro/printer_friendly_bottom.php?passed_ent_id=1&ma... 10/12/2007
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TO: Office of the Chief Clerk BY

[

703 HAR 10 A1 O
CHIEF CLERKS OFFICE

Ref: Aqua Ultilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001
We request a Contested Case Hearing

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove any M\/j\b

time that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of the water. —

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove any SQ7QQ
time that we wish, without having concerns about our health.

We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek and cove
is not meeting the standards for contact recreation.

We should have thé right to maintain our property value.
Our home is on Rucker Creek .
We are raising my objections to:

Response 6:

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96. We
assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be
good enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek
Cove without limits. - ) '

Response 12:

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the health
and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspend solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there will
be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the TSS limits before the next
sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with 900,000 gallons of water
discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our neighborhood. 1 do not know
the length of time between taking the sample and getting a lahoratory response back to
the operator, so we have assumed same day results. Testing by the BRA has already
shown bacteria concentrations above the level for safe contact recreation. Continuing,
when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify
the TCEQ. So ends the notification. If our children or grandchildren have been in the
creek during that six-day window they could become sick or even die because we were
not told. No amount of money saved by the developer is enough to compensate for
illness or death of a child.

The requirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001. .

Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake Granbury do not
contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several coves and canals have



bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker Creek and
Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above the level for
contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be
diluted by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of
bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to
discharge into Rucker Creek.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that no
collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the TCEQ is
willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to
calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
existence of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the
location?

Response 21:

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As March 6, 2008, Mr.
Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact from the applicant,
with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the intersection of Old
Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how can he provide valid information on the costs to
connect to the city sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that the time for permit to place
a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as given by the applicant in their
letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the applicant is providing false
information to the TCEQ. At what point does the TCEQ deny this permit and require the
applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas
Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why is
the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing?

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that
Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek
can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the public meeting.
We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we do not
understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the permit
application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant either
does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing
misleading or false information.

Response 24:

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if properly
operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for filters.
The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the facility?
“The facility should” with an investment of nearly $500,000 in our home and property, we
do not want that investment put at risk for a "if properly operated” or a “facility should”.
No one should be required to put that amount of collateral in the hands of some
unidentified person or company.

We request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and other issues that are in
the comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has



reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are
commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol),
Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
Methanol/Alcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold
tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.
All of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of
Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package
plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
from a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000
gallons.

Because of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this TPDES
permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health
and welfare of all residents of Hood County.

B ArdV
Brian Smith

Dporrcberi

Donna Smith
1925 Green Wing
Granbury, TX 76049



TCEQ Public Meeting Form
Tuesday, October 16, 2007

Aqua Utilities, Inc.
Proposed Permit

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

Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you.
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October 16,2007

MNOLAN PARK ' TR

PROPOSED oA o
WASTEWATER TREATEMENT PLANT TPDES PERMIT

IR

PROPQSED PERMIT NBR WQO0O0 14754001 oui 1 & 2007

COMMENTS BY BRIAN SMITH-DOWNSTREAM PROPERTY OWNER "
3 L —‘:\7}?‘-

AT

MY INTERESTS

Brian Smith and my wife Donna own property adjacent to the downstream segment of
Rucker Creek, downstream of the proposed discharge. My family | includi9ng grandchildren
Use Rucker Creek for swimming and kayaking. We fish in the creek several times a week
And eat the fish we catch.

RELATIVE CONSIDERATIONS

1. Rucker Creek, the stream that would receive the proposed discharge, is not part
Of the classified segment {segment nbr 1205) except for the portion below the
Conservation pool elevation of Lake Granbury. Segment nbr 1205 is designated
For high aquatic life, public water supply and contact recreation. Additionally,
All waters in the state are presumed to be high aquatic life use and contact .
Recreation until determined otherwise. ‘

2 The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is used for fishing, contact recreation and
Lawn irrigation by many people.

- The downstream segment of Rucker Creek is already experiencing elevated levels of E-coli as.
Evidenced by the Lake Granbury monitoring program conducted by the Brazos River Authority.
The BRA test sites are, 7002 1-Mallard Pointe Cove and 70022-Rucker Creek

SR
The downstream segment of Rucker Creek has experienced the occurrence of go!dgﬁ alg%:é,
Based on information developed by the Texas Parks and Wildlife and the BRA. Duewo thés
Presence of golden algae in Rucker Creek, the BRA has selected the water body to perforfiesedrth
Using hay bales in an attempt to eliminate the golden algae. 5 ] P‘C;Z

' e

The City of Granbury has constructed a wastewater interceptor along Hwy 377 to%govidfé;%
Wastewater treatment service. The area to be served by the proposed Nolan Park wistewater
Treatment plant is less than 3 miles (2500 feet] to the cities interceptor system. &3 ”

evnetrn

Lo %)
REQUESTED ACTIONS

Request that TCEQ perform a Tier 2 degradation analysis to assess the impact of the proposed
Discharge on the water quality and potential for impacting the designated uses.

Review and analyze water quality and ecological data collected in Lake Granbury, including Rucker
Creek by the BRA.

Review and analyze information developed by the Texas Parks and Wildlife relevant to golden algae
And water quality within Rucker Creek.

Request evidence that the applicant has investigated other discharge locations to minimize
Potential receiving water quality impacts. '

Request evidence that the applicant has investigated the use of the wastewater treatement service
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From the City of Granbury.
PREFERRED OPTIONS

Deny the issuance of 3 TPDES permit that would allow discharge into Rucker Creek and request
Applicant to obtain service from the City of Granbury.

If a TPDES permit is issued, establish TPDES permit effluent quality conditions needed to avoid
Degradation of water quality conditions and to avoid impacting uses within Rucker Creek. Also
Require the the wastewater treatment plant be equipped with effluent filters to improve the
effectiveness of the disinfect ion process. Also require the applicant to perform frequent sampling and
testing of the discharge including testing for phosphorus.

Submitted by

Brian E Smith
1925 Green Wing \\@D
Granbury Tx 76049 «;@@N
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MAY 81 2007

I live on Rucker Creek at 1925 Green Wing in Mallard Pointe in the city of Granbury. I
very strongly wish to voice my displeasure at the proposed permit for a wastewater
treatment plant permit # wq0014754001. We already have problems on the creek with
the quality of water and do not wish anymore treated waste to be dumped in there. 1
formally request a public meeting be set up for discussion. Also add my name to the
mailing list for any future notifications.

Sincerely
Brian Smith e




May 22, 2007

TO NEIGHBORS CONCERNED ABOUT
A WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT
THAT WOULD DISCHARGE TO RUCKERS CREEK
Proposed Permit number WQ0014754001

BACKGROUND

A wastewater treatment plant is being proposed that would discharge to Ruckers Creek in
the vicinity of M & M Ranch Road. The plant will serve Nolan Park. Based on
information in the application for a discharge permit the plant will be constructed in
phases and will ultimately discharge 150,000 gallons per day. The phases of the plant are
planned as follows:

Initial Phase Begin construction — June 2007 Serve 115 homes
Interim Phase Begin Construction — June 2010 Serve 235 homes
Final Phase = Begin Construction — June 2012 Serve 350 homes

A discharge permit from TNRCC is required before a discharge can occur. The process
for issuing a permit provides an opportunity for affected parties to comment and/or
oppose the issuance of a permit. TNRCC considers all comments before issuing a permit
or establishing the quality to which the wastewater will have to be treated prior to its
discharge.

PROBLEMS / CONCERNS
Ruckers Creek Water Quality

The amount of flow in Ruckers Creek is frequently very low or even zero at times.
Therefore, the flow in Ruckers Creek will predominately be wastewater during certain
periods of the year. Under these conditions, the treated wastewater could greatly reduce
the dissolved oxygen in Ruckers Creek. Reduced levels of dissolved oxygen in the creek
could be unhealthy for the fish and other wildlife and in extreme conditions could result
in the occurrence of offensive odors. The other extreme of Rucker’s Creek is when it is
flooding, as has occurred twice in the past two years, would flush any build up of
contaminants residing in the creek into the cove and creek areas that are inhabited. In
addition, the nitrogen and phosphorus in the wastewater could cause increases in algae
and aquatic weed growth in the downstream water. This is of particular concern with the
potential effect on golden algae, which has been observed in Ruckers Creek. The toxicity
of golden algae has been proven to be controlled by the ratio of nitrogen and phosphorus.
Releases of nitrogen and phosphorus from this plant could cause another toxic bloom and
kill fish in Rucker’s Creek and the lake. The Watershed Protection Plan Sakeholders are
working to reduce in inflow of toxic wastes into Lake Granbury, which could be
increased by this waste water treatment plant. Excessive algae growth could cause water
quality problems and cause the water to be unsuitable for swimming. An increase in



aquatic weeds could be a problem in the water adjacent to properties and in the area of
boat docks. Also, of concern are pathogenic bacteria that could be in the wastewater
during periods with equipment failure or improper operation. The potential for a
discharge of bacteria is a significant concern because Ruckers Creek is used for
swimming.

Downstream Lawn Irrigation Water

Water from Ruckers Creek is used for irrigation of lawns by the property owners
downstream of the proposed discharge. Since the flow in Ruckers Creek will largely be
wastewater during certain periods, particurialy dry periods, the constituents in the
wastewater could come in contact with people that are exposed to the irrigation water.

Odor

In addition to the above cited water quality concerns, wastewater treatment plants can
emit offensive odors. Odors leaving the plant property can signicantly impact the quality
of life within the surrounding area, be offensive to people that are customers of
businesses in the general vicinity of the treatment plant, as well as to those that may drive
by the treatment plant area.

SOLUTION

The most favorable option is for the area being served to convey their wastewater to the
City of Granbury wastewater system. This option is dependent upon the City having the
capacity to accept the wastewater and for the City to agree to accept the wastewater.

Another option would be for the treatment plant to provide a very high degree of
treatment with respect to removing materials from the wastewater that would otherwise
cause the oxygen in Ruckers Creek to be reduced to unacceptable levels, to removing
phosphorus and nitrogen that would contribute to algae growth and aquatic weed growth,
to consistently and effectively disinfect (kill) the bacteria in the wastewater, and to

- consistently and effectively control odors that would otherwise be emitied to the -
atmosphere and be a nuisance to people. In addition to providing a high degree of
treatment the treatment plant operator should be required to sample and test the water in
Ruckers Creek to determine the effect of the discharge on the water quality in the creek
and lake.

ACTIONS BY AFFECTED PARTIES

Send a letter, preferably by registered mail, before the 1% of June 2007, to the following
address stating how you would be affected by the proposed treatment plant discharge,
your opposition to the issuance of a discharge permit, and request a public meeting. Also,
request that your name be included on a mailing list to receive future notifications.
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I live on Rucker Creek at 1925 Green Wing in Mallard Pointe in the city of Granbury. I
very strongly wish to voice my displeasure at the proposed permit for a wastewater
treatment plant permit # wq0014754001. We already have problems on the creek with
the quality of water and do not wish anymore treated waste to be dumped in there. I
formally request a public meeting be set up for discussion. Also add my name to the

mailing list for any future notifications.

@U

Sincerely
Brian Smith
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May 22, 2007

TO NEIGHBORS CONCERNED ABOUT
A WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT
THAT WOULD DISCHARGE TO RUCKERS CREEK
Proposed Permit number WQ0014754001

BACKGROUND

A wastewater treatment plant is being proposed that would discharge to Ruckers Creek in
the vicinity of M & M Ranch Road. The plant will serve Nolan Park. Based on
information in the application for a discharge permit the plant will be constructed in
phases and will ultimately discharge 150,000 gallons per day. The phases of the plant are
planned as follows:

Initial Phase Begin construction — June 2007 Serve 115 homes

Interim Phase Begin Construction — June 2010 Serve 235 homes

Final Phase = Begin Construction — June 2012 Serve 350 homes

A discharge permit from TNRCC is required before a discharge can occur. The process
for issuing a permit provides an opportunity for affected parties to comment and/or
oppose the issuance of a permit. TNRCC considers all comments before issuing a permit
or establishing the quality to which the wastewater will have to be treated prior to its
discharge.

PROBLEMS / CONCERNS
Ruckers Creek Water Quality

The amount of flow in Ruckers Creek is frequently very low or even zero at times.
Therefore, the flow in Ruckers Creek will predominately be wastewater during certain
periods of the year. Undet these conditions, the treated wastewater could greatly reduce
the dissolved oxygen in Ruckers Creek. Reduced levels of dissolved oxygen in the creek
could be unhealthy for the fish and other wildlife and in extreme conditions could result
in the occurrence of offensive odors. The other extreme of Rucker’s Creek is when it is
flooding, as has occurred twice in the past two years, would flush any build up of
contaminants residing in the creek into the cove and creek areas that are inhabited. In
addition, the nitrogen and phosphorus in the wastewater could cause increases in algae
and aquatic weed growth in the downstream water. This is of particular concern with the
potential effect on golden algae, which has been observed in Ruckers Creek. The toxicity
of golden algae has been proven to be controlled by the ratio of nitrogen and phosphorus.
Releases of nitrogen and phosphorus from this plant could cause another toxic bloom and
kill fish in Rucker’s Creek and the lake. The Watershed Protection Plan Sakeholders are
working to reduce in inflow of toxic wastes into Lake Granbury, which could be
increased by this waste water treatment plant. Excessive algae growth could cause water
quality problems and cause the water to be unsuitable for swimming. An increase in



aquatic weeds could be a problem in the water adjacent to properties and in the area of
boat docks, Also, of concern are pathogenic bacteria that could be in the wastewater
during periods with equipment failure or improper operation. The potential for a
discharge of bacteria is a significant concern because Ruckers Creek is used for

Swimming.

Downstream Lawn Irrigation Water

Water from Ruckers Creek is used for irrigation of lawns by the property owners
OWnStream of the proposed discharge. Since the flow in Ruckers Creek will largely be

Wastewater during certain periods, particurialy dry periods, the constituents in the

Wastewater could come in contact with people that are exposed to the irrigation water.

Odor

In addition to the above cited water quality concerns, wastewater treatment plants can

emit offengjve odors. Odors leaving the plant property can signicantly impact the quality

of life within the surrounding area, be offensive to people that are customers of .
usinesses in the general vicinity of the treatment plant, as well as to those that may drive

by the treatment plant area.

SOLUTION

Tl_le most favorable option is for the area being served to convey their wastewater to the
City of Granbury wastewater system. This option is dependent upon the City having the
Capacity to accept the wastewater and for the City to agree to accept the wastewater.

Another option would be for the treatment plant to provide a very high degree of .
treatment with respect to removing materials from the wastewater that would otherwise

Causethe oxygen in Ruckers Creek to be reduced to unacceptable levels, to removing

b hOSphOrus and nitrogen that would contribute to algae growth and aquatic weed growth,
to consistently and effectively disinfect (kill) the bacteria in the wastewater, and to
conSiStenﬁy and effectively control odors that would otherwise be emitted tc the
Atmosphere and be a nuisance to people. In addition to providing a high degree of .
reatmeng the treatment plant operator should be required to sample and test the water in
Ruckers Creek to determine the effect of the discharge on the water quality in the creek

and lake |

ACTIONS BY AFFECTED PARTIES

Senda Letter, preferably by registered mail, before the 1% of June 2007, to the following

Address Stating how you would be affected by the proposed treatment plant discharge,

15‘7 QUr opp osition to the issuance of a discharge permit, and request a public me.eting. Also,
Squest that your name be included on a mailing list to receive future notifications.



MLD
A N
| | h SG1ao
TO: Office of the Chief Clerk . e

Ref: Aqua Ultilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001
We request a Contested Case Hearing .

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cové any
time that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of the water. ‘

i

e

2 et
We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek qé_ye any
time that we wish, without having concerns about our health. B
We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek amd cove
is not meeting the standards for contact recreation.

We should have the right to maintain our property value.
Our home is on the water of Rucker Creek Cove.
We are raising my objections to:’ "

Response 6.

We do not know the meaning for the classification of the applicant rating of 0.96. We
assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be
good enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek
Cove without limits.” <~ -

Response 12:" =

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the health
and lives of our children and grandchildren for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspend solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there will
be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the TSS limits before the next
sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with 900,000 gallons of water
discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our neighborhood. | do not know
the length of time between taking the sample and getting a laboratory response back to
the operator, so we have assumed same day results. Testing by the BRA has already
shown bacteria concentrations above the level for safe contact recreation. Continuing,
when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify
the TCEQ. So ends the notification. If our children or grandchildren have been in the
creek during that six-day window they could become sick or even die because we were
not told. No amount of money saved by the developer is enough to compensate for
illness or death of a child.

The requirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.

Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake Granbury do not
contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several coves and canals have



bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker Creek and
Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above the level for
contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be
diluted by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of
bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to
discharge into Rucker Creek.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that no
collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the TCEQ is
willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to
calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
existence of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the
location?

Response 21:

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As March 6, 2008, Mr.
Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had any contact from the applicant,
with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the intersection of Old
Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how can he provide valid information on the costs to
connect to the city sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that the time for permit to place
a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as given by the applicant in their
letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the applicant is providing false
information to the TCEQ. At what point does the TCEQ deny this permit and require the
applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas -
Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why is
the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing?

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that
Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek
can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the public meeting.
We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we do not
understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the permit
application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant either
does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing
misleading or false information.

Response 24:

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if properly
operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for filters.
The real question is will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the facility?
“The facility should” with an investment of nearly $700,000 in our home and property, we
do not want that investment put at risk for a "if properly operated” or a “facility should™.
No one should be required to put that amount of collateral in the hands of some
unidentified person or company.

We request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and other issues that are in
the comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has



reported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are
commonly used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol),
Toluene (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
Phosphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Lithium (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
Me@hanol/AIcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
fertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold
tablets), Acetone, and Cat Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.
All of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of
Granbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package
plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that
protect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
from a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000

gallons.

Because of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this TPDES
permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health

and welfare of all residents of Hood County.

Joby and-Connie.Soileau

gww@é/,o«,év«a

606 Goldeneye Dr
Granbury, TX 76049
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I would like to ask the TCEQ to reconsider the decision to permit the
discharge plant on Rucker Creek in Northeast Hood County. This location
and discharge area of the plant into Lake Granbury would be detrimental to
lake front property in Lakewood Hills and Mallard Pointe sub-divisions and
possibly Lake Granbury. Lake Granbury is in a Water Shed protection
study with Federal funds and would like to see the outcome of this study
before going forward. I feel that an alternative plan is very reachable with
the City of Granbury to tie this sub-division into the wastewater treatment
plant in Granbury. Hood County has had packaging plants in Southern
Hood Co., which have failed and resulted in sewage and contamination into
Lake Granbury. I feel the municipality of the City of Granbury will outlive
any private plant and continue to update technology to better contain and
control wastewater and keep Lake Granbury clean and safe.

Please advise of any hearings or public meetings so that Hood County can be
represented and residents can be heard. We need to find a safer and better

solution to this discharge area.

Sincerely

Mike Sympson
Hood Co. Commissioner Pct. 1

Cc-K. Averitt. State Senator
J. Keffer, State Representative
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Ref: Aqua Utilities Inc, TPDES permit no. WQ0014754001

We request a Contested Case Hearing.

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove any
time that we wish, without having concerns about the quality of the water.

We should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek Cove any
time that we wish, without having concerns about our health.

We should have the right to immediate notification that the water in this creek and Cove
is not meeting the standards for contact recreation.

We should have the right to maintain our property value.
Our home is on the water of Rucker Creek.
We are raising objections to:

Response 6:

We do not know the meaning for the classsification of the applicant rating of 0.96. We
assume that this value is less then perfect. We do not consider less than perfect to be
good enough to protect our rights to use the waters of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek

Cove without limits.

Response 12;

We do not believe that the testing requirements are strong enough to protect the health
and lives of our children and pets for the following reasons:

The sampling of the TSS will be completed once a week. The harmful bacteria
live in the suspend solids. If the limits are exceeded the day after the last test there will
be a discharge of 900,000 gallons of water that exceeds the TSS limits before the next
sample is taken. It is reasonable to assume that with 900,000 gallons of water
discharged into Rucker Creek that effluent will reach our neighborhood. We do not know
the length of time between taking the sample and getting a laboratory response back to
the operator, so we have assumed same day results. Testing by the BRA has already
shown bacteria concentrations above the level for safe contact recreation. Continuing,
when the operator tests and finds his TSS values are above the limit he will then notify
the TCEQ. So ends the notification. If our children have been in the creek during that
six-day window they could become sick or even die hecause we were not told. No

-



amount of money saved by the developer is enough to compensate for illness or death
of a child.

The requirement for phosphorus and nitrogen standards should be required to
assist in preventing golden algae fish kills. We understand that this is not a normal
requirement, but most sewage plants do not discharge into Lake Granbury where there
have been golden algae fish kills every year since 2001.

Response 19:

We agree that the bacteria level at the upstream and main stem of Lake Granbury do not
contain any detectable levels of bacteria. However, several Coves and canals have
bacteria levels consistently above the level for contact recreation. Rucker Creek and
Rucker Creek Cove have been tested and have had levels of bacteria above the level for
contact recreation. If this proposed plant was to discharge into the upstream or main
stem of Lake Granbury any accidental discharge of untreated wastewater would be
diluted by the volume of water in the lake and would probably not result in a level of
bacteria above the contact recreation standard. This package plant is proposed to
discharge into Rucker Creek.

Response 21

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that no
collection system existed within three miles of the proposed site. Now the TCEQ is
willing to depend on the application for information on where this line is, as opposed to
calling the City of Granbury to determine the exact location. If they did not disclose the
iexistenc’?e of the sewer line, how can you depend on them for information on the
ocation

Response 21:

Response from the applicant is very suspect as to its accuracy. As March 6, 2008, Mr.
Alva Cox, City of Granbury, City Services has not had an% contact from the applicant,
with regard to the costs to connect to the city sewer line that is at the intersection of Old
Granbury Road and Hwy 167. So how can he provide valid information on the costs to
connect to the city sewer system? Mr. Cox also reports that the time for permit to place
a sewer line under the rail road is weeks not 18 months as given by the applicant in their
letter to TCEQ November 13, 2007. Once again, the applicant is providing false
information to the TCEQ. At what point does the TCEQ deny this permit and require the
applicant to resubmit the application, accurately, for this discharge permit? If the Texas
Rail Road Commission can revoke a permit for a disposal well in Hood County why is
the TCEQ not willing to do the same thing?

Response 28:

The applicant provided false information on the permit application, by indicating that
Rucker Creek had no flow fluctuation. Anyone that has lived on or near Rucker Creek
can provide evidence on the changes in flow, as was done in during the public meeting.
We are not in the wastewater or environmental quality business and we do not
understand how we can find this information and TCEQ does not validate the permit
application for accuracy. From these two examples it is clear that the applicant either
does not know how to complete the application or they are purposely providing '
misleading or false information.

Response 24:

With the level of technology employed and the effluent limitations contained, if properly
operated, the facility should meet the permit requirements without the need for filters.



will the facility be properly operated for the lifetime of the facility?
he facility should” with an investment of nearly $500,000 in our home and property, we
0 not want that investment put at risk for a "if properly operated” or a “facility should”.
NO_ one should be required to put that amount of collateral in the hands of some

Unidentified person or company.

¥Ve request a contested case hearing, in Granbury, on these and other issues that are in
he comments to the public comments provided by the TCEQ.

One item that is of great concern to us is the new evidence that wastewater treatment
Systems are being used to dispose of chemicals used to manufacturer
Methamphetamines (meth). The operator of the wastewater plant at Canyon Creek has
'eported this information to the BRA and TCEQ. Some of the chemicals that are
%Ommoniy used in the manufacture of meth are; Alcohol (Isopropyl or rubbing alcohol),
F&oluezne (brake cleaner), Ether (engine starter), Sulfuric Acid (drain cleaner), Red
L.ho_sphorus (matches/road flares), Salt (table/rock), lodine (teat dip or flakes/crystal),
Nl‘thlum (batteries), Trichloroethane (gun scrubber), MSM (cutting agent), Sodium Metal,
h ethanol/Alcohol (gasoline additives), Muriatic Acid, Anhydrous Ammonia (farm
ertilizer), Sodium Hydroxide (lye), Pseudoephedrine (cold tablets), Ephedrine (cold

ablets) ‘Acetone, and Cat Litter. Of these only the cat litter and salt seem to be benign.

Il of the remaining ones are toxic and or carcinogenic. The dilution factor of the City of

ranbury Wastewater Treatment Plant is much greater than a neighborhood package

Plant. Until standards for the discharge of these chemicals have been established that

PVOtect human life it is imperative that the only discharge into Lake Granbury should be
Fom a million gallon or larger treatment facility, not one that treats less than 250,000

Qallons_

;I'he real question is

Becﬂyse of this latest information we request an immediate denial of this TPDES
Permit yntil this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the heailth

and welfare of all residents of Hood County. .

" Patricia Tigner W
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Dear Sir:

As property owners on Ruckers Creek in Hood County, we are greatly concerned
regarding the proposed construction and operation of a wastewater treatment plant in the
vicinity of M & M Ranch Road that would discharge into Ruckers Creek. This proposed
plant would serve a new development to be known as Nolan Park and would eventually
serve 350 homes. We can think of numerous potential issues/questions that will arise if
this proposed plant is constructed:

* What is the impact on the quality of the water in Ruckers Creek?

» Has there been an environmental study of the impact on wildlife? Ruckers
Creek is home to fish, turtle, snakes, ducks, and geese as well as the water
supply for fox and raccoons. Any waste treatment mishaps could harm the
environment.

What about the effect on algae growth?

*  We, as well as many of those with property along Ruckers Creek, use the creek
as the source of water for our lawns and gardens. Since the flow in the creek
particularly in dry times will be greatly impacted by the wastewater discharge,
we and our pets could potentially come in contact with the constituents in the
wastewater as we irrigate our landscape.

»  What if there is equipment failure at the wastewater treatment plant and
pathogenic bacteria is allowed to flow into the creek? This would be of great
concern, especially in light of the immediately preceding bullet.

* What is our recourse if untreated sewage is released into Ruckers Creek?
What about odors or fumes, especially in the heat of summer? What is our
recourse if such fumes do occur?

We are NOT PLEASED with the proposal of such a wastewater treatment plant releasing its
byproducts into Ruckers Creek. Part of the reason we purchased property in Mallard
Pointe in Hood County was because of the absence of water treatment facilities in the
area. Now our substantial investment, both financial and emotional, in our home is
threatened by the development of such a facility. Our quality of living will be directly
and negatively impacted as well as will be any resell value of the property if this proposal
is allowed to proceed.



WE ARE GREATLY OPPOSED TO THE ISSUANCE OF A DISCHARGE PERMIT INTO RUCKERS
CREEK. WE REQUEST THAT A PUBLIC MEETING BE HELD TO DISCUSS THIS ISSUE.
FURTHERMORE, WE REQUEST THAT OUR NAMES BE INCLUDED ON A MAILING LIST
70 RECEIVE FUTURE NOTIIFICATIONS OF THIS OR ANY SIMILAR PROJECT IMPACTING

RUCKERS CREEK.

Sincerely,

-

Tom Tigner, Jr.

DLl {%{,W
Patricia Tigner

cc: Judge Andy Rash
Hood County
100 East Pearl Street
Granbury, TX 76048

Mayor David Southern
City of Granbury

P.O. Box 969
Granbury, TX 76048

Commissioner Steve Berry
Hood County Annex I
Room 9

. 200 Gordon Street
Granbury, TX 76048

The Honorable Kip Evert
1100 E. Highway 377, Suite 103
Granbury, TX 76048

The Honorable Chet Edwards
115 South Main Street, Suite 202
Cleburne, TX 76033
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Dear Sir;

As property owners on Ruckers Creek in Hood County, we are greatly concerned
regarding the proposed construction and operation of a wastewater treatment plant in the
vicinity of M & M Ranch Road that would discharge into Ruckers Creek. This proposed
plant would serve a new development to be known as Nolan Park and would eventually
serve 350 homes. We can think of numerous potential issues/questions that will arise if
this proposed plant is constructed:

» What is the impact on the quality of the water in Ruckers Creek?

» Has there been an environmental study of the impact on wildlife? Ruckers
Creek is home to fish, turtle, snakes, ducks, and geese as well as the water
supply for fox and raccoons. Any waste treatment mishaps could harm the
environment.

What about the effect on algae growth?

We, as well as many of those with property along Ruckers Creek, use the creek
as the source of water for our lawns and gardens. Since the flow in the creek
particularly in dry times will be greatly impacted by the wastewater discharge,
we and our pets could potentially come in contact with the constituents in the
wastewater as we irrigate our landscape.

»  What if there is equipment failure at the wastewater treatment plant and
pathogenic bacteria is allowed to flow into the creek? This would be of great
concern, especially in light of the immediately preceding bullet.

What is our recourse if untreated sewage is released into Ruckers Creek?

= What about odors or fumes, especially in the heat of summer? What is our

recourse if such fumes do occur?

We are NOT PLEASED with the proposal of such a wastewater treatment plant releasing its
byproducts into Ruckers Creek. Part of the reason we purchased property in Mallard
Pointe in Hood County was because of the absence of water treatment facilities in the
area. Now our substantial investment, both financial and emotional, in our home is
threatened by the development of such a facility, Our quality of living will be directly
and negatively impacted as well as will be any resell value of the property if this proposal
is allowed to proceed. '



WE ARE GREATLY OPPOSED TO THE ISSUANCE OF A DISCHARGE PERMIT INTO RUCKERS
CREEK. WE REQUEST THAT A PUBLIC MEETING BE HELD TO DISCUSS THIS ISSUE.
FURTHERMORE, WE REQUEST THAT OUR NAMES BE INCLUDED ON A MAILING LIST
TO RECEIVE FUTURE NOTIIFICATIONS OF THIS OR ANY SIMILAR PROJECT IMPACTING

RUCKERS CREEK.

Sincerely,

~

Tom Tigner, Ir.

) —
Pt %W
Patricia Tigner

cc: Judge Andy Rash
Hood County
100 East Pearl Street
Granbury, TX 76048

Mayor David Southern
City of Granbury

P.O. Box 969
Granbury, TX 76048

Commissioner Steve Berry
Hood County Annex I
Room 9

200 Gordon Street
Granbury, TX 76048

The Honorable Kip Evert
1100 E. Highway 377, Suite 103
Granbury, TX 76048

The Honorable Chet Edwards
115 South Main Street, Suite 202
Cleburne, TX 76033



TCEQ Public Meeting Form
‘Tuesday, October 16, 2007

Aqua Utilities, Inc.
Proposed Permit
TPDES W00014754001 R
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PLEASE PRINT:

——— m——

Name: | Os27 //{/WZ’/V

o T

Address: 26 2 [ ér’z’//} Z/ﬁ)//;/@‘ /A/w

City/State: é rﬂn,ﬁ) Vi f‘zf 4 TX\ ‘ Zip: 76 ﬁa/7
Phone: (§/7 )5 14~ 2¢-4 ¢l

M Please add me to the mailing list.

Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? (JYes Q/No

If yes, which one?

IF YOU WANT TO GIVE FORMAL COMMENT PLEASE v BELOW

O I wish to provide formal oral comments.

J0RH0 ST LD
07: ¥d 92 130 [

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

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

‘\A//rm/ Jo Fhe [,F7 0f Fbr /Jémf ?

/wa,/— 15 7 F ﬂ/emmmx;mf’fm”/;zw/ 2

Please give this to the person at the information table. Thank you.
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TO: Office of the Chief Clerk Date: March 10,2008 O PA

Ref. Aqua Utilties Inc, TPDES permit no. WQQ014754001 MAR K/}fﬂﬁﬁ
I'rgequesrt"a"Cdnt‘ested?C_ase Hearihg co e BY
| should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creék cove at any Y\\,\)D

time, without having concerns about the quality of the water.

SLI1A0
| should have the right to enjoy the use of Rucker Creek and Rucker Creek cove at any
time, without having concerns about our health. '

| shouldn’t have to worry about the inevitable notification that the water in this creek and
cove is not meeting the standards for contact recreation. It will happen.

" Everyone should have the right to maintain their property values.

My home is in Mallard Pointe, Granbury, Texas, and | have a boat slip in the cove that
Rucker Creek runs into. -

There are so many reasons why this permit should not be granted, and so few reasons
why not. It basically is one of just $$. It will cost a few more $$ at this time, so the
wants and what's best for the public does not matter. ‘

Interesting that the paper and now the news media in general is addressing the
problems occurring with contaminated water entering our water supply. - I'm not
necessarily addressing the spills, but the flushed chemicals and drugs, which are not
filttered, and will be dumped into the lake. Doesn’t it make sense to hook up to the City
sewer, and address this problem from one location instead of many?

Reading what the paper and some in our addition are presenting and saying, it seems
like AQUA is really being given the benefit of the doubt, what with all the problems they
have with their paper work. You would think they would do their homework better.
Maybe they have. |don’'t know, but | do know there will positively be problems if this is
not done properly, at this time.

Because of this latest information | request an immediate denial of this TPDES
permit until this chemical contamination issue is resolved to protect the health
and welfare of all residents of Hood County.
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