To: Bridget C. Bohac, Chief Clerk
TCEQ, MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Dear. Ms. Bohac:
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To: Executive Director, Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Austin, Texas
From: Martin O. Siegmund, 10 Taylor Court, Aledo, TX 76008, (817) 441-8138
Applicant’s Name: City of Aledo, P.O. Box 1, Permit #WQ0010847001

Granting of request of the city is in violation of legal requirements for the operation of a
wastewater treatment plant. There have been numerous requests for TCEQ to take action
against the city in the nature of fines or enforcements of offensive, ongoing odor
problems onto my property from the plant. Major components of the plant are within 15
feet of my property line, which is approximately 600 feet in length.

The city historically has taken the position of being there first and therefore do not have
to comply with buffer zone requirements. This matter has been before the commission
numerous times, and the commission takes the position that the city is in compliance of
the buffer zone by instituting odor control under the buffer zone options. However, the
city has never complied with the requirement of instituting odor control as required, to
protect me against the offensive odor. This matter has been before the commission two
to three times, and the commission says, in effect, “We realize you have offensive odor
coming onto your property on a recurring basis from the plant.” The commission, in the
past, has said they encourage sewer plants to comply on the basis of being good
neighbors. I want the law to be followed by TCEQ, by filing a compliance case against
the city, with appropriate fines.

On another occasion, the TCEQ has ordered that the plant expansion from the city shall
install a state of the art odor control on the plant. This originated out of expansion of the
plant in 2006, By ordering this step, the TCEQ recognizes that [ do have a continuing
problem with odor permeating my property from routine operation from the plant, and
has given the plant an unlimited period of time to install state-of-the-art nuisance odor
control to protect me. It should have been ordered to be installed immediately in 2006.

The state-of-the-art odor control has not been instituted and will likely not be in use
before 2012. In connection with this matter, in 2006, they also required the city to
institute, in the interim, odor control while constructing the new plant. The odor-control
plan should have been installed by 2006, but as of yesterday, the offensive odor is strong
at times, If you look at the existing tiny plant site (originally 60,000 gallons) that is now



being requested to a permitted 600,000 gallons a day, with major components 15 feet
from my property, it is going to be impossible to keep odor off my property. The
executive director states that there are only an average number of complaints against the
plant. Everyone surrounding the plant has quit complaining. The regional office will do
nothing with the complaints. The city will do nothing because there is no penalty
imposed on their action damaging my property. At the present time, there is strong odor
from a manhole on my property that permeates the neighborhood and has caused me to
abandon a gate to get to parts of my property. I have called this to the city’s attention
four times in the last one and a half years, with no corrective solution from the city. I
have not called the regional office due to the fact they will take no action against the city
and will not file enforcement against the city. At the present time, there is another
manhole cover approximately 150 feet from the plant, on my property, that releases
sewage during peak flows and rains. The city has bolts installed on the manhole cover
but has since backed them off so that the manhole can come up during these peak
periods. A week ago, the city was constructing the plant in such a manner that water is
entering my property and s in the process of cutting a ditch on my property. The city has
done nothing about this, and is not concerned about the TCEQ, because in the past, issues
like this have not resulted in enforcements, fines or penalties by the TCEQ the city’s
operation of the plant.

TCEQ’s response to all these problems, to me, has been, “If you don’t like what the city
is doing, you can sue them.” It is hardly worthwhile to spend $250,000 on a lawsuit that
could result in the recovery of $25,000. While 1 realize the TCEQ may award attorney’s
fees, they will not penalize the poor city. The TCEQ was created to protect me from these
matters and instead, has abandoned the individual in favor of the cities,

At the present time, the executive director should have inspected the plant thoroughly in
- order to approve the permit to the city for the wastewater plant. He would have
discovered the following six violations are ongoing to this day:

1. Offensive odor is still permeating my property, which interferes with my use
and enjoyment of my property.

2. The odor problem with the three houses in the buffer zone has not been
corrected.

3. The -odor on my property from the sewer line is still there daily, after a year

and a half, aithough the city and executive director have been notified, and is
still uncorrected as of today.

4. Water problem- the rain water from the plant site, in great quantity, is cutting
a ditch onto my property where the runoff has no right to be, due to faulty
plant location and inadequate design to control runoff.

5. Untreated sewage from a manhole 150 feet from plant and loose bolts
allowing the manhole to pop up during heavy flows and rains surely cannot be
legal.



6. My property is worth less money due to numerous overflow spills,
uncontrollable offensive odor and now runoff, because the executive director
will not enforce penalties and make the city comply with the law.

Respectfully Submitted,

Attorney at Law L
Texas Bar Card #18343000

10 Taylor Court

Aledo, TX 76008

817-441-8138



MATLING LIST

City of Aledo

Permit No. WQ0010847001

FOR THE APPLICANT:

Kathleen Wedell
City of Aledo

P.0. Box 1

Aledo, Texas 76008

PROTESTANTS/INTERESTED
PERSONS:

Martin O. Siegmund
10 Taylor Court
Aledo, Texas 76008

Fred B. Werkenthin, Jr.

Booth Ahrens & Werkenthin, PC
515 Congress Avenue, Suite 1515
Austin, Texas 78701

FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTO
via electronic mail:

Brian Christian, Director

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Small Business and Environmental
Assistance

Public Education Program MC-108

P.O.Box13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Kathy J, Humphreys. Staff Attorney
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Environmental Law Division MC-173
P.0. Box 13087 |

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Larry Diamond, Technical Staff
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Water Quality Division MC-148
P.O.Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL

via electronic mail:

Blas J. Coy, Jr., Attorney *

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Public Interest Counsel MC-103

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711~-3087

FOR THE CHIEF CLERK
via electronic mail: -

Bridget C. Bohac, Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Office of Chief Clerk MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
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REQUEST FOR CONTESTED CASE HEARING
To: Executive Director, Texas Commission on Environmentsl Quality, Austin, Texas
From: Martin O. Siegmund, 10 Taylor Court, Aledo, TX 76008, (817) 441-8138
Applicant’s Name: City of Aledo, P.O. Box 1, Permit ¥WQ0010847001
Granting of request of the city is in violation of legal requirements for the operation of a
wastewater treatment plant. There have been numerous requests for TCEQ to take action
against the city in the nature of fines or enforcements of offensive, ongoing odor
problems onto my property from the plant. Major components of the plant are within 15
feet of my property line, which is approximately 600 feet to length.

The city historically has taken the position of being thexe first and therefore do not have

to comply with buffer zone requirements. This matter has been before the commission
numerous times, and the commission takes the position that the city is in compliance of
the buffer zone by instituting odor control under the buffer zone options. However, the
city has never complied with the requirement of instituting odor control as required, to
protect me against the offensive odor. This matter has been before the commission two
to three times, and the commission says, in effect, “We realize you have offensive odor
coming onto your property on a recurring basis from the plant.” The commission, in the
past, has said they encourage sewer plants to comply on the basis of being good
peighbors, 1 want the law to be followed by TCEQ, by filing a compliance case against
the city, with appropriate fines.

On another occasion, the TCEQ has ordered that the plamt expansion from the city shall
install a state of the art odor control on the plant. This originated out of expansion of the
plant in 2006. By ordering this step, the TCEQ recognizes that I do have a continuing
problem with odor penmesting my property from routine operation from the plaot, and
has given the plant an unlimited period of time to install state-of-the-art nuisance odor
coptrol to protect me. It should have been ordered to be imstalled immediately in 2006.

The state-of-the-art odor control has not been instituted and will likely pot be in nse
before 2012, In connection with this matter, in 2006, they aiso required the city to
jnstitute, in the interim, odor control while constructing the new plant. The odor-control
plan should have been installed by 2006, but as of yesterday, the offensive odorx is strong
at times. If you look at the existing tiny plant site (originally 60,000 gallons) that is now
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being requested to a permitted 600,000 gallons a day, with major components 15 feet
fropn my property, it is going to be impossible to keep odor off my property. The
executive director states that there are only an average number of complaints against the
plant. Everyone surrounding the plant has quit complaining. The regional office will do
nothing with the complaints. The city will do nothing because there is no penalty
imposed on their action damagiog my property. At the present time, there is strong odor
from a manhole on my property that permeates the neighborhood and has caused me to
abandon a gate 1o get to parts of my property. I have called this to the city’s attention
four times in the last one and a half years, with no corrective solution from the city. I
have not called the regional office due to the fact they will take no action against the city
and will not file enforcerent against the city. At the present time, there is another
manhwole cover approxirnately 150 feet from the plant, om my property, that releases
sewage during peak flows and rains. The city has bolts installed on the manhole cover
but has since backed them off so that the manhole can come up during these peak
peniods. A week ago, the city was constructing the plant in such a manner that water is
entering my property and is in the process of cutting a ditch on my property. The city has
done nothing about this, and is not concemed about the TCEQ, because in the past, issues
like this have not resulted in enforcements, fines or penalties by the TCEQ the city’s
operation of the plant,

TCEQ’s response to all these problems, 1o me, has been, “If you don’t like what the city
is doing, you can sue them.” It is hardly worthwhile to spend $250,000 on a lawsuit that
could result in the recovery of $25,000. While I realize the TCEQ may award attormey’s

fees, they will not penalize the poor city. The TCEQ was created to protect me from these
matters and instead, has abandoned the individual in favor of the cities.

At the present time, the executive director should have inspected the plant thoroughly in
order to approve the pernait to the city for the wastewater plant. He would have
discovered the following six violations are ongoing to this day:

1. Offensive odor is still penmeating my property, which interferes with my use
and enjoyment of my property.

2. The odor problem with the three houses in the buffer zone has not been
comrected.

3. The odor on my property from the sewer line is still there daily, after a year
and a half, although the city and executive director have been notified, and is
still uncorrected as of today.

4, Water problem- the rain water from the plant site, in great quantity, is cutting
a ditch onto my property where the ronoff has no right to be, due to faulty
plant Jocation and inadequate design to control runoff.

5. Untreated sewage from a manhole 150 feet from plant and Joose bolts
allowing the manhole to pop up during heavy flows and rains surely camnot be
legal.
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6. My property is worth less money due to numerous overflow spills,
uncontrollable offensive odor and now runoff, because the executive director
will not enforce penalties and make the city comply with the law.

Respectfully Submitted,

Martip O. Siegmund, P
Attorney at Law

Texas Bar Card #18343000
10 Taylor Court

Aledo, TX 76008
817-441-8138
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MAILING LIST

City of Aledo

Permit No. WQ0010847001

FOR THE APPIICANT:

Kathleen Wedell
City of Aledo

P.O. Box 1

Aledo, Texas 76008

PR ANTS TED
PERSONS:

Martin O. Siegmund
10 Taylor Court
Aledo, Texas 76008

Fred B. Werkenthin, Jr.
Booth Ahrens & Werkenthin, PC
515 Congress Avenue, Suite 1515

Larxxy Diamond, Technical Staff
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Water Quality Division. MC-148

P.0. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 787113087

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL
™ o mail

Blas J. Cov, Jr., Attorney -

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Public Interest Counsel MC-103

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Austin, Texas 748701

FOR THE EXE TOR
via electronic mail:

Briam Christian, Director

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Small Business and Environmental
Assistance

Public Education Program MC-108
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Kathy J. Humphreys. Staff Atorney
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality A
Envirooxoental Law Division MC-~173
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FORTHE CHIEF CLERK

via electronic mail; -

Bridget C. Bohae, Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Office of Chief Clerk MC-105

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
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6. My property is worth less money due to numerous overflow spills,
uncontrollable offensive odor and now runoff, because the executive director
will not enforce penalties and make the city comply with the law.

Respectfully Submitted,

\ .

B4 %rlg_fu 0 ?5 R

Martin O. Siegmund, Protestant \

Attorney at Law

Texas Bar Card #18343000

10 Taylor Court

Aledo, TX 76008

817-441-8138
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To: Bridget C. Bohac, Chief Clerk /X®

TCEQ, MC-105 X
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

Dear. Ms. Bohac:

Please file the enclosed documents. w\
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REQUEST FOR CONTESTED CASE HEARING
To: Executive Director, Texas Cornmission on Environmental Quality, Austin, Texas
From: Martin O. Siegmund, 10 Taylor Court, Aledo, TX 76008, (817) 441-8138
Applicant’s Name: City of Aledo, P.O. Box 1, Permit #WQ0010847001
Granting of request of the city is in violation of legal requirements for the operation of a
wastewater treatwent plant. There have been numerous requests for TECQ to take action
against the city in the nature of fines or enforcements of offensive, ongoing odor
problems onto my property from the plant. Major components of the plant are within 15
feet of my property line, which is approximately 600 feet in length.

The city historically has taken the position of being there fixst and therefore do not have

to comnply with buffer zone requirements, This matter has been before the commmission
numerous times, and the commpission takes the position that the city is in compliance of
the buffer zone by instituting odor control under the buffer zone options. However, the
city has pever complied with the requirement of instituting odor control as required, to
protect me against the offensive odor. This matter has been before the commission two
to three times, and the commission says, in effect, “We realize you have offensive odor
coming onto your property on a recurring basis from the plant.” The commission, in the
past, has said they encourage sewer plants to comply on the basis of being good
peighbors. 1 want the law to be followed by TECQ, by filing & compliance case against
the city, with appropriate fines.

On another occasion, the TECQ has ordered that the plant expansion from the city shall
install a state of the art odor control on the plant. This originated out of expansion of the
plant in 2006. By ordering this step, the TECQ recopmizes that I do have a continuing
problem with odor permeating my property from routine operation from the plant, and
has given the plant an unlimited period of time to install state-of-the-art nuisance odor
control lo prolect me. It should have been ordered 1o be installed immediately in 2006.

The state-of-the-art odor control has not been instituted and will likely not be in use
before 2012. In connection with this matter, in 2006, they also required the city to
inslitute, in the interim, odor control while constructing the new plant. The odor-control
plan should have been installed by 2006, but as of yesterday, the offensive odor is strong
al Limes. I you look al the existing liny piant site (onginally 60,000 gallons) that is now
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being requested to a permitted 600,000 gallons a day, with major components 15 feet
from my property, it is going to be impossible to keep odor off my property. The
executive director states that there are only an average number of complaints against the
plant. Everyone surrounding the plant has quit complaining. The regional office will do
nothing with the complaiots. The city will do nothing because thexe is no penalty
imposed on their action damaging my property. At the present time, there is strong odor
from a manhole on my property that permeates the neighborbood and has caused me to
abandon a gate 10 ge1 10 parts of my property. I have called this to the city’s attention
four times in the last one and a half years, with no corrective solution from the city.
have not called the regional office due to the fact they will take no action against the city
and will not file enforcement against the city. At the present time, there is another
manhole cover approximately 150 feet from the plant, on my property, that releases
sewage during peak flows and rains. The city has bolts installed on the maphole cover
but has since backed them off so that the manhole can come up during thege peak
periods. A week ago, the city was constructing the plant in such a manner that water is
entering my propexrty and is in the process of cutting a ditch on my property. The city has
done nothing about this, and is not concerned about the TECQ, because in the past, issues
like this have not resulted in enforcements, fines or penalties by the TECQ the city’s
operation of the plant.

TECQ’s response to all these problems, to me, bas been, “If you don’t like what the city
is doing, you can sue them.” It is hardly worthwhile to spend $250,000 on a lawsuit thar
could result in the recovery of §25,000. While I realize the TECQ may award attomey’s

fees, they will not penalize the poor city. The TECQ way created to protect me from. these
matters and instead, bas abandoned the individual in favor of the cities.

At the present time, the executive director should have inspected the plant thoroughly i
order to approve the permit to the city for the wastewater plant. He would have
discovered the following six violations are ongoing to this day:

1. Offensive odor is still permeating my property, which interferes with my use
and enjoyment of my property.

2. The odor problem with the three houses in the buffer zon¢ has not been
corrected.

3. The odor on my property from the sewer line is still there daily, after a year
and a half, although the city and executive director have been notified, and is
still uncorrected as of today.

4. Water problem- the rain water from the plant site, in great quantity, is cutting
a ditch onto my property where the runoff has no right to be, due to faulty
piant Jocation and inadequate design to control romof¥.

5. Untreated sewage from a maohole 150 feet from plant and loose bolts
allowing the manhole to pop up during heavy flows and rains surely cannot be
legal.
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6. My property is worth less money due to numerous overflow spills,
wocontrollable offensive odor and now runoff, because the executive director
will not enforce penalties and make the city comply with the law.

Respectfully Submitted,

Attomey at Law
Texas Bar Card #18343000
10 Taylor Court

Aledo, TX 76008
$17-441-8138
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MAILING LIST

City of Aledo

Permit No. WQ0010847001

FOR THE APPLICANT:

Kathleen Wedell
City of Aledo

P.O. Box1

Aledo, Texas 76008

TESTANT: TED
PERSONS:

Martin O. Siegmund
10 Taylor Court
Aledo, Texas 76008

Fred B. Werkenthin, Jr.
Booth Ahrens & Werkenthin, PC
515 Congress Avenue, Suite 1515

Larry Diamond, Technical Staff
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quuality

Water Quality Division MC-148

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR P I
via electronic mail:

Blas J. Coy, Jr., Attorney *
Texas Commission on Environmental

Quality

Public Interest Counsel MC-103
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 787113087

Austin, Texas 78701

FORT /E DI

Briaxn Christian, Director

Texas Commijssion on Environmental
Quality

Small Business and Environmental
Assistance

Public Education Program MC-108
P.0. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Kathy J. Humphreys. Staff Attorney
Texas Commission. on Environmental
Quality

Envirommental Law Division MC-173
P.0. Box 13087

Austin, Texas '78711-3087

FORTHE CHIEF CLERK
e el » T

Bridget C. Bohac, Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Office of Chief Clerk MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
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From: Martin O. Siegmund, 10 Taylor Court, Aledo, Texas 76008, (817) 441-8188 & &
Applicant’s Name: City of Aledo, P.O. Box 1, Permit #W Q0010847001

My property has a common boundary with applicant’s plant for approximately 800 feet.
The main components of the plant are 15 feet from the property line. All is shown on
exhibit attachment A, as issued July 18, 2011. My home is approximately less than 1200
feet from the plant.

1, my wife, my four children, five grandchildren and friends are adversely affected if the
permit for the municipal waste water renewal is granted, because unpleasant, offensive,
stifling odor from the plant is, on frequent occasions, invading my property by coming
into my back yard in the evening, comes under my pecan orchard that borders the plant,
makes it unpleasant to fish in my small lake near the plant, and makes riding four-

wheelers near the plant unpleasant. I, my family and friends will not engage in
enjoyment of all my property because of the odor. My property, of approximately 100
acres and home, has suffered a significant decline in value because of the unlawful
intrusions of the odor. There is also a strong odor from untreated waste water coming out
from around a manhole on my property between two homes about 30 feet from the
manhole. Ihave asked the eity at least three times in the last year and a half to eorrect the
problem, but the applicant has ignored it and I doubt that applicant has reported this
under reporting requirements of the renewal permit,

1 have enclosed four photographs of the enlargement of the existing plant. This
enlargement is not legal because it apparently was approved on the basis of being there
first, and is on less than a half acrc and 15 feet from my property line, and almost doubles
the size of the plant, and under the legal noncomforming ordinance of the city, the plant
cannot be enlarged. The plant, with three expensive houses in the buffer zone, as
depicted on attachment A, pending approval of the permit, is almost guaranteed to keep
this matter in court until corrected.

There are six properties identified, three with expensive homes in the buffer zone as
depicted in attachment A, and the city does not have a buffer zone on any property.

&



Martin O. Siegmund Pro Se and as attorney Texas Bar No. 18343000, representing
himself and his family members’ interest, if any, hereby requests a contested case hearing
in this matter.

Respectfully Submitted,

») : Q R Q/M"/\'B
M; artin%. Siegmz und, Pm:&Se ahd Attom!@

Please send any and all notices to Martin O, Siegmund, 10 Taylor Court, Aledo, Texas
76008




Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality,
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Please file the attached request for contested hearing in the case and forward it to the
Executive Director.
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Martin O. Siegmund
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November 22, 2¢11 I }
CHIEF CLERKS OFFICE
To: Eric Agnew W OPA
gn \\\&
%)3% NOV 29 2881
From: Martin O. Siegmund /)(
10 Taylor Court By ¢

Aledo, TX 76008

Re: City of Aledo/Water Quality TPDES Permit #WQ0010847001.

Mr. Agnew:

This letter is to confirm the complaint I turned in yesterday concerning the offensive
manhole odor at the intersection of Hidden Valley and Shady Valley Drive in Aledo, TX.
I have brought this to Gordon Smith’s (Public Works Director) attention four times over
the last year without its being corrected. Numerous people who live around this area
have called and complained also.

I hereby request a compliance case be filed against the City of Aledo due to the period of
time that they have been aware of this problem, with no corrective action taken.

m ﬁt’s%&ﬁm;a\/ Q. &BLL%\&Q

Ce: Mark R. Vickery, PG Executive Director
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087
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