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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087 =

From: ngb mgih Hb[[f;gll ZHW

BR09 Fm 872

Robstorsn, TX 78380
My phone number is: S é/ -~ 3% 7—' 4"& 31/'4

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.
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Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. [ am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank vou for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Printed Name: 7&‘—2 N e."?l’lé ﬁh[ I ’CH

Attachment




ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Date: December 15, 2011

1
Name: Kenneth Ahlrich Signature; '7@]'6# W
%Pﬁ’e

Address: 3209 FM 8§92
Robstown, TX 78380
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The distance and location of my property from the 01 i e *is ¥amile east on FME892; niry? :E;:i 2
farmland is adjacent to the USEd&proper i %%{?
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SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewat and Major %endrglgnt fg%
- - -
)
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATINGWIOU@ P

established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because

e The extremely close proximity causes me to hear the offensive shrill, screeching, high-pitched
noises as well as earth-shattering pounding sounds and increasingly roaring and pulsating noises.

s These harsh mecharical noises can also be heard by residents who are a mile away.

»  The sickening odors are blown by the prevailing east and southeast winds into my residence.

»  Expanding the hours of operation would increase my exposure to deafening noises as well as
threatening air emissions evidenced by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).

o My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected. When do we sleep?

e My farm employees and I would have increased exposure to the results of any activities on the
USET property.

L J

1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:

¢ USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.

o The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic
in front of private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety.

s It would deprive close residents of accessibility to their property.

» It would deprive people residing there of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private property.

»  The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health.

I OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
e  USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by prevailing high east & southeast winds.
My residence and my neighbor’s homes are very close on FM 8§92.
My family works farmland % mile from the uncovered storage area.
We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials.

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e.
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

I am concerned about the long-term effects of toxic air emissions, groundwater contamination, toXicity in
the drainage ditches and waterways and the effects on future generations.
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Kenneth Ahlrich O e Q N

3209 FM 892, Robstown, TX 78380

Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ Y SFP 29 P 22 564
Mail Code MC-105, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, TX 78711-3087
September 20, 2011 CHIEF CLERKS, OFFICE

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment
Section ITA; IX, expand Operational Hours; and Section ITA: New Entrance; and
Permit Section 1.D; 1.D.9 (Table V.B.) Uncovered Waste Storage

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because
* Ilive Y mile west of the active processing/treatment buildings, storage buildings, and cell 50
dumping site for toxic hazardous waste.
e The extremely close proximity causes me to hear the offensive shrill, screeching, high-pitched
noises as well as earth-shatiering pounding sounds and increasingly roaring and pulsating noises.
*  These harsh noises can also be heard by residents who are a mile away.
The sickening odors are blown by the prevailing east and southeast winds into my residence.
* Expanding the hours of operation would increase my exposure to deafening noises as well as
threatening air emissions evidenced by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).
s My family and ] would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected. When do we sleep?
¢ My farm workers and I would have increased exposure to the results of any activities on the USET
property (1/4 mile from facility).
» USET has had serious lapses in good operations management:
... The facility has been cited for not using the Waste Analysis Plan
...Also not implementing the Contingency Plan,
...Also not implementing the Inspection Plan
...Harmful emissions, fires, and explosions have resulted (TCEQ records)
...Human health and the environment were negatively effected.
¢ Hazardous wastes in an increasingly populated area is dangerously risky.
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:
* USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.
* The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic
in front of private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety.
» 1t would deprive close residents of accessibifity to their property..
* It would deprive people residing there of the enjoyment of their peaceful private property.
o The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy hea]ih
I OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
»  USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
s There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by prevailing high east & southeast winds.
s My wife and [ work farmland 4 mile from the uncovered storage area.
* My residence and my neighbor’s home are very close on FM 892. Kinds of waste are unknown.
#EXUSET (aka TECO) DOES NOT KEEP COMMITMENTS: 1999 SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT---
Breach of contract by moving operations across the drainage ditch to the west 80 acres.
Please conduct multiple periodic on-site inspections of the facility with qualified TCEQ persons for one
year to verify exceptional compliance before renewing the proposed permit. Do_not allow gpposed items.
Update & improve Waste Analysis, Contingency, & Inspection Plans to reflect past operations & failures.
NEW LAW, EFFECTIVE 2012: A protective covered recovery, treatment, and disposal area where the air-

quality can be monitored continuously at foxic hazardous waste areas. See Celanese “dome” Bishop, Texas.
Noise: Effectively modify, replace, or remove machinery causing problems before renewing the permit. 3)
Groundwater contammanon stop_ the s1tuat10n %lzgfct’?ewous methods have NOT ehnja%m years. ®
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SUBJECT: TIMELINE: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC (TEXASECOLAGY 57

DATE: 08-07-11

1971
1972
1973
1974
1975

1977
1977

1978
1979
1980
1981
1979
1979-1982

Jan. 1979
1979-1981

July 1979

1979
1979
June 1980

July 1980

ROBSTOWN, TX.
CHIEF CLERKS CFHCE

Texas Ecology (TECO) purchased first 240 acres between CR 69
and FM 892 south of Robstown, Texas
Proposed facility publicized
Facility opened
Illegal acceptance of radio active waste
Numerous complaints of odors (caustic waste spill eleanup
deliveries)
TECO acceptance of PCB’s found on the facility
Problems of evaporation pond leaking caused contamination of
groundwater
Groundwater contamination (contamination still exits in 2011)
Pond #2 contamination of groundwater
Groundwater contamination of first aquifer
Groundwater contamination discovered
Incidents and complaints of odors, nausea and illnesses (air
contamination); caused organized groups to demand the shut
down of TECO
Extensive hearings held by the state of Texas
Demonstrations at state capitol
Complaints of acids & catalysts in OPEN pits TNRCC CF 1979
1585 stories in newspapers about environmental problems and
complaints
Complaints to Rep. Gonzales (odors, headaches, eye and ear
problems, skin rashes, dizziness, etc.)
TECQO’s Mr. Reeves blamed the ponds and broken containers
TECO’s permit renewed
Later Rep. Gonzales asked for a rehearing about permit
EPA investigation of TECOj; see Corpus Christi Caller Times
June 20, 1981
Area water wells tested; locals believed them not good for
drinking water
Former employee of TECO blew whistle on improper burying

of toxic wastes—caused fumes; not capped properly



Page2 TIMELINE OF US ECOLOGY, TEXAS (TEXAS ECOLOGY)

1980
Jan 1980

March 1980
June 1980
July 1980
July 1982
1986

Feb. 1988
1986-88
1988
1988

Feb. 1990
1990-1991
1993-1994
1996

1997

1998-1999
1998-1999
1998-1999

1999

2000
2002

2002

2004

TNRCC directed TECO to eliminate odors
CACDS (citizen group) asked for lawsuit about contaminated
\water, contaminated runoff water, explosions, air pollations
(odors)
Rep. Gonzales threatened by TECO employee
Begin investigative hearings by state
New citizen group: RCAT: 1200 local signatures
TECO problems not cleared up; received permit anyway
EPA report on TECO: groundwater contamination; expanded
waste trenches leaking; PCB’s found.
monitor well showed contamination to an even lower aquifer
state hearings on TECO operation
Fire at TECO facility
Permit NOT recommended by hearings
Commissioners granted 5-year permit renewal anyway
State audit: Texas Water Commission criticized for not properly
regulating hazardous wastes in the state
Deep injection well hearings
Public hearings by state
More EPA hearings
Earthquake within 20 miles—Agua Dulce
State hearing procedures on renewal of permit
“Unusual” fire occurred on TECO premises destroying written
records
New citizen group: Peoples’ Environmental Toxic Reform
Organization (PETRO)
Settlement between PETRO and TECO (permitted to expand
Higher and to the EAST; also TECO will NOT expand west;
perform regular air emission and groundwater tests; test
shipments of wastes; arrange for water well testing.)
PETRO discontinued; no funds
US Ecology, Texas (TECO) breach of contract: moved further
west & began building several new various types of buildings;
The units later produced several chemical plumes.
TNRCC eventnally became TCEQ
Scorecard, a pollution information web site, reported that US
Ecology, Texas (USET) was the greatest polluter--- far beyond
the refineries and chemical companies in the area.
US Ecology, Texas (USET) had a HUGE EXPLOSION and fire
destroying its own processing building; 23 separate violations
resulting in fines and penalties of $138,320.00; it took fwo
years for TCEQ to complete enforcement procedures.



Page 3 TIMELINE OF US ECOLOGY, TEXAS (Texas Ecology)

Oct. 2006 Violation: failure to follow waste plan
Nov. 2006 Violation: operating after hours without notification to TCEQ
(during investigation of 2004 explosion it was suspected that
USET was illegally radioactive waste down the deep injection
well that was supposed to be used for cleaning up ground

water)
Oct. 2006 Operating a cell without amendment permit to dispose or build
Also 38-page report of multiple violations
Feb. 2008 Fires on facility

March 2008 EXPLOSION that created a large toxic, gaseous plume
, containing chlorine gas, calecium carbonate, calcium oxide,
crystalline silica, magnesium oxide, benzene,
mercatobezethiazole, and sedium dodeclybennnzenesulfaonate.
Several people were sick, including Mrs. Ahlrich; two people
went to the hospital.
Sept. 2008  Fire at facility: chlorine gas emissions; reported by Corpus
Christi Caller Times newspaper.
Spring 2009 Hearing proceedings by TCEQ for use of 80 acres on the west
side of facility (against 1999 agreement) for buildings and
disposal of hazard wastes; the enforcement proceedings on the
2008 explosion and fires were legally delayed and the information
could not be used during the hearing proceedings.
June 2009  Violation: after hours operations
2009 Complaints resulted in discovery of violations: $54,600 in
penalties; foul odors and improper storage of waste containers,
Improper disposals, ete. ( Improper storage was what caused the
previcus explosions and fires.)
Sept. 2019 Violation: incorrect storage (uncovered) and labeling containers
2011 Enforcement proceedings about fire; outcome not known yet,
Aug. 25, 2011 Rep. Connie Scott has requested a Public Meeting about the
renewal of USET’s operating permit plus a major amendment at
7:00PM at the County Building on Main Street in Robstown

Dust clouds and odors continue, particularly after hours and on weekends.

The noise problems are increasing. TCEQ is slow to respond frequently, and the
high Texas coastal winds carry the odors and gaseous clouds away to other areas
in Nueces County.
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This Agreement is entered as of March 23, 1999 between Texa§HEPIOgists,TaET IOk
("TECO"), Kenneth and Virginia Ahlrich, ("Ahlrich"), and P.E.TR.O., (collectively herein
referred to as "the Parties"), to resolve issues between them relating to the operation of TECO’s
hazardous waste landfill located near Robstown, Nueces County, Texas and to eliminate the
necessity for an evidentiary hearing regarding TECQ’s applications to renew and amend#Permit
No. HW-50052-001 and to amend Compliance Plan No. CP-50052-001. As a result of this
Agreement and the mutual considerations exchanged and reflected in it, the Parties certify to the
TNRCC and to the Administrative Law Judge ("ALJ") of the State Office of Administrative
Hearings ("SOAH") that the contested issues in Consolidated SOAH Docket Nos. 582-97-1119
and 582-98-0534/TNRCC Docket Nos. 96-1979-IFW and 98-0325-THW are hereby resolved and
that there is no need for any contested case hearing in this matter. The Parties also acknowledge
that TECO may file a motion with the SOAH ALJ to remand these cases to the TNRCC for
issuance of the Permit because these cases are fully settled. The signatories below certify that they
have authority to bind the Parties whom they represent and on whose behalf they execute this
Agreement. B :

1. Amendment of TECQ’s Class T Modification Application to Withdraw Proposal to

e erate an Industrial Solid Waste Landfill

No later than April 9,71999, TECO shall submit a letter to the TNRCC requesting an
amendment of'its application for a Class III permit modification submitted in 1996 to remove the

~==3proposal to construct an industrial waste landfill (i.e., Cell 49) on the western 80-acre portion of

the TECO Facility. A final Class I modification application amendment package making
conforming changes throughout the application consistent with this request for withdrawal will
follow the April Sth letter to TNRCC requesting the amendment. TECO shall forward a copy of
this Class II modification application amendment package to P.E.T.R O. at TECO's expense at _
the same time it is submitted to the TNRCC for P.E.T.R.Q.s review and comment.

2. Withdrawal of Ahlrich Protest of Amended Class IIT Modification A_- pplication

Mr. Ahlrich and P.E.T.R.O. agree not to protest TECO's Class ITI modification
applicatior, as amended according to Paragraph I of this Agreement above, provided that TECO
amends this Class IIT modification package to remove the proposal to construct any waste
management facilities for the storage, treatment and disposal of industrial waste on the western
80-acre portion of the TECO Facility and the application is technically complete and satisfies all
minimum regulatory requirements under the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, the Texas Clean Air
Act and the Texas Water Code. Mr. Ahlrich and P.E.T.R.Q. understand that such a modification
application amendment will seek authorization to expand TECO’s current capacity by seeking
authorization to construct and operate Cell 48, which would expand TECO’s current hazardous
waste management facility horizontally and vertically on the eastern portion of the existing




hazardous waste landfill up to a height of 40 feet above grade. Mr. Ahlrich and P.ET.R.O. agree
not to protest such an amendment application or to request a contested case hearing on such
application; nor will Mr. Ahlrich or P.E.T.R.O. encourage or assist others to protest that
application provided that it is amended in accordance with this agreement and meets all jsirialisntiing
technical and regulatory standards and requirements. '

3. ithdrawal of ich ing Request

Mr. Ahlrich and P.E.T R.O. will agree to withdraw their request for hearing on co's
Class TI permit modification request as well as on the renewal and amendment applications that
are the subject of this consolidated docket on April 9, 1999 once confirmation is received that
TECO has submitted its letter withdrawing those portions of its Class ITI permit modification
application relating to the construction and operation of an industrial sohd waste landfill by no
later than April 9, 1999. Receipt of the TECO cover letter to the TNRCC transmitting such
request for withdrawal of those portions of the Class Il modification application that relate to the
construction and operation of an industrial solid waste landfill on the western portion of the
TECO facility shail constitute confirmation that TECQ has, in fact, withdrawn its application in
accordance with this agreement.

4. Workplace Air Monitoring Data

TECO shall make copies of all of its workplace volatile erganic compound ("VOC") air
monitoring data collected since 1986 and shall provide these copies to counsel for PE.TR.O.,
Ms. Michelle A. McFaddin, at her office located at 719 South Shoreline Drive, Suite 102, Corpus
Christi, Texas, 78401 and to the TNRCC Region 14 Office.

5, Air Quality Emissions Report

TECO shall prepare a one-time, legible report summarizing in plain, non-technical
langnage the types of industrial solid wastes, special wastes and hazardous wastes that have been
accepted at TECO's facility in the past and that may be accepted in the future along with a
description of the primary constituents of such waste streams, the volumes of such wastes
received in the past and anticipated in the fiture, the hazardous air pollutants which could be -
emitted as a result of the storage, treatment and disposal of these waste streams and amounts of
any fugitive air emissions that have occurred and that TECO expects to occur when such wastes
are stored, treated and/or disposed of at its hazardous waste landfill. TECO shall provide a copy
of this report to the Region 14 TNRCC office, to P.E.T.R.O. and to the Robstown, Nueces
County Library. In order to memorialize this agreement and to provide it with some
enforceability, TECO shall agree to the addition of the following language in its renewed and
amended hazardous waste permit.



Permit Provision No. 1.G.7.c.

In accordance with an agreement executed with P.E.T.R 0., within 90 days of

issuance of this permit, the permittee shall complete and submit to the TNRCC and

P E.TR.O. an air emissions inventory report for the Facility that provides the following
information in plain, non-technical language: a) a list of the types of industrial solid
wastes, special wastes and hazardous wastes that have been accepted at TECO's facility in
the past and that may be accepted in the future with the generator of each waste ‘s'tream
designated on the list; b) the volumes of such wastes received in the past and wihich may
be received in the firture; ¢) the hazardous air pollutants which could be emitted as a resuit
of the storage, treatment and disposal of these waste streams; and d) the amounts of any
fugitive air emissions that have occurred and that TECO expects to occur when such
wastes are stored, treated and/or disposed of at its hazardous waste landfill facility. This

report shall also be placed in the Robstown, Nueces County Library.

6. Ambient Air Monitoring

The Parties agree that TECO has provided an ambient air monitoring plan to P.E.T.R.O.
for review and comment, and it is more particularly described in Exhibit "A" to this Agreement.
By executing this Settlement Agreement, TECO agrees to perform the ambient air monitoring
plan described in Exhibit "A". This plan shall meet afl applicable Environmental Protection
Agency ("EPA") testing protocols and methodologies (SW-846) for analysis of volatile organic
compounds and semi-volatile organic ¢ompounds and any other hazardous air pollutani(s) that
have been or may be detected during ambient air monitoring performed at the facility. Each and
every ambient air sample shall be collected and analyzed by independent, third party copsultants
and laboratories.

A irst Ambient Air itoring (S ing) Event

Within ninety (90) days of issuance of the renewed and amended permit, TECO shall perform
its initial ambient air monitoring event in accordance with its proposed ambient air montitoring plan
and accepted EPA and TNRCC methods and protocols. The samples shall be collected and analyzed
by independent, qualified consultants and laboratories that have been approved by counsel for
PETR.Q. and any and all data obtained as a result of this sampling event shall be maintained in the
facility records for a period of not less than three (3) years. Once TECO has received and verified
the data obtained during this initial ambient air sampling event, TECO shall prepare 2 report which
contains the raw data, all QA/QC records and which shall interpret and summarize the data, along
with any appropriate findings and recommendations, in plain, non-technical language. This report
shall be submitted to P E.T.R.O. and to the Region 14 Offices of the TNRCC within 120 days of the
issuance of the renewed and amended Permut. '



B. The Second Ambient Air Monitoring (Sampling) Event

A second ambient air monitoring event shall be conducted by TECO six months after the initial
sampling event. TECO shall perform this second ambient air monitoring event in accordance with its
proposed ambient air monitoring plan and accepted EPA and TNRCC methods and protocols. The
samples shall be collected and analyzed by independent, qualified consultants and laboratories that
have been approved by counsel for P.E.TR.O. and any and all data obtained as a result of this
sampling event shall be maintained in the facility records for a period of not less than three ‘Q) years,
Once TECO has received and verified the data obtained during this second ambient air sampling
event, TECO shall prepare a report which contains the raw data, all QA/QC records and which shall
interpret and summarize the data, along with any appropriate findings and recommendations, in plain,
non-technical language and shall submit this report to P.E.T.R.O. and TNRCC Region 14 within sixty
(60) days of the completion of the second sampling event.

C. eedences of TNRCC Health Effects Screening Levels detected durin 1hient
Air Monitoring Events

If, as the result of the ambient air monitoring performed by TECO pursuant to this agreement,
TECO detects one or more hazardous or conventional air pollutants at levels which exceed TNRCC
health effects screening levels for such constituent(s) after either the first or second ambient air
monitoring event, TECO shall notify the TNRCC Region 14 and P.E.T.R.O. immediately of such
exceedence(s), and in no event later than 24 hours after confirmation of the exceedence. TECO shall
then take such action as is necessary as soon as is possible to minimize, if not prevent, such excessive
emissions. Within 10 working days of detecting such exceedence, TECO shall prepare a report for
submission to P.E.T.R O. and the TNRCC describing the results of the monitoring incident, the
causes of the excessive emissions and any and all corrective actions taken to minimize such emissions
and to prevent their recurrence. Within thirty (30) working days of detecting such exceedence(s),
TECO shall prepare an Emissions Reduction Plan for submission to the TNRCC and to P.E.T.R.O.
for their review and comment which shall describe the steps to be taken to minimize the emission of
hazardous air pollutants and hazardous waste constituents from all facility operations. This plan shall
be implemented within sixty (60) days of the detection of the exceedence(s) and shall include, at a
minimum, a schedule for increased monitoring, corrective action and such other actions as may be
necessary to prevent firture fugitive emissions from exceeding health effects screening levels at'the
TECO Facility.

D. Ambient Air Monitorin er the Detection of Exceedence

Following an ambient air monitoring event in which emissions are detected which exceed
TNRCC health effects screening levels for any hazardous air pollutant or hazardous waste
constituent, TECO shall commence monthly ambient air monitoring until such time as no exceedences
are detected for any hazardous air pollutant and hazardous waste constituent for a period of three (3),
consecutive months. Once TECO can demonstrate that there have been no exceedences for a period
of at least three (3) months for any hazardous air pollutant and hazardous waste constituent, TECO



can resume semi-annual ambient air monitoring in accordance with the ambient air monitoring plan
provided in Exhibit "A." .

E.

Permit Language relating to Ambient Air Monitoring Activities

TECO shall agree to the addition of the following language to the renewed/amended
permit in Subsection 1.G.7.d.:

®

()

Within ninety (90) days of issuance of this permit TECO shall conduct an”ilﬁtial
ambient air monitoring sampling event for volatile and semi-volatile organics using
EPA-approved, standard methodologies and procedures to evaluate the nature and
amount of fugitive emissions from its hazardous waste management activities in
accordance with the plan proposed in Exhibit “A”. The samples shall be collected
and analyzed by independent, qualified consultants and laboratories that have been
approved by counsel for P.E.T.R.O. and any and all data obtained as a result of
this sampling event shall be maintained in the facility records for a period of not
less than three (3) years. Once TECO has received and verified the data obtained
during this initial ambient air sampling event, TECO shall prepare a report which
contains the raw data, all QA/QC records and which shall interpret and summarize
the data, along with any appropriate findings and recommendations, in plain, non-
technical language. This report shall be submitted to PE.TR.O. and to the
Region 14 Offices of the TNRCC within 120 days of the issuance of the renewed
and amended Permit.

A second ambient air monitoring event shall be conducted by the Permittee
according to the plan proposed in Exhibit “A” approximately six months after the
initial sampling event. The samples shall be collected and analyzed by independent,
qualified consultants and laboratories that have been approved by counsel for
PE.T.R.O. and any and all data obtained as a result of this sampling event shall be
maintained in the facility records for a period of not less than three (3) years. Once
TECO has received and verified the data obtained during this initial ambient air
sampling event, TECO shall prepare a report which contains the raw data, all
QA/QC records and which shall interpret and summarize the data, along with aty
appropriate findings and recommendations, in plain, non-technical language. This
report shall be submitted to P.E.T.R.O. and the TNRCC’s Region 14 offices
within 60 days of the completion of the second round of ambient air monitoring

- (sampling).

(i) T as the result of these ambient air monitoring events, TECO and/or the TNRCC and

PETRO. determine that any hazardous air pollutant and/or hazardous waste
constituent has been detected at levels which exceed TNRCC health effects screening

levels for such constituent, Permittee shall immediately report the exceedance(s) to
TNRCC Region 14 and to P.ETR.O., and in no event later than 24 hours after



confirmation of the exceedance. The Permittee shall then take such action as is
necessary to minimize, if not prevent, continuing emissions above such levels as soon
as possible. Within ten (10) working days of any exceedance(s), the Permittee shall
provide a report to P.E.T.R.0. and to the TNRCC in plain, non-technical language
which describes the incident and any and all corrective actions taken to hait such
ermissions and to prevent their recurrence. Within thirty (30) working days of detecting
such exceedence(s), TECO shail prepare an Emissions Reduction Plan for submission
to the TNRCC and to P.E.T.R.O. for their review and comment which shall describe
the steps to be taken to minimize the emission of hazardous air pollufﬁnts and
hazardous waste constituents from all facility operations. This plan shall be
implemented within sixty (60) days of the detection of the exceedence(s) and shall
include, at a minimum, a schedule for increased monitoring, corrective action and such
other actions as may be necessary to prevent future fugitive emissions from exceeding
health effects screening levels at the TECO Facility.

(iv)  Following an incident in which emissions from Permittee's Facility are found to be in
excess of TNRCC health effects screening levels for such constituent, TECO shall
commence monthly ambient air monitoring until such time as no exceedences are
detected for any hazardous air pollutant and hazardous waste constituent for a
period of three (3), consecutive months. Once TECO can demonstrate that there
have been no exceedences for a period of at least three (3) months for any
hazardous air pollutant and hazardous waste constituent, TECO can resume semi-
annual ambient air monitoring in accordance with the ambient air monitoring plan
provided in Exhibit "A."

7. und-water Monitoring Report

TECO shall prepare an annual ground-water contamination status report for
simultaneous submission to P.E.T.R.O. and the TNRCC summarizing the raw monitoring data
and providing findings and recommendations regarding the vertical and horizontal extent of the
ground-water underlying TECQ’s hazardous waste landfill facilities. These reports shall also be
submitted to the Robstown, Nueces County library for permanent storage and public review. The
initial report shall summarize the last ten (10} years of ground-water monitoring data in plain, -
non-techmical language with accompanying maps, charts and raw data. The second report and
reports filed thereafter need only summarize the raw ground-water monitoring data obtained
during the previous five-year period but must also interpret the data in plain, non-technical
Janguage and depict the results in 2 map or chart format for easy comprehension.

Tn order to implement this provision, TECO shall agree to the addition of the following
language to Compliance Plan CP-50052:



Compliance Plan CP-50052, Section VILB.3.

In accordance with an agreement with P ETR.O., the Permittee shall prepare an annual
Groundwater Contamination Report summarizing, in plain non-technical language, the
results of past ground-water monitoring activities and making findings and
recommendations relating to the horizontal and vertical migration of the ground-water
contaminant plume underlying the TECO Facility. The Permittee shall submit such Report
to the TNRCC Region 14 offices and to P.ET.R.O. on an annual basis by January 21.
With the exception of the first report, which shall summarize and explain the groune-water
monitoring data for the previous ten (10) year period, these reports shall summarize the
previous five year's ground-water monitoring data, shall present the findings in non-
technical, plain english with accompanying charts, graphs and other illustrative devices to
assist the reader in understanding the data and findings presented and shall include, at a
miinimum, a list of all monitoring parameters, using real-world analogies for constituent
concentrations. Moreover, this report shall include a simplified ground-water
contamination summary map and 4 status report on the construction and completion of the
sturry wall.

2, Water Well Testing

Within 90 days of issuance of the renewed and amended permit, TECO shall provide to
P E.TR.O. any information within its possession, custody or control on the ground-water quality
within a three-mile radius of the TECO Robstown facility, including the results of any and all
public and private water well searches that may have been conducted since 1980 within this
designated, three-mile area,

Further, upon request, TECO shall agree to arrange and pay for water well testing on a
minimum of three (3) landowners, lessees or other individuals® properties who are members of
P E.T.R.O. and who own and/or reside on property located within a three-mile radius of the
TECO facility. Moreover, TECO shall agree to work with any property owner, including the
Kirchers and Justin Halcom, who is located at 3470 FM 892, as well as any lessee or other
resident that uses or may use ground-water for any purpose whatsoever within a three-mile radius
of the Facility in an attempt to resolve their legitimate concerns regarding the effect that the
TECO facility has or has had on the ground-water underlying their property(s) if the property 15
located down-gradient of the TECO facility and/or lies in the path of a plume of contamination
migrating from the TECO facility. .

TECO also agrees to install an appropriate ground-water monitoring well or other device
on a portion of the Ahlrich’s property that is located immediately to the south or west of the
hazardous waste landfill for at least a one-time sampling and analysis event within 120 days O_f
issuance of the amended permit. At least 5 day’s notice shall be provided to the Abhlriches prior to
such sampling event and their comment and copsent on the proposed well Jocation shall be

" obtained prior to the actual completion of the well. Failure by the Ahlriches to give consent
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within 2 reasonable period of time after recaipt of this $-day notification shail be grounds for an
entoatic extension of ime in which to drill and complete this ground-wazer monitaring well.
TECO shall Rssume financial responsibility for any damage that may result to the Abirich’s
propety and/or to their crope 25 the result of the drilling ead completion of this monttoring
device. The ground-water analysis data along with apy and all pertinent, associated quality
assurance/quelity controt dats shal] be provided to counsel forPETR.O, s wall as 1o the
Ahliches within 30 days of receimt of such results by TECO. &7 8 (Aon}- W&

reaseonably sitributabls re TED ;f M’ée
£, as the result of this sampling event, kazardous 3 ars m thie ground-

warst well @t levels excesding “hackground” concentrations, as defimed in the amended
Corspliance Plan, an investigation of the rate and exteat of the comamination most be performed
in ancordance with all applivable TNRCC rules, standards and regulations sud TECOs
Compliance Plan. TECO shall remediate any such contarminetion m aecordance with jts amended
Compliance Plan wishin fve (5) years. Moreover, annuzl monitoring sad reporting of the resulis
ofthe sempling for this monitoring well shall be perforroed for 2 minkmum of tea (10) yases, with
o data collected being reporied to the Ablriches, PETR.O, and the TMNRCC simultaneously.

TECO #hall agree to perfiorm n analysis of gl shipraente of meoming wastes received
ﬁcmwmmarmm@gmmﬂmsmwmmwmmdwmﬂm
they conform to the hazardous waste data charactetization form and/or other wasts evalugtion
Forms subwnitted by the forebon customer/generator. The records of these ansalyses as well as the
hazardous waste characterization forms shall be maintsined onsite for a mivimum of five years,
Addisionally, TECD shall conduct radistion testmg of each inconung waste shipment from a
m;ﬁhdammmimﬁxdgngmmandwﬂtmmmmmmfmﬁmmu
well, Finaily, TECO shall agrew to maftain all hazardons waste charactarization farms, waste
evaluation forms or other similar waste chacasterization information provided by its ‘
gemerator/eustomers throogh the post-clogure care peried of this landEl, TECO agrees to make
the needed changes 10 its waste anaiysis plan, permit application and other documentation to
iroplement these cheriges it waste recsipt, analysis and recordkespig procedures.

TECO will agree to search for information regarding any testing performed on the Nueces
County Dewinage Distriot No, 2 Ditch ("Ditch”) in the carly 1990s to charactesize the quality of
surface water and sediments in the ditch, ¥ TECO can locate this information, TECQ agrees to
?mvide’:heinfomwﬁﬂntoP.B;TRO, and to TNRCC Region 14 within 30 days of locating sach

Turther, TECO will conduct 2 ene-time, backgromnd sampling event 1o cbamztmzeﬂm
quality of the sedimants i Petrorits Ditch au four (4) locations ziong the Ditely one-of theso
sampling sites will be losated upgradient of the TECO Seility, one of the sampiing points will be



quality of the sediments in Petronila Ditch at four (4) locations along the Ditch; one of these
sampling sites will be located upgradient of the TECO facility, one of the sampling points will be
Jocated at the TECO facility, one will be located immediately downstream of the hazardous waste
landfill next to the proposed “El Centro” landfill and the remaining sampling location will be
located no more than 6 miles downstream of the Facility. The sediment samples collected during
this one-time investigation will be analyzed for all Appendix VI (IX) constituents with the
specific exception of non-metal constituents commonly used in the formulation of pesticides,
herbicides and fertilizers (e.g; chlordane, lindane, etc.). Ifany of these constituents are detected
in any sample at levels that would trigger a Class I waste designation and are reasonably #
attributable to TECO’s activities, then verification sampling shall be performed and an
investigation plan submitted to P.E.T.R.O. and the TNRCC to characterize the nature and extent
of contamination present in Petropila Ditch. If the investigation confirms the existence of
contamtination in or around the Ditch that is reasonably attributable to TECO, then TECO shall
simultaneously submit a plan to remediate such contamination to P.E.TR.O. and the TNRCC
within 60 days of determining that contamination has occurred. This remediation plan shail
contain a schedule for completing the remediation of no more than five (5) years. The results of
any and all sampling, investigation and remediation activities shall be summarized, interpreted and
explained in a brief, non-technical, plain-language reports that shall be provided simultaneously to
PE.TRO. and TNRCC Region 14 within 30 days of the completion of all sampling, investigation
and remediation activities. '

In addition to this one-time sediment sampling event, TECO shall contmue to conduct
analyses on its storm-water discharges iito Petronila Ditch at least monthly and in accordance
with EPA storm-water discharge permit parameters for hazardous waste landfills. Records of
these sampling activities shall be maintained for a period of no less than five years.

11. TECO agrees to operate its hazardous waste Jandfill in substantial compliance with
the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, the Texas Water Code, the Texas Clean Air Act, TNRCC
rules, regulations and policies and the terms of its permits, including any and all provisions
relating to air, noise and light pollution and limitations on hours of operation.

12. TECO agrees to conduct its operations in an appropriate manner to avoid
nuisance odors, light and noise pollution and the spread of noxious weeds and to ensure that ifs
boundaries are secure and properly marked. Specifically, TECO agrees 1o maintain and upgrade
its fences to ensure that the site is properly secured, to properly mark its property boundaries so
that third parties can tell exactly where the facility is {ocated and to prevent the spread of DOXIOUS
weeds (e.g; sunflowers) from its property onto adjacent properties.

13. Miscellaneous Provisions
a. This Agreement shall be governed and construed in accordance with the Jaws of -
the State of Texas.



The Parties agree that this Agreement is entered into for settlement purposes only.
The Parties further agree that TECO does not admit liability or damages to
P.E.T.R.O., Mr. Ablrich, or anyone else as a result of entering into this
Agreement.

For those provisions of this Settlement Agreement that require approval by
P.E.TR.O.’s counsel for consultants and laboratories to be used in association
with sampling and analysis activities performed pursuant to this Settlement
Agreement, TECO will provide P.E.T.R.0.’s counsel a list of such consuffants and
Jaboratories for approval. Approval shall be made by counsel in writing and shall
not be unreasonably withheld. New consultants and laboratories not previously on
the approved list may be approved by P.E.T.R.0."s counsel upon written request
from TECO. Approval will not be unreasonably withheld and, if no written
response is received from P.E.T.R.0.”s counsel within seven (7} working days of
receipt of TECO’s request, the request shall be approved.

If any provision of this Agreement is or may be held by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, void, or unenforceable, the remaining provisions shall,
nevertheless survive and ¢ontimue in full force and effect without being impaired or
invalidated in any way. '

This Agreement, including exhibits, represents the entire agreement of the Parties
and supersedes-all prior written or oral agreements, and the terms are contractual
and not mere recitals

This Agreement may not be amended, altered, or modtied or changed in any way
except in writing signed by all Parties or their authorized representatives.

The captions used in this Agreement are for convenience only and should not be
construed as part of this Agreement.

Each party expressly warrants and represents the following: (a) that it has carefully
read this Agreement and all exhibits attached to this Agreement and understands the
contents of these documents; (b) that it has consulted with counsel if it so chose in
entering into this Agreement; {c) that it is entering ito this Agreement solely for the
purposes and considerations set forth herein, and not due to any inducements,
promises, threats, coercion, statements or representations, except as set forth herein;
and (d) that it is signing this Agreement as its own fiee act.

Any notices or submittals to the Parties under this Agreement shall be sent by certified

mail, return receipt requested, federal express or by hand-delivery to the following
addresses, unless written notice of a change of address is given:

10



For Texas Ecologists, Inc.:

Mr. Joe Kramer

Texas Ecologtsts, Inc:

P.O. Box 307
Robstown, Texas 78380

with a copy to: P

Daniel Worrell, Esq.

Brown, McCarroll & Oaks, Harthne
111 Congress Avenue

Suite 1400

Austin, Texas 78701

ForPETRO.:

Ms. Michelle A. McFaddin
Attorney at Law B
719 South Shoreline Drive
Suite 102 B
Corpus Christi, Texas 78401

with a copy to:

Ms. Wanza Treybig, President
PETRO.

Route 2, Box 43

Robstown, Texas 78380

For Kennpeth and Virginia ich:
Mr. and Mrs, Kenneth Ahlrich
Route 2, Box 25A

Robstown, Texas 78380

i This Agreement may be executed in multiple counterparts each of which shall be
fully effective as an original.

AGREED and RESOLVED by the Parties:

11
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THE STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF NUECES ;

., SUBSCRIRED AND SWORN TO befire rs by the foressid
. :

;‘HJ% 1999 to cartify which witnegs ruy hand and seal of ofice.

| Notary Public, State of Tewss
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On bebalf of PETR.O.

Name: //() ANz o Oj%gﬂ?/j“-f{\

(Wanza Treyblg)
Title: /f /u_,&d ,L;.th
Date: B TR L ~ ?C?

THE STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF NUECES §

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me by the aforessid Lo o) wﬂg}
on this 1’ 52{ day of March, 1999 to cértify whicld ¢

witness my hand and seal of office.

Notary Public, State of Texas

Sl
Y Py'

(s ELMA YVETTE CANALES |
" % *j Notary Prblic

) - STATE OF TEXAS !
“‘r 5 o iy Comm. £xp. 1211, 200% l%

/&'f/{ /a Lt ,,z/u,_/zz)
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On behalf of Kenneth and Virginia Ahlrich

Name @ﬁ%M

(Kenneth Ahlrich)

&
{
Date: 3 —~L Z— ? 7
THE STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF NUECES §

SUBSCRIB D AND SWORN TO before me by the aforesaid a Kernerh Alrieh g
y £ qin/4, hlr ek ofl this 2 day of March, 1999 to certify which
1

LYNDA JENNINGS
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES
November 30, 2000

————
—
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form

August 25, 2011 K \ {)i‘? H?)lq %

U.S. Ecology Texas, Inc.
Permit/Compliance Plan Renewal and a Major Amendment
Permit and Compliance Plan No. 50052

PLEASE PRINT

e H2 20224 ADLré o))

Mailing Address: 32@ {’7 /= %7 @ 9,2

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: MM , 7}( Zip: 7g Z g (=

**This information is subject to public disclosure under the Texas Public Information Act**

Email: -

Phone Number: | ?é’/“‘“ gg ?"’"%ZZ 3%

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

If yes, which one?

@~  Please add me to the mailing list. \/

/
1 wish to provide formal ORAL COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting.

Q@g I wish to provide formal WRITTEN COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting.
gubrmfl?uf Comments on behall ol [Jarza "fi}ﬁémrﬁ' "Tr"'t,jkuj

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

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



- :-l\-‘.\

Date: -/ o< "’"/.5-_""" // (/I/ .Qpﬁt

Eﬁﬁzigf

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105 gy
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality v
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087 | -
PR [r/fn A3 £ - ¢
From: o) wr Uﬁq 53 3 )
. r= D‘ZO
S22 09 Fm &§72. 3 2 gE3g
' & o S2be
Robetaw . T-x 783D QL = ED
- D i
& o
t

My phone number is: Sé/'"‘ 387~ 4»?8 'ZI‘L

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto,

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be heid
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how [ am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,

- - & P
Printed Name: L E C(ﬁ (2o Zééé it Q.H

Attachment
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Attachments to my request for a contested case hearing (PLAN NQ. 50052)

Date: December 15, 2011

Name: Virginia Ahlrich Signature: %M/ W)

Address: 3209 FM 892

Robstown, TX 78380 o .
Phone Number: 361-387-4234 ‘ o= oy
o =0
P . [ . . R . . [ . & SK‘-‘{
The distance and location of ny property from the facility is: residence is ¥ mile east; agriculiifal la@ 18 ;gg%ﬁ
adjacent to the USET property 75 SEPE
£y E <§5 '
SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Addendment 5
o=
A= &

1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because
s The extremely close proximity causes me to hear the offensive shrill, screeching, high-pitched
noises as well as earth-shattering pounding sounds and increasingly roaring and pulsating noises.
»  These harsh mechanical noises can also be heard by residents who are a mile away.
»  The sickening odors are blown by the prevailing east and southeast winds into my residence.
»  Expanding the hours of operation would increase my exposure to deafening noises as well as
threatening air emissions evidenced by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).
e My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and welf-
being negatively effected. When do we sleep?
» My farm employees and T would have increased exposure to the results of any activities on the
USET property.
a
I OPPOSE zllowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:
s USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.
s The proposed new entrance is cbviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic
in front of private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety.
¢ Itwould deprive close residents of accessibility to their property.
s Tt would deprive people residing there of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private property.
»  The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health.

[ OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
o  USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
»  There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by prevailing high east & southeast winds,
*+ My residence and my neighbor’s homes are very close on FM 892, )
» My family works farmland ¥ mile from the uncovered storage area.
s  We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials.

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e.
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

1 t 7'4_‘: .
H&a#‘h concerns | b/ﬂ-aollnﬂ Nese.s dihus Ccmaes VoA~

L00 g Exf:fosz'c/s? UseT ! burnin’%’lj;r‘,odt c;.,nol Y"E.SF'I m‘f‘ewi
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Other concern! loeng~—tern health | SSue.S, D
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OPA ‘ TEXAS
COMMISSION
sep 3 0200 ON El\.!vmorl\ﬁﬁt_w\
Fiy
Virginia Ahlrich s 5 N IALN
3209 FM 892, Robstown , TX 78380

BY &4 71 GEp 29 P 2 S
Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ \2\ "‘g) '
Mail Code MC-105, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, TX 78711-3087 -~ Cire
MR CHIEF CLERKS OFFICE
September 20, 2011 \B

SUBIECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment
Section I1A; IX, expand Operational Hours; and Section IIA: New Entrance; and
Permit Section .D; L.D.9 (Table V.B.) Uncovered Waste Storage

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because
s Ilive V2 mile west of the active processing/treatment buildings, storage buildings, and cell 50
dumping site for toxic hazardous waste,
¢ The extremely close proximity causes me to hear the offensive shrill, screeching, high-pitched
noises as well as earth-shattering pounding sounds and increasingly roaring and pulsating noises.
*  These harsh mechanical noises can also be heard by residents who are a mile away.
»  The sickening odors are blown by the prevailing east and southeast winds into my residence.
* Expanding the hours of aperation would increase my exposure to deafening noises as wel] as
threatening air emissions evidenced by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).
* My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected. When do we sleep?
* My farm workers and I would have increased exposure to the results of any activities on the USET
propetty (1/4 mile from facility).
¢  USET has had serious lapses in good operations management:
... The facility has been cited for not using the Waste Analysis Plan
...Also not implementing the Contingency Plan,
... Also not implementing the Inspection Plan
...Harmful emissjons, fires, and explosions have resulted {TCEQ records)
...Human health and the environment were negativety effscted.
e Hazardous wastes in an increasingly populated area is dangerously risky,
1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:
s  USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete brldge on the;;:pmpértg,\hat
accesses the western part of the facility. o
»  The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic
in front of private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety.
» It would deprive close residents of accessibility to their property.
¢ It would deprive people residing there of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private property.
* The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health.
I OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
* USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings. -
» There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by prevailing high east & southeast winds.
* My wife and I work farmland Y mile from the uncovered storage area.
* My residence and my neighbor’s home are very close on FM 892.
#*% USET (aka TECO) DOES NOT KEEP COMMITMENTS: 1999 SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT---
Breach of contract by moving operations across the drainage ditch to the west 80 acres.
Please conduct mulliple periodic on-site inspections of the facility with qualified TCEQ personnel for one
year to verify compliance before considering the permit renewal. Do not allow above gppesed items.
Update & improve Waste Analysis, Contingency, & Inspection Plans to reflect past operations & failures,
NEW LAW, EFTECTIVE 2012; a protective covered recovery, treatment and disposal area where the air-
quality can be monitored continuously at toxic hazardous waste areas, See Celanese “dome” Bishop, Texas. «
Noise: Effectively modify, replace, or remove machinery causing problems before renewing the permit.

%ﬁfw;inaﬁom stop the situation that previous methods have NOT completely eliminated. %\
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e SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
) M SER 29 PH 2 55

This Agreement is entered as of March 23, 1999 between{F 8kh{ Froiagides)The
("TECO"), Kenneth and Virginia Ahlrich, ("Ahlrich"), and P.ETR.O,, (collectively herein
referred to as "the Parties"), to resolve issues between them relating to the operation of TECO’s
hazardous waste landfill located near Robstown, Nueces County, Texas and to eliminate the
necessity for an evidentiary hearing regarding TEC(Q’s applications to renew and amend Permit
No. HW-50052-001 and to amend Compliance Plan No, CP-50052-001. As a result of this
Agreement and the mutual considerations exchanged and reflected in it, the Parties certify to the
TNRCC and to the Administrative Law Judge ("ALJ") of the State Office of Administrative
Hearings ("SOAH") that the contested issues in Consolidated SOAH Docket Nos, 582-97-1119
and 582-98-0534/TNRCC Docket Nos. 96-1979-IHW and 98-0325-THW are hereby resolved and
that there is no need for any contested case hearing in this matter. The Parties also acknowledge
that TECO may file a motion with the SOAH ALJ to remand these cases to the TNRCC for
issuance of the Permit because these cases are fully settled. The signatories below certify that they
have authority to bind the Parties whom they represent and on whose behalf they execute this
Agreement. :

1. Amendment of TECQ’s Class 11T Modification Ap.pﬁggtign to Withdraw Proposal to

me erate an Industrial Solid Waste Landfill

No later than April 9, 1999, TECO shall submit a letter to the TNRCC requesting an

amendment of its application for a Class ITI permit modification submitted in 1996 to remove the

——-proposal to construct an industrial waste landfill (i.e., Cell 49) on the western 80-acre portion of
the TECO Facility. A final Class I modification application amendment package making
conforming changes throughout the application consistent with this request for withdrawal will
follow the April Sth letter to TNRCC requesting the amendment. TECO shall forward a copy of
this Class HI modification application amendment package to P.E.T.R.O. at TECO's expense at _
the same time it is submitted to the TNRCC for P.E.T.R.0O.’s review and comment.

2: Withdrawal of Ahlrich Protest of Amended Class ITI Modification Application

Mr. Ahlrich and P.E.T.R.O. agree not to protest TECO's Class IIT modification.
application, as amended according to Paragraph I of this Agreement above, provided that TECO
amends this Class IIT modification package to remove the proposal to construct any waste
management facilities for the storage, treatment and disposal of industrial waste on the western
80-acre portion of the TECO Facility and the application is technically complete and satisfies all
minimum regulatory requirements under the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, the Texas Clean Air
Act and the Texas Water Code. Mr. Ahlrich and P.E.T.R.Q. understand that such a modification
application amendment will seek authorization to expand TECO’s current capacity by seeking
authorization to construct and operate Cell 48, which would expand TECO’s current hazardous
waste management facility horizontally and vertically on the eastern portion of the existing

EXHIBIT
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hazardous waste landfill up to a height of 40 feet above grade. Mr. Ahlrich and P.E.T.R.O. agree
not to protest such an amendment application or to request 2 contested case hearing on such

"application; nor will Mr. Ahirich or P.E.T.R.O. encourage or assist others to protest that
application provided that it is amended in accordance with this agreement and meets all minimum
technical and regulatory standards and requirements.

3. Withdrawai of Ah]rich Hearing Request

Mr. Ahlrich and P.E.T.R.O. will agree to withdraw their request for hearing on T8CO's
Class IIT permit modification request as well as on the renewal and amendment applications that
are the subject of this consolidated docket on April 9, 1999 once confirmation is received that
TECO has submitted its letter withdrawing those portions of its Class IIT permit modification
application relating to the construction and op eration of an industrial solid waste landfill by no
later than April 9, 1999. Receipt of the TECO cover letter to the TNRCC transmitting such
request for withdrawal of those portions of the Class III modification application that relate to the
construction and operation of an industrial solid waste landfill on the western portion of the
TECO facility shall constitute confirmation that TECO has, in fact, withdrawn its application in
accordance with this agreement.

4. Workplace Air Monitoring Data

TECO shall make copies of ail of its workplace volatile organic compound ("VOC") air
monitoring data collected since 1986 and shall provide these copies to counsel for PETR.O,,
Ms. Michelle A. McFaddin, at her office located at 719 South Shoreline Drive, Suite 102, Corpus
Christi, Texas, 78401 and to the TNRCC Region 14 Office.

5. Air Quality Emissions Report

TECO shall prepare a one-time, legible report summarizing in plain, non-technical
language the types of industrial solid wastes, special wastes and hazardous wastes that have been
accepted at TECO's facility in the past and that may be accepted in the firture along with a
description of the primary constituents of such waste streams, the volumes of such wastes
received in the past and anticipated in the fature, the hazardous air pollutants which could be-
emitted as a result of the storage, treatment and disposal of these waste streams and amounts of
any fugitive air emissions that have occurred and that TECO expects to ocour when such wastes
are stored, treated and/or disposed of at its hazardous waste landfill. TECO shall provide a copy
of this report to the Region 14 TNRCC office, to P E.T.R.O. and to the Robstown, Nueces
County Library. In order to memorialize this agreement and to provide it with some
enforceability, TECO shall agree to the addition of the following language in its renewed and
amended hazardous waste permit.



Permit Provision C.

In accordance with an agreement executed with P.E. T.R.O., within 50 days of

issuance of this permit, the permittee shall complete and submit to the TNRCC and
P.E.T.R.O. an air emissions inventory report for the Facility that provides the following
information in plain, non-technical language: a) a list of the types of industrial solid
wastes, special wastes and hazardous wastes that have been accepted at TECO's facility in
the past and that may be accepted in the future with the generator of each waste stream
designated on the list; b) the volumes of such wastes received in the past and wifich may
be received in the future; ¢) the hazardous air pollutants which could be emitted as a result
of the storage, treatment and disposal of these waste streams; and d) the amounts of any
fugitive air emissions that have occurred and that TECO expects to occur when such
wastes are stored, treated and/or disposed of at its hazardous waste landfill facility. This
report shall also be placed in the Robstown, Nueces County Library.

6. Ambient Air Monitoring

The Parties agree that TECO has provided an ambient air monitoring plan to P.ET.R.O.
for review and comment, and it is more particularly described in Exhibit "A" to this Agreement.
By executing this Settlement Agreement, TECO agrees to perform the ambient air monitoring
plan described in Exhibit "A". This plan shall meet all applicable Environmental Protection
Agency ("EPA") testing protocols and methodologies (SW-846) for analysis of volatile organic
compounds and semi-volatile organic compounds and any other hazardous air pollutant(s) that
have been or may be detected during ambient air monitoring performed at the facility. Each and
every ambient air sample shall be collected and analyzed by independent, third party consultants
and laboratories.

A The First Ambient Air Monitoring (Sampling) Event

Within ninety (90) days of issuance of the renewed and amended permit, TECO shall perform
its initial ambient air monitoring event in accordance with its proposed ambient air monitoring plan
and accepted FPA and TNRCC methods and protocols. The samples shall be collected and analyzed
by independent, qualified consuitants and laboratories that have been approved by counsel for
P.E.TR.O. and any and all data obtained as a result of this sampling event shall be maintained in the
facility records for a period of not less than three (3) years. Once TECO has received and verified
the data obtained during this initial ambient air sampling event, TECO shall prepare a report which
contains the raw data, all QA/QC records and which shall interpret and summarize the data, along
with any appropriate findings and recommendations, in plain, non-technical language. This report
shall be submitted to P E.T.R.O. and to the Region 14 Offices of the TNRCC Wlthm 120 days of the
issuance of the renewed and amended Permit.



B. The Second Ambient Air Monitoring (Sampling) Event

A second ambient air monitoring event shall be conducted by TECO six months after the initial
sampling event. TECO shall perform this second ambient air monitoring event in accordance with its
proposed ambient air monitoring plan and accepted EPA and TNRCC methods and protocols. The
samples shall be collected and analyzed by independent, qualified consuitants and laboratories that
have been approved by counsel for PET.R.O. and any and all data obtained as a result of this
sampling event shall be maintained in the facility records for a period of not less than three (3) years.
Once TECO has received and verified the data obtained during this second ambient ait sampling
event, TECO shall prepare a report which contains the raw data, all QA/QC records and which shall
interpret and summarize the data, along with any appropriate findings and recommendations, in plain,
non-technical language and shall submit this report to P.E. TR O. and TNRCC Region 14 within sixty
(60} days of the completion of the second sampling event.

C. Exceedences of TNRCC Health Effects Screening Levels detected during Ambient
Air Monitoring Events

If, as the result of the ambient air monitoring performed by TECO pursuant to this agreement,
TECO detects one or more hazardous or conventional air pollutants at levels which exceed TNRCC
health effects screening levels for such constituent(s) after either the first or second ambient air
monitoring event, TECO shall notify the TNRCC Region 14 and P.E.T.R.O. immediately of such
exceedence(s), and in no evert later than 24 hours after confirmation of the exceedence. TECO shall
then take such action as is necessary as soon as is possible to minimize, if not prevent, such excessive
emissions. Within 10 working days of detecting such exceedence, TECO shall prepare a report for
submission to P.E.T.R.0. and the TNRCC describing the results of the monitoring incident, the
causes of the excessive emissions and any and all corrective actions taken to minimize such emissions
and to prevent their recurrence. Within thirty (30) working days of detecting such exceedence(s),
TECO shall prepare an Emissions Reduction Plan for submission to the TNRCC and to PETR.O.
for their review and comment which shall describe the steps to be taken to minimize the emission of
hazardous air pollutants and hazardous waste constituents from all facility operations. This plan shall
be implemented within sixty (60) days of the detection of the exceedence(s) and shall include, ata
minimum, a schedule for increased monitoring, cofrective action and such other actions as may be
necessary to prevent firture fugitive emissions from exceeding health effects screening levels at the

TECO Facility.

D. Ambient Air Monitoring after the Detection of Exceedences

Following an ambient air monitoring event in which emissions are detected which exceed
TNRCC health effects screening levels for any hazardous air pollutant or hazardous waste
constituent, TECO shall commence monthly ambient air monitoring until such time as no exceedences
are detected for any hazardous air poflutant and hazardous waste constituent for a period of three (3),
consecutive months. Once TECO can demonstrate that there have been no exceedences for a period
of at least three (3) months for any hazardous air poflutant and hazardous waste constituent, TECO



can resume semi-annual ambient air monitoring in accordance with the ambient air monitoring plan
provided in Exhibit "A." :

E.

Permit Tanguage relating to Ambient Air Monitoring Activities

TECO shall agree to the addition of the following language to the renewed/amended
permit in Subsection 1.G.7.4.;

@

(i)

(iid)

Within ninety (90} days of issuance of this permit TECO shall conduct an'initial
ambient air monitoring sampling event for volatile and semi-volatile organics using
EPA-approved, standard methodologies and procedures to evaluate the nature and
amount of fugitive emissions from its hazardous waste management activities in
accordance with the plan proposed in Exhibit “A”. The samples shall be collected
and analyzed by independent, qualified consuitants and laboratories that have been
approved by counsel for P.E. T.R.O. and any and all data obtained as a result of
this sampling event shall be maintained in the facility records for a period of not
less than three (3) years. Once TECO has received and verified the data obtained
during this initial ambient air sampling event, TECO shall prepare a report which
contains the raw data, all QA/QC records and which shall interpret and summarize
the data, along with any appropriate findings and recommendations, in plain, non-
technical language. This report shall be submitted to P.E.T.R.O. and to the
Region 14 Offices of the TNRCC within 120 days of the issuance of the renewed
and amended Permit.

A second ambient air monitoring event shall be conducted by the Permittee
according to the plan proposed in Exhibit “A” approximately six months after the
initial sampling event, The samples shall be collected and analyzed by independent,
qualified consultants and laboratories that have been approved by counsel for
P.E.TR.O. and any and all data obtained as a result of this sampling event shall be
maintained in the facility records for a period of not less than three (3) years. Once
TECO has received and verified the data obtained during this initial ambient air
sampling event, TECO shall prepare a report which contains the raw data, all
QA/QC records and which shall interpret and summarize the data, along with any
appropriate findings and recommendations, in plain, non-technical language. This
report shall be submitted to P.E.T.R.Q. and the TNRCC’s Region 14 offices
within 60 days of the completion of the second round of ambient air monitoring

- (sampling).

If, as the result of these ambient air monitoring events, TECO and/or the TNRCC and
PETR.O. determine that any hazardous air pollutant and/or hazardous waste
constituent has been detected at levels which exceed TNRCC health effects screening
levels for such constituent, Permittee shall immediately report the exceedance(s) to
TNRCC Region 14 and to P.E.TR.O., and in no event later than 24 hours after



confirmation of the exceedance. The Permittee shall then take such action as is
necessary to minimize, if not prevent, continuing emissions above such levels as soon
as possible. Within ten (10) working days of any exceedance(s), the Permittee shall
provide a report to P.E.TR.O. and to the TNRCC in plain, non-technical language
which describes the incident and any and all corrective actions taken to halt such
emissions and to prevent their recurrence. Within thirty (30) working days of detecting
such exceedence(s), TECO shall prepare an Emissions Reduction Plan for submission
to the TNRCC and to P.E.T.R.O. for their review and comment which shall describe
the steps to be taken to minimize the emission of hazardous air pollufants and
hazardous waste constituents from all facility operations. This plan shall be
implemented within sixty (60) days of the detection of the exceedence(s) and shall
include, at a minimum, a schedule for increased monitoring, corrective action and such
other actions as may be necessary to prevent future fugitive emissions from exceeding
health effects screening levels at the TECO Facility.

(iv) Following an incident in which emissions from Permittee's Facility are found to be in
excess of TNRCC health effects screening levels for such constituent, TECO shall
commence monthly ambient air monitoring until such time as no exceedences are
detected for any hazardous air pollutant and hazardous waste constituent for a
period of three (3), consecutive months. Once TECO can demonstrate that there
have been no exceedences for a period of at least three (3) months for any
hazardous air pollutant and hazardous waste constituent, TECO can resume semi-
annual ambient air monitoring in accordance with the ambient air monitoring plan
provided in Exhibit "A."

7. Ground-water Monitoring Report

TECO shall prepare an annual ground-water contamination status report for
simultaneous submission to P.E.T.R.0. and the TNRCC summarizing the raw monitoring data
and providing findings and recommendations regarding the vertical and horizontal extent of the
ground-water underlying TECQ’s hazardous waste landfill facilities. These reports shall also be
submitted to the Robstown, Nueces County library for permanent storage and public review. The
initial report shall summarize the last ten (10) years of ground-water monitoring data in plain, -
non-technical Janguage with accompanying maps, charts and raw data. The second report and
reports filed thereafter need only summarize the raw ground-water monitoring data obtained
during the previous five-year period but must also interpret the data in plain, non-technical
language and depict the results in a map or chart format for easy comprehenston.

Tn order to implement this provision, TECO shall agree to the addition of the following
language to Compliance Plan CP-50052:



Compliance Plan CP-50052, Section VIL.B.3.

In accordance with an agreement with P.E.T.R.O., the Permittee shall prepare an annual
Groundwater Contamination Report summarizing, in plain non-technical language, the
results of past ground-water monitoring activities and making findings and
recommendations relating to the horizontal and vertical migration of the ground-water
contaminant plume underlying the TECO Facility. The Permittee shall submit such Report
to the TNRCC Region 14 offices and to P.E.TR.O. on an annual basis by January 21.
With the exception of the first report, which shall summarize and explain the ground-water
monitoring data for the previous ten (10) year period, these reports shall summarize the
previous five year's ground-water monitoring data, shall present the findings in non-
technical, plain english with accompanying charts, graphs and other illustrative devices to
assist the reader in understanding the data and findings presented and shall include, at a
rminimum, a list of all monitoring parameters, using real-world analogies for constituent
concentrations. Moreover, this report shall include a simplified ground-water
contamination summary map and a status report on the construction and completion of the
slurry wall.

8. Water Well Testing

Within 90 days of issuance of the renewed and amended permit, TECO shall provide to
P.E.T.R.O. any information within its possession, custody or control on the ground-water quality
within a three-mile radius of the TECO Robstown facility, including the results of any and all
public and private water well searches that may have been conducted since 1980 within this
designated, three-mile atea.

Further, upon request, TECO shall agree to arrange and pay for water well testing on a
minimum of three (3) landowners, lessees or other individuals® properties who are members of
P E.TR.O. and who own and/or reside on property located within a three-mile radius of the
TECO facility. Moreover, TECO shall agree to work with any property owner, including the
Kirchers and Justin Halcom, who is located at 3470 FM 892, as well as any lessee or other
resident that uses or may use ground-water for any purpose whatsoever within a three-mile radius
of the Facility in an attempt to resolve their legitimate concerns regarding the effect that the
TECO facility has or has had on the ground-water underlying their property(s) if the property is
located down-gradient of the TECO facility and/or lies in the path of a plume of contamination
migrating from the TECO facility.

TECO also agrees to install an appropriate ground-water monitoring well or other device
on a portion of the Ahlrich’s property that is located immediately to the south or west of the
hazardous waste landfill for at least a one-time sampling and analysis event within 120 days of
issuance of the amended permit. At least 5 day’s notice shall be provided to the Ahlriches prior to
such sampling event and their comment and consent on the proposed well location shall be

" obtained prior to the actual completion of the well. Failure by the Ahlriches to give consent
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quality of the sediments in Petronila Ditch at four (4) locations along the Ditch; one of these
sampling sites will be located upgradient of the TECO facility, one of the sampling points will be
located at the TECO facility, one will be located immediately downstream of the hazardous waste
landfill next to the proposed “El Centro” landfill and the remaining sampling location will be
located no more than 6 miles downstream of the Facility. The sediment samples collected during
this one-time investigation will be analyzed for all Appendix VIII (IX) constituents with the
specific exception of non-metal constituents commonly used in the formulation of pesticides,
herbicides and fertilizers (e.g; chlordane, lindane, ete.). If any of these constituents are detected
in any sample at levels that would trigger a Class I waste designation and are reasonably 4
attributable to TECO’s activities, then verification sampling shall be performed and an
investigation plan submitted to P.E.T.R.O. and the TNRCC to characterize the nature and extent
of contamination present in Petronila Ditch. If the investigation confirms the existence of
contamination in or around the Ditch that is reasonably attributable to TECO, then TECO shall
simultaneously submit a plan to remediate such contamination to P.E.T.R.O. and the TNRCC
within 60 days of determining that contamination has occurred. This remediation plan shall
contain a schedule for completing the remediation of no more than five (5) years. The resuits of
any and all sampling, investigation and remediation activities shall be summarized, interpreted and
explained in a brief, non-technical, plain-language reports that shall be provided simultaneously to
P.E.T.R.O. and TNRCC Region 14 within 30 days of the completion of all sampling, investigation
and remediation activities. '

Tn addition to this one-time sediment sampling event, TECQ shall continue to conduct
analyses on its storm-water discharges into Petronila Ditch at least monthly and in accordance
with EPA storm-water discharge permit parameters for hazardous waste landfills. Records of
these sampling activities shall be maintained for a period of no Jess than five years.

11. TECO agrees to operate its hazardous waste landfill in substantial compliance with
the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, the Texas Water Code, the Texas Clean Air Act, TNRCC
rules, regulations and policies and the terms of its permits, including any and all provisions
relating to air, noise and light pollution and limitations on hours of operation.

12. TECO agrees to conduct its operations in an appropriate manner to avoid
nuisance odors, light and noise pollution and the spread of noxious weeds and to ensure that its
boundaries are secure and properly marked. Specifically, TECO agrees to maintain and upgrade
its fences to ensure that the site is properly secured, to properly mark its property boundaries so
that third parties can tell exactly where the facility is located and to prevent the spread of noxious
weeds (e.g; sunflowers) from its property onto adjacent properties.

13. Miscellaneous Provisions

a. This Agreement shall be governed and construed in accordance with the laws of -
the State of Texas.



The Parties agree that this Agreement is entered into for settlement purposes only.
The Parties further agree that TECO does not admit liability or damages to
P.E.T.R.O., Mr. Ahlrich, or anyone else as a result of entering into this
Agreement.

For those provisions of this Settlement Agreement that require approval by
P.E.T.R.0.’s counsel for consultants and laboratories to be used in association
with sampling and analysis activities performed pursuant to this Settlement
Agreement, TECO will provide P.E.T.R.0.’s counsel a list of such consuftants and
laboratories for approval. Approval shall be made by counsel in writing and shall
not be unreasonably withheld. New consultants and laboratories not previously on
the approved list may be approved by P.E.T.R.0O.’s counsel upon written request
from TECO. Approval will not be unreasonably withheld and, if no written
response is received from P.E.T.R.Q.’s counsel within seven (7) working days of
receipt of TECO’s request, the request shall be approved.

If any provision of this Agreement is or may be held by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, void, or unenforceable, the remaining provisions shall,
nevertheless survive and continue in full force and effect without being impaired or
invalidated in any way.

This Agreement, including exhibits, represents the entire agreement of the Parties
and supersedes all prior written or oral agreements, and the terms are contractual
and not mere recitals

This Agreement may not be amended, altered, or modified or changed in any way
except in writing signed by all Parties or their authorized representatives.

The captions used in this Agreement are for convenience only and should not be
construed as part of this Agreement.

Each party expressly warrants and represents the following; (a) that it has carefully
read this Agreement and all exhibits attached to this Agreement and understands the
contents of these documents; (b) that it has consulted with counsel if it so chose in
entering into this Agreement; (C) that it is entering into this Agreement solely for the
purposes and considerations set forth herein, and not due to any inducements,
promises, threats, coercion, statements or representations, except as set forth herein;
and (d) that it is signing this Agreement as its own free act.

Any notices or submittals to the Parties under this Agreement shall be sent by certified

mail, return receipt requested, federal express or by hand-delivery to the following
addresses, unless written notice of a change of address is given:

10



For Texas Ecologists, Inc.:

Mr. Joe Kramer

Texas Ecologists, Inc.

P.O. Box 307
Robstown, Texas 78380

with a copy to: 4

Daniel Worrell, Esq.

Brown, McCarroll & Qaks, Hartline
111 Congress Avenue

Suite 1400

Austin, Texas 78701

ForPETR.O.

Ms. Michelle A. McFaddin
Attomey at Law )

719 South Shoreline Drive
Suite 102 _
Corpus Christi, Texas 78401

with a copy to:

Ms. Wanza Treybig, President
PETRO.

Route 2, Box 43

Robstown, Texas 78380

For Kenneth and Virgini ich;
Mr. and Mrs. Kenneth Ahlrich
Route 2, Box 25A

Robstown, Texas 78380

i This Agreement may be executed in multiple counterparts each of which shall be
fuily effective as an original.

AGREED and RESOLVED by the Parties:
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THE STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF NUECES

§
SWORN TO before me by ths aforessid

SUBSCRIBED AND -
& Krdm ' ‘
on this o day of March, 1999 to certify Which witneay oy hand 2nd ses] of office,

| Notary Public, State of Tua
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On behalf of PETR.O.

Name: @%@Jﬁ%
(Wanza Treybig)

Title: | /{M,ﬂﬂ:‘
Date: S "R~ ?q

THE STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF NUECES §

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me by the aforesaid J c’j&/;m e Q//ZZM,&:/@
on this 7 fﬁ‘{’{“ day of March, 1999 to dértify whicd ¢

witness my hand and seal of office.

Notary Public, State of Texas

AR Sy

/s oy, ELMA YVETTE CANALES §

A % x Notary Putific ;

AP f  smTeoFTes @
- (>

Lrapath’  MyComm, Exp. 12-11. 2642

e g 4
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On behalf of Kenneth and Virginia Ahlrich

Nawe:  Henp LMV Z2A

(Kenneth Ahlrich)

Name: %M) M/i

(Virginia ch)

Date: 3 ‘“Qg '“‘2? ?

THE STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF NUECES §

SUBSCRIB D AND SWORN TO before me by the aforesaid Kennerh A lreeh @nd
y f€ Ginia, [hir ek ot this Q day of March, 1999 to certify which
|

LYNDA JENNINGS
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES
November 30, 2000

———
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form
August 25, 2011 o \P;;:k’gréol 17,

U.S. Ecologyv Texas, Inc.
Permit/Compliance Plan Renewal and a Major Amendment
Permit and Compliance Plan No. 50052

PLEASE PRINT,

Name: VBF“\Q;]V)IG“;J ]4}7/1’\})6'%
Mailing Address: 520 ? FM ?qﬂzﬁ ﬂf}g 37!;@1;0 f\é ,ﬂ 78?'3 E’@

Physical Address (if different}):

City/State: Zip:

**This information is subject to public disclosure under the Texas Public Information Act**

Email:

Phone Number: R lo i'é“' 3§57/~ 2%2 =3 L;)L

» Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? (7 Yes \‘@ No

If yes, which one?

Please add me to the mailing list, \/ o L

A
TLr

\\\’@ I wish to provide formal ORAL COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting. ¢
A

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 form to the person at the infermation table. Thank you. (D

N



To:  Office of the Chief Clerk

C | ¢

Date: 27— ze |

MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

Trom: FoperTd AcANle
37468 C2 ¢4
‘Zoasamww,, Tx. 78380

My phone numberis:  Jé {- éfw’f- XN b 4

" Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces

- County, Texas 78380} and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). Tam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecolegy Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in waysnot
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this maiter.
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Attachment
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Dae: _ K- 20 ZoHR \
Name: LOBE @R ALANIZ Signature:
Address: 3T68 CE &9

EoBstown , TY. 18380
Phone Number:_D{p (= 331- L% T¢

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

{
2 o il BES /“Vcsﬁ'/_‘ff

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:06AM to
8:00PM QOperating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

*  Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

¢ Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

e Why is the Thermal Uni( being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

[ OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

o  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

»  There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds,

*  The blown air emissicns from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

*  Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust Jong distances and affect the respiratory heaith of
people? _

*  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.} and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

] OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
¢ USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

o Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

»  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

*  People have suffered from iilnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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January 8, 2012

Office of the Chief Clerk ¢
MC 105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
PO Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Jennifer Borrer

5681 Santa Clara Dr.
Robstown, Texas 78380
Phone (361-876-6501)

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN NO: 50052

{US Ecology Texas, inc. PO bax 307, Robstown, Nuaces County, Tx. 78380) and any
amendments.

Please be advised that | am hereby requesting that a contested case hearing be held concerning the
above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc.). | am attaching a

statement of my location and the distance of my property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc., facility. 1 am
attaching specific descriptions of how | am adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public, Alsoincluded are descriptions of haw | will be affected by the expanded

{amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and
initiated.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

January, 8, 2012 ’ ‘\\?\ 0)9>
' '\

Jennifer Borrer: f/ A singature \9‘
5681 Santa Clara dr. - /
Robstown, Texas 78380

Phone: 361-876-6501

The distance and location of my property from the facility is within a 17 miles within the same zip code
as the facility.

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO) permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

My family and | would be adversely affected by the facility in ways not common of the general public.
The westerly winds would easily blow concentrated amounts of any gaseous facility byproduct toward
my home. Chemicals emitted by any explosion at the plant could easily blow across all of Robstown’s

residents and beyond.

Concerns:

1. Why isn’t there a continuous off site air monitoring system whose measurements are collected and
regularly analyzed and report to the citizens of Nueces County by TCEQ? This would surely go along
way toward ensuring safety to local citizens as the oil industry continues to expand in our area. (note:
there was supposed to be such a system as the result of a settlement agreement between area
residents and the former owner of the facility, {(PETRO, and TECO) There should be one now...

2. Are all three processing treatment buildings on the west side of the facility permitted to operate hy
previous amendments? If so please provide that permit information for my records and reference.

In conclusion, the expansion of the oll industry and the jobs it creates are certainly welcome. However,
this expansion must be balanced with public health in terms of air quality. Please require this facility to
be constantly monltored to ensure the further responsible expansion of local businesses in a way that
also ensures the health and welfare of the facility’s neighbors and local citizenry.
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OPA
Office of the Chief Clerk ,TCEQ sep 19 204 )(\qu

Mail Code Mc-105 %ﬂ)
PO 13087 By , ' 0\\)\

Austin, Texas o \9

Subject: US Ecology Texas Inc.

‘ 1‘/500‘52— s
Permit Compliance Plan Renewal and Major Amendment, #50042 %9 o= o
Section ItA; 1X, Operational hours; AND Section IlA: New Entrance; Eﬁ o Zﬁq
ANS Permit Section |.D;1.D.9 (table V.B.} Uncovered Waste Storage o3 R ng
| | B TG
To whom it may concern: = : ﬁfﬁ%
o E g0
As a resident of Robstown: 5{% i S ;;Z

aE

i oppose expanding the current operating hours of this facility because USET has had serious IapS’és‘ in
good operations management which have led to emissions, fires, and explosions. Expanding operation
hours will make it possible for the facility to avoid detection of such dangerous incidents during late

night hours. Their operating hours should be only during the day so that there is always the possibility
and likelihood of government oversight.

| oppose allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side of the facility because

this entrance would create congested traffic in front of private residential areas that would inhibit
access to many private properties.

| oppose the allowance of increased capacity for uncovered waste storage areas because of past

citations against USET for mismanagement of containers ouiside buildings. High winds can bring toxic
fumes to residents jeopardizing their safety.

Please conduct and on-site inspection of the facility with qualified TCEQ personnel and allow monitored
calendar time compliance before granting a permit.,

The'safety of the community is at stake for these residents and requires your intervention. Please

arrange for a unannounced inspection of this facility for the sake of the health of the surrounding
community.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Borrer
Robstown resident
5681 Santa Clara Dr,

<
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Date: f/% ‘((Z ‘ g

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

From: -be.d e @A @v‘ Eenser”

4554 Sl diny de.
Lt T It

My phone number is: (\5@{) 57-1¢H¢

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US
Ecology Texas, Inc.}. Iam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully, ) i : % :
R >, P
: — Ao h,fz/m/‘% T ‘:fﬁ
(sign) C% -
motNane: D b 3 o
Printed Name: ( e X W E e N
) ' Moo
7

Attachment _ REV By ED




ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO 50052)
Date; 7 (}5 {‘Z
Name: )&Je(@am 8‘{ e p Signature: BMW ,‘/2 o e
[ [y
Address: [958 S l%;a} )
s Tx ar

Phone Number: (5&{} BT~ 7(‘{{

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

*  Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

* Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

*  Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

[ OFPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

» USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

» There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

¢ The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

*  Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? . Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

»  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased,
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
e USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
[ AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

*  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

»  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community,

» People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

~

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) ars L AE " Land, Foe f a{’ nu‘j ‘3 f/f—’;zf‘(’ f
! L [zl
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lanuary 25, 2012

Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105

Texas Commission of Environmental Quality
P.0. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Rev, Dale Brynestad
4309 Pecan Bayou Ct
Corpus Christi, TX 78410
Phone (361) 726-9434

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN NO.

50052 {(US Ecology Texas, Inc. P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces County, TX 78380} and any

amendments.

Please be advised that | am requesting a caontested case hearing be held concerning the above
referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 {US Ecology Texas, Inc.). 1 am attaching a

statement of my location and the distance of my property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc.

facility. |1 am attaching specific descriptions of how | am adversely affected by the activities of

the facility in ways not common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of

how [ will be negatively affected by the expanded activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,

RorMhis R,

Rev. Dale Brynestad
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO, 50020

o =

b s et Q

B o 2
January, 25, 2012 s = ;"98

>§ B4 25sg

Rev. Dale Brynestad: M\%m\mﬁ \g signature Z - %gc;é
4309 Pecan Bayou Ct. o = n<ﬁ:<;l£_~’
Corpus Christi, TX 78410 = W z=

F7Y Y &=

= :

Phone: (361) 726-9434

The distance and location of my property from the facility is approximately 7 miles due north.
SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO) permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

My family and | would be adversely affected by the facility far more severely than the general

- public. in Corpus we get winds from the south and east. Any gaseous byproduct from the
facility would blow over my neighborhood and house. In the event of an explosion, myself, and
many of the members of my congregation would be in the path of any windhlown chemical

fallout.

Cencerns:

1. Whyisn't there a continuous off site air monitoring system whose measurements are
collected and analyzed regularly? Why isn’t the air quality reported to the citizens of

Nueces County by TCEQ?

2. If US Ecology Texas Inc. moves to a 24 hour operation, logic would say there is an
increased danger of a mishap. Without continuous air monitoring the public would be

at risk to dangerous levels of gaseous emissions.

3. lunderstand there are open containers within the facility. Are these containers held in
closed facilities? If not, why not?

In closing, 1 am in favor of expansion of the oil industry and | realize the need to safely store
toxic waste. The more transparent US Ecology Texas Inc. is the more support the general
public would give them. I'm not a fan of the environmentalist movement but when a
company, who deals with toxic waste, isn"t doing the basics to protect or inform the citizens
who live around the facility, | am all for calling them on the carpet.
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Received

Feb 1 2012 04:4Bpm
From < Messiah Lutheran Church Fax No. :361-767-1768
oA e m—m——

Feb. P1 2012 @5:47PM P 1
»b ! ' :

January 25, 2012

Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105

3 NO

£ a2
= =
= 3
85 4
- . . o ¢ oEm
Texas Commission of Environmental Quallty Lo - EOE??'?
P.0. Box 13087 | ﬁpg oo T4
© Austin, TX 78711-3087 = -3
- i 5 F 3
FE% a oL E
Rev. Dale Brynestad 5w
4309 Pecan Bayou Ct
Corpus Christi, TX 78410

Phone (361) 726-9434

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN NO

50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc. P.O, Box 307, Robstown, Nueces County, TX 78380) and any
amendments.

Please be advised that | am requesting a contested case hearing be held concerning the above
referenced PERMIT/COMPULIANCE PLAN 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc.). | am attaching a

statement of my Jocation and the distance of my property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc.
facility. 1 am attaching specific descriptions of how | am adversely affected by the activities of
the facility in ways not common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of

how | will be negatively affected by the expanded activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO, 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.
Respectfully, -

Rev. Dale Brynestad



Rece ived . Feb 1 2012 04:47pm
e Cutheran Church c Fax No. :381-767-1768 - Feb., @1 2812 B5:47PM P 2

ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING {PLAN NO. 50020}

January, 25, 2012

Rev. Dale Brynestad: + signature
4309 Pecan Bayou Ct. CPA

Corpus Christi, TX 78410 : : o
| FEB ( ;425;,9
Phone: (361) 726-9434 . By ///f{
Ly 3 [,

The distance and location of my property from the facility is approximately 7 miles due north.

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO) permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

My family and | would be adversely affected by the facility far more severely than the general
public. In Corpus we get winds from the south and east. Any gaseous byproduct from the
facility would blow over my neighborhood and housa. In the event of an explosion, myself, and
many of the members of my congregation would be in the path of any windblown chemical
fallout. : -

Concerns:

1. Why isn’t there a continuous off site ajr monitoring system whose measurements are
collected and analyzed regularly? Why isn’t the air quality reported to the citizens of
Nueces County by TCEQ?

2. If US Ecology Texas Inc. moves to a 24 hour operation, logic would say there is an
increased danger of a mishap. Without continuous air monitoring the public would he
at risk to dangerous levels of gaseous emissions.

3. lunderstand there are open containers within the facility. Are these containers held in
closed facilities? If not, why not?

In closing, | am in favor of expansion of the oil industry and | realize the need to safely store
toxic waste, The more transparent US Ecology Texas Inc. is the mare support the general
public would give them. I'm not a fan of the environmentalist movement but when a
company, who deals with toxic waste, isn't doing the basics to protect or inform the citizens
who live around the facility, | am all for calling them on the carpet.
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Date: /" 3&-*/‘_&_

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: 40%« 4,249, G@éﬁ//ﬁ v O
3450 Co 2L 2z /A
fobstocr) K —py g0

36 (- 5P~ 40 5K

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto,

My phone number is:

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how [ am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.’

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Date: /—_50 =

Name: &aﬂ A& Signature:é_/,;/,«,,s e ﬂ(a/om.c/
Adress. 29SS Co Fd 22 A4

Lo bs tocnws  JK 28350
Phone Number: 3 &~ /38 - /o 5™, OPA

The distance and location of my property/residence from the faciiity is: FER {7 Hijx 9
L LvE S Ay pes Ko ?% Sou';*-/s/gw/??%fo,w/' g4 /ﬁ/l%{
F o OFREIE

SUBJECT: U8 ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. {aka TECQ): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7: 0@1\4 ’[':;::3

8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up 1o 24 hours a day) because: %

s Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being t ﬂ?;leatﬁﬂﬁd "2?‘8

s My family lives south; the north winds would carry the air emissions to us with greater ﬁ:fgquenqy . %ﬁiﬁm

*  Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility. Eﬁ e Eg% :

) ?Q‘Cﬁ 2

[ OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because: g =2 = ?r"ﬁ%

s  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings. "?__;!é oy P

»  There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds, o5 W &

s The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my fam'ﬂy St

.

Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory heaith of
people?

Why wasn’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement

between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.c. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased,

I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the USET

facility because:
s - Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and

flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronlla community.

People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers.

People are trying to find the origin of the toxins.

My family member(s) health concerns/conditions are
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Date: /" 3&’/?-

A
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk . - C‘{q
MC 105 \9
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality I e
P.0. Box 13087 o GPA
Austin, TX 78711-3087 VR 2&}
From: "/3'0&(—— ZH () C)ﬂé'ﬂ//r; VO By !/
350 Co fod 27 6B v
£Lobstows L —p3po
My phope number is:

5G (- HEP- YO gL

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE

PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown Nucoés
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be hel
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am aftaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. 1 am ullaching specific descriptions

of how [ am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
comimon to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and mnitiated

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Rcspe,ctt{lly,
e (Goiurn
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: /[ B0/

D
0

\;a
\9

Name: 4_0-4( CE &

Signature; ‘A o 2 ﬂ@é@c//

Address: ?qfa 7 en Ecﬁ:. 22 A

ﬁoéS o e il )‘LK 283 ¥0 ]
Phone Number: 3 G- 9/357 Lo G

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is

LT S strfer Aol Sourp [Terromisd e
SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Qnerating Hours (NOT 1p tn 24 hours a day) hecanse

L ]
-

Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

1-bei
My family lives south; the north winds would carry the 2ir emissions to us with greater frequency
Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

91/}
»I OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because i i’Z
*  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings. i&f‘i 3 EE Za
*  There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds
L]

The Mown air cutissivns from uncovered hugardows wisle would further endanger my fa

Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain tgiif
dust so that the high winds can't blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people? ,

Why wasn’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions ]1sted in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, luc, (now called US Ecology Texas, Ine.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

-

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardouy wastes thet are an addition 1o the 1999 permitted 1ist, i.e. nuc@

gt
2 9
wastes, efc. because the henlth issucs and threat to life would be increased. ‘-3:“ % fl",‘.g
e
1AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the USET % - %g%_m
facility because: g E:Z?B?j
= Residuee from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains an = —(%@
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields o the Perronila community and others. ) Z
*  Curently, thers is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila communlty = 2 %
o
*  People have suffercd from {llnesses, including cancers. 1l s ;
= Peaple erc trying to find the origin of the toxins,
« My family member(s) health concerns/conditions are
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To:  Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.0O. Box 13087

CGPA
DEC 2 L0
4
By y /}’

Austin, TX 78711-3087 e = g
From: "‘J‘Qhﬂ A 97 C&(O/pfgﬂ J/- [H\/\[ ?; " ’J-:::;
3977 Fm Kol §92 W% 5 C g
Ao bs 739¢ B I <
O, 7 T3 380 d v
o

My phone number is: 34’ / - 5 g 760 (7[5

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that | am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). Iam aftaching a staternent of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and inifiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration. in this matter.

Respectftﬂly, / // /

(sign)

Printed Name T hnn &7 f i/ @/e,f@zﬁ %
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: / 2// @ "/ /

Name: Jﬁ}?lﬂ /’7L4‘ /ﬂ /@éfﬁ/’glanature 0\4—7 /{/‘///
Address: 5)//7’7 p'm-@ g?é;\ 0

Ro bstpuwy 75 73389

R
L2 = o
Phone Number: 54’/ - 58?“50 9[:3 x;% e <
= o T
The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is: ey =2 Ef_:: S
/ ' ulee ol & . 29
o= 7
SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Awdméﬂ? £l
&

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. {TECO) to change the current 7: OOAM &
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:
s Residents would be epnved of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened
s My family Jived'd the winds would carry the air emissions to us with greater frequernicy.
s  Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.
[ ]
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new enirance on the western side of the facility because:
e USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge accessing the western part
of the facility. '
«  The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of private residential homes
“and deprive the residents of safety.
» It would also create problems accessing their property.
» It would also deprive the residents of the right to enjoy their property.
1 OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
e USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
¢ There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.
¢ The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

§ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear .
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

1 AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the USET
facility because: ’

o Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to ather connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.
Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers.
People are trying to {ind the origin of the toxins.
My family member(s) health concerns/conditions are
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Date: /59\/[&'/// /¥ Ok

A
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk | DEC Z'iﬁpﬁ
MC 105 Ev}e %

Texas Commission on Environmenta] Quality

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: _J X477 A 4? ééﬂ /C\égfﬂff}ﬂ [H W %"
G Kol 572~ YD o
Robstpwi, X 7830 ;%}

My phone number is: IEQ [~ 5 57 5~ 3 ?

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am aftaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully, :

~ ,
(_ifafﬂﬁtéﬁ. é?f Cégéﬁﬁé%gkaz
sign.

Printed Name: Mﬂ/{’f:’ ’4 é' ﬁﬁ /&\/ (ﬂ//@r/
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO 50052)

Date: / Z"’/ C& / / N |
Neme: 714" O (7. (a! oéf“sqgnamre U4 Q(;?L—@Zwm
Address; 7 (Z/a /(u/ 5’/’9'2

Robstw el 7y 79380
Phone Number: _ 3(p/~ S &S 34”3?

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

f e modh

SURJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO):; Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:.00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:
s Residents would be deprived of }ughtly rest, and therefore have their hezlth/ well-being threatened

e My family Jivedk ; the fwinds would carry the air emissions to us with greater trequency,

e  Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility. @ e 'S

L) ‘:-_1“:3 = e

1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side of the facility b@use :3%"‘ ZP}

® USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge accessing the west’”}fn pam;; Q % _gw
of the facility. e :E,?) g

e The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of private res1den’c1a1 Eﬁ‘mes g ig HEh
and deprive the residents of safety. g@; = e

* It would also create problems accessing their property. % e a9

* Itwould also deprive the residents of the right to enjoy their property. Lk %’* =

L J
L OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
o USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
*  There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds,
*  The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear .
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

I AMDEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the USET
facility because:

*  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and

flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

¢ Cuwrently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

*  People have suffered from ifinesses, including cancers.

* People are trying to find the origin of the toxins.

* My family member(s) health concerns/conditions are
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Date: ‘:Dl\ }L\QH 2 11
‘ 20t
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk mﬁ :

MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087 &2

o Bolinda P Qusbe =
Jm Foo R4 §90 >
Tobstowy 74 W40 =

My phone number is: ?(ﬁ f - 77@ —q(fﬂgi

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). 1 am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. Iam attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common fo the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,

Polidy 7o

L4

(=ign)
Printed Name: D 'Q,Lt'\ AQ ka SFHD

Attachment
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: \3\\\ Vol ol ,.f) , : ;

name:_ e lindo (G SJV(Q Signature: 5 J&X/’Wdﬁ Cﬁ@
agdress: 235D Form Ko {ECJ\

,/ﬁeméﬁ“}@w/’i A 1¥350 EN

<o 2

(87528 e =

(‘7 . - . -T1 ;;g ’N‘_“. 3
Phone Number: 2 (17 t"' P\[\Dl“ O\b:; \ E}EC; Z : 2&& E-:: o gfj F
A -
The distance and location of my property from the facility;gj‘; 4}/} ' s 2 - _—_2%%%’3

; y W s C — it

Yo ol Qmﬂ\ H o 5

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPCSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not Zj_rgours a day) because

s The close proximity causes: %6 hear the offensive shrill, screeching, high-pitched noises as well

as earth-shattering pounding sounds and increasingly roaring and pulsating noises.
o These harsh mechanical noises can also be heard by residents who are more than a mile away.
¢ The sickening odors are blown by the winds into my residence.
Expanding the hours of operation would increase-my. exposure to deafening noises as well as
threatening air emissions evidenced by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).

s My family and [ would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected, When do we sleep?

I OPPOSE allowing/penmitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:

¢  USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.

¢  The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested tratfic
in front of private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety.

s It would deprive close residents of accessibility to their property.
» [t would deprive people residing there of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private property.
»  The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health.

[ OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
e USET has been cited for mnismanagement of containers outside buildings.
e There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds,
* My residence is nearby.
¢ We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials.

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e.
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Health concerns/conditions of my family member{s} are
QOC\X ML \‘\QCL@\ ke s y Wolnea | Q\\\ﬁ)}j - OJKJV g2
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Date: &~ 2 = REV!EWED | l/
{

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk SEP 6 ti/_zmz
MC 105 By 4,7
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087 _ RO
From: _ TN i an ?; Costro o\uA
U .

3Ss/ Fm T2
ﬁcs/é@%w@ TA TEIED

My phone number is:  2L/-s-(0-&715 7

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 30052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. 1am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how [ will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

. £l
Respectfully, L =
Ho=

1 e o B
(stgmy-—- %:} s
5 £ —s

Printed Name: Tb SnnYy (;:?;S Aoz % =
B

PO A I

L
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: ‘5[/ &7/ /a2 ‘
Narme: fﬁ[j nr L.(g pﬂs-?ut} Signatu’r-:%‘

Address: 3591 FM [l
Q@f;&.l—omv\ TR 7y

Phone Number: 25 /o—- €19 )

The distance and location of niy property/residence from the facility is:

/’%1 /wz(éﬂ f.‘q_d?“#f{

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. {TECQ) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours & day) because:

*  Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

*  Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

*  Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are nat permitted)

- 1 OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
*  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

* There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

*  The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

*  Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

*  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Seitlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

I'OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc, because the health issues and threat to life would be increased,
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
* USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property..
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

¢ Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

«  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Pefronila coOmImunity.

*  People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are_ . A arp é. £ n c}"—! {‘L?f‘\ﬁi _C?J re s
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Date; 12-16-11

g % R
\ @ ‘ m =2 r;::f‘")
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk \Y\ Y, P ng
MC 105 \x?g Tn oz [%" o
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 00\ = é-zgg
P.O. Box 13087 | o o H2E0
Austin, TX 78711-3087 _;j OPA R %Z
Lo (3t o o«
From: Danny-Melissa Castro e i 204 I
3581FM §92 Py s
Robstown, TX 78380 - '

7

My phone number is: 361-510-8797

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE

PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 7838() and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). [ am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. Iam attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectiully, -

S ANLN j_ﬁbﬂwk\ QJ(LNEL:U

(sign)

Printed Name:w hiAg O &&V O Pl =S }S Cﬂg &

Attachment

)

/?7 (



ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN I{JO 50052)

Date: 12-16-11

. ST gy
Name: Danny-Melissa Castro Signature: - = /\_,@
‘-.._._._*) T ]

Address: 3581 FM RD 892

OPA

Robstown, TX 78380

Phone Number: 361-510-8797 TN Ny &?ﬁ@ii
l.
The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is: Ey‘ £7)
T

% mile north on FM 892

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:
»  Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened
* My family lives north; the south winds would carry the air emissions to us with greater frequency.
»  Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.
L]
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side of the facility because:
*  USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge accessing the western part
of the facility, > o =

Sl

*  The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of private residentiz%omeg %
and deprive the residents of safety, C‘D Dia ﬁ?"*%
» It would also create problems accessing their property. £ [
¢ It would also deprive the residents of the right to enjoy their property. :éo o0 W{::ﬁ}%g
. 7z o I A
[ OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because; % = {%Ej
°  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings. "E.-—'g &2 %2
¢ There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds. g &2

¢ The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc, because the health is;ues and threat to life would be increased.

I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the USET

facility because:

¢ Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and

flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Peironila community and others.
Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.
People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers,
People are trying to find the origin of the toxins,
My family member(s) health concerns/conditions are

HEALTE CONCERNS/CONDITIONS: Has had severe nose bleeds and loss of smell, included with
severe headaches.
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Date: ?S CO\ -

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality ,
REVIEWED

P.O. Box 13087 .

Austin, TX 78711-3087 1,]
From: L’? Sere VAL CQC)'TW

2248 Tk S

L shownm, T "GO

My phonénumber s Y- 06Y 7N 67

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,
(sign) - 25
_ — . B o®
Printed Name: e Spweerc ] \‘{{” (OEB\, Y o ¢
o
&,
T —
Attachment - = =
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: g" Ut o
Name: Eb‘m—&-"ﬁ‘«\‘&\ C_u;)jro Signature/é- ;,; MMQSQQS_;C ( QQ ﬁ
Address: ST T b BSL
W\ Yoo TTA D ¥4
Phone Number: \\\vﬂ%:\&, T~ O -2 {},j

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

LRSS 3N

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPQSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

+  Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

s Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

e Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted}

[ OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

» USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

o There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

s  The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family,

s Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

»  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
¢ USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

o Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

s Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

»  People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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Date: B’ L— 0

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: )j& Q\Mﬁ% CQ/Z}‘\\’{ ) /}
DY ¥ o 1 BRL |
VdosYou~ T TH3G0 _

My phone number is: %\_w 2 Lo

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,
Q \\\g._.(‘ )i Q; ‘5"\\( ?
(sign) .
. £
Printed Name: g;\ M Q:}-BY . R rey
' 27 20
} o P
H o SEE
& . CS6s
o = IZEC
Attachment pa T
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Date: B~ 11— Y
Name: Cg\\\/m“\ (@SN VN Signature: D._%\JL\ Q:ﬁ'\
address: gt VS s Ll 890

Vwrsfooon. T D850
Phore Number: Dot~ T~ L

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC, (TECQ) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

¢ Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

*  Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

o Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

1 OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because;

o USET was cited for mismanagement of containers ocutside buildings.

¢ There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

e The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family,

»  Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

*  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now calied US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc, because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
+ [USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
[ AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about tie Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

e Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others,

*  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

»  People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the sowrce,

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geclogical impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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Date: g"r7)7‘ (M. | | '- @/

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105 :
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087
,
From: Z\J\ il U )
o A Cas e SEP 05 202
23S Tl 89N By 47
ol tome x B2W

My phone number is: ,—g\)\'“ ’\ QS - Cﬂ

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that T am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter,

Respectiully,
v A Ao Q B
(sign) SRR
- O _“‘qg
.><Printed Name: _VGulér  (gitra % v
TR
) o
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Date: %-10- L
Name: r—)“au\ e C@) AL )éignature: W bt
Address: ” L5 e y B

VdoSX G, AL E3BY
Phone Number: {%‘(::, \"‘\) S S - ;1 ) g 7

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

N

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECQ) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

o Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

e  Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

o Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

1 OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

¢ USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

o There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

e The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

e Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the liin
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people? '

»  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased,
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
e USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage difch that runs through the facility:

s Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

e  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

o People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source,

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family meiber(s) are
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REVIEWED

{

Date: B2 0 =
SEP 04 2012
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk oy
MC 105 BY.
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality ~
P.O. Box 13087 WA
Austin, TX 78711-3087 ox‘)‘ﬂ)
From: [ hoias Castro v

] L E. Avenue. D
Psbetown, TX 782 %D

My phone number is:
Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE

PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that [ am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US
Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how [ am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not

common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,
/
e 'd CR25Tro o o
(sign) 5 o
‘ - L &
Printed Name: L M <[ o C s 7L e f%) ;jj
e v S
. 'éf“':\s -
_% S
& o
R TN
Py
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN N‘O. 50052)
Date: 5 o~ L) —/ =2

Name: Lu >/ :z (\g &“{‘ o Signature: .l ¢, ?/? s « \9 7)/2) )\
Address: é? / Z‘a /4‘“ e Ipdd s g
Bobstewn, TX 7% 3 5a

Phone Number:

The distance and location of my property from the facility is:

4 10/7/(/@? J/)or“7{“/f\\

SUBJECT: USECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because
» The sickening odors may be blown by high winds into my residence.
¢ Expanding the hours of operation would increase exposure to threatening air emissions evidenced
by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).
s My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected. When do we sleep?

s Why is the Thermal Unit on east side of the facility being operated at night when the facility is
NOT permitted to operate after 8:00PM?

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:

o  USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.

¢ The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic
in front of private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety and accessibility to their
property.

e 1t would deprive people residing there of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private property.

o The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy heaith,

[ QPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
e  USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
»  There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds; my residence is nearby.
s We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials,

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e.
nuclear wastes, etc, because the health issues and threat io life would be increased.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact ?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are




B pssmy

o9 7 =
G221, B2

_sa) 2w G -

2825 ~IIAL
/ %QM\

oo HE400 IRL J9 209

R R

e e emin e e



EXPRESS’
;s MAIL

[ATES POSTAL SERVICE

Mailing Env}
For Domestic and Intert.

b
"

TREMELY URGENT

Please Rush To Addressee

pit 112 =2f HeneR . OIM

R

M EXPRESS
‘ MAIL

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE %

DELIVERY: {POSTAL:!
Dlivary Almpl
e, iy

"QRIGIA{POSTAL SERVICE DSE ONLY):

Mailing Label

Label v¢5, Murch 2004

Post Gffice To Addressee

Betivry Afizmpl © Time Ol | B

A,

Ho. _ Duy Clem

nature

Delivery Daty

Echoggrd Sofe,oi Hegvery | Relu Figesipt Fee
EFEIL | D |y 2 3

[islomer requests wapiar of signaturn
e By I0

Employse Slgnatis

- 4o, Dz
o Omy  vow | FeheduEdTima of Givar| OB Fee | insurshoe For GUSTOMER LISE ONLY - SO
PAYHENT BY AGCDUNT e PWAIVER DF SIGHATUAE Dottt Mald Cn)
Time Avespiss Bﬂ Do |5 5 Eanross MaN Cormarnis Aot R b et

'g(:) Hileary Totel Poatega & Fod:
/-Z ot Daory  laeow | $ ; g_. f"a

Fodo:al Agency Actl, No. of
Postal Senvice Acsl. Mo,

FiotBate D or el
. wd {1 et Gouniey Gade Ansapigase Emp, Inlljals
=
L Bwe e I3 W P
e —7 : T
E@:s(&é! ;_MQ_L“_S TOU[PLEABE FRIKT) PKONE |

. Fg)b_g:ﬁmuerm

EOSTEP AU 5hre SING.
“8§g§f 2 echHEl OHATE 74

-
Mgﬁkg CHe 5'7@?(;.,

re (o5 [ TCER
Po Bor 30w
Aus 70 TExAS

PRESS HARD. YOU ARE MAKING 3 COFIES.

R PICKUP OR TRACKING

FATIVIRIERT

oFEjcE oF THE CliHtiF cniK

www,usps.com.’

B

UNITED STATES
POSTALSERVICE e

ITYED STATES,
UMITED SPATES,
Fa

EXPRESS MAIL
POSTAGE REQUIRED

4.5, POSTAGE

B
CHRISTI.TH
mapﬁ75 o
PURi0AT

825 90

0DN59882-06
whnen used intarnationally
affix susloms daclarations
(PS Fenm 2976, or 2976A).

o] | Lo

ik

T
o
-
m

3
[
.
og
BE
=2 o
oo
c
g%
am
]
-
8
a
v
E
%
]
o
B

“afesas o3 Jous 5 BEoRd 511 WE| [BISRS] JO UOHEIDIN B 8q A2l asneyy

“spusdys @yepy seaidxg Buipuas Uy esn Jo} A0S papincid 51 PUE EIARS [WS0d ST S0 Ayadoid ayy 5] GuiBeyasd sy,




Date: B -2 = [V

To: Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.0. Box 13087 ; REVIEWED
Austin, TX 78711-3087 iT
i SEP 05 2012
7/

From: \r\)d \ \\[ 1C Calt¥rg
K Dl SR S e\ 8 |
Rcortown T 575

LG1-6E - 2007

My phone number is:

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Heology Texas, Inc. Facility. Tam attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully, : % ;:%’ o
. 273 Py
”ﬂCWW[’\ o (onk o 8D
(s1gn) rFaq g L 3
&3 i
- A Printed Name: /\m, (u /{ (’5{ j‘H/\) é%j ?; J“,;}
Moas  F
bt
Attachment
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: 8 ) &7 - ‘L

Name: Nﬂ\ \r\\.l \(Cﬂb\ (Y Sig_natu]?és. /}/2% /( @/&

Address: Q\%%%— RERTR W JGlL. ’
Moo TIn Y INO

Phone Number: A&t~ TJoS - 20

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

[V

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO}: Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ QPPOSE allowing/permitting 1S ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM QOperating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

+  Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

»  Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

o Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

[ OPPQSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

o USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings,

s  There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

s The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

e Why does the kila dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

e Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

[ OPPOSE arny requests for any hazardeus wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
»  USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility;

+ Residues from the USET facility could be washed inte the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

s Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

¢ People have suffered from llnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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Date: 12-16-11

To: Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality u QPR
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

o v
From: Teodoro Castro \\3\ —h V
TSI S %

Robstown, TX 78380 \

My phone number is: 361-249-5406

AHO SO HY
€76 W L2930 W

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE

PLAN NO, 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces

County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held

concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). Tam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my

property from the US Ecology Texas, Ine. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions -

of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter,

Respectfully,
Dl (Fl S
(sign)

Printed Name: “Trrdmorm  Caslbrs

Attachment
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: 12-16-11

Name: Teodoro Castro Signature; ,?4&&(?»3 < {é».«Z@L é: (A
Address: 3575 FM RD 892 @?ﬁ%
- T a2 s
Robstown, TX 78380 #&C E 8

\}%’
ey

Phone Number: 361-249-5406
ey

The distance and location of my property/residence from the faciiity is:

% mile north on FM 892

SUBIECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

T OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC, (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because;
* Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened
¢ My family lives north; the south winds wouid carry the air emissions to us with greater frequency.
»  Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.
[ ]
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new enfrance on the western side of the facility because:
s USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge accessing the western part
of the facility.
¢ The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of private residential homes
and deprive the residents of safety.
o It would also create problems accessing their property.

e It would also deprive the residents of the right to enjoy their property. g . T‘-‘f::.:
1 OPPOSE the inerease in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because: c.-r,; A
o USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings. e
o There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds, =~
s The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my Iﬁ{@lly §
1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list @ nuckishr
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased. RES i::)d

I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainape ditch that runs through the USET
facility because:

o Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.
Currently, there is evidsnce of contamination discovered in the Petronila community,

People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers.
People are trying to find the origin of the toxins.
My family member(s) health concermns/conditions are

HEALTH CONCERNS/CONDITIONS: Having troubles breathing, nose bleed, can’t smell, Very
heavy odor. Can’t stand it.
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n ! n
Date: 12-/%- // PEC 21 204
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk BY /2, o 2 g
. z
MC 103 R o
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality o 2D
P.O. Box 13087 SR %gf
Austin, TX 78711-3087 > o G285
» S T el
From: [ uvis pl é”ﬁ"cf& !H\/\! CE) ) ah

3936 CE 49 JUALE
Eoéxs'fomm;,ﬁ ‘78 350

My phone numberis: 36/~ § 77~ ?if‘gf_?

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). [ am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. 1 am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter,

Respectfully,

() e WD,
Printed Name: Z v 5 [\D 6(!’ » £ O

Attachment



ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Date: Lol 2 /8- /]
Name: Z i D AD Gd releo Signature: i%ﬁ / déu.c»_ﬁ
Address: 3 736 C# L9

Kohstown Tx OPRA

. ) : &
Phone Number: é é/) =] f It / & & DEL 3 201
. : | o BYLL .
The distance and location of my property from the facility is: A
'l" 'IM‘: 16") ?CM&VVL _Fﬁf«-‘*[(i‘[‘i? )ﬂo-ril’ét. &‘P fau]!% 6 W
CE (9

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permiiting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOUR,S

established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because —.;— = o
+  The sickening odors would be blown by the winds into my residence. @ e f
*  Expanding the hours of operation would increase exposure to threatening air em15510n%ayideﬂéé = .
by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion). by ™ :{:3?: e
* My family and 1 would be deprwed of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health:and well- ﬁO—“‘—/zf
being negatively effected. ;‘g ", 3%5’;67
= [N
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the fg’(glity: n? gzm
o USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their propertﬁﬁht ff; i~

accesses the western part of the facility.
»  The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic.
* It would deprive people residing nearby of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private
property.
s The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health.

I OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
#+  USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
s  There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.
= My residence is nearby.
*  We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials,

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted hst ie.
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Health concerns/conditions of my family member (s) are
J/’r’ﬂ) C@f“c/%/ ZA ?Z /fﬁj 3 S
,ﬁmﬁm{ "/’ VVlé‘Cé: ng 1464585 CE'UI’ 71 /EEZLVL
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1

/ - 17— LTE - OmA
Date: i — " Q= o
L' pEC ) 0% = = o
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk B / o U ozg
MC 105 ¥ p 5 2 &g
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality & ii,% g})
P.0. Box 13087 - L T o
Austin, TX 78711-3087 . d V‘L 2 T F
L G H3 ~ o
From: 1’/‘} /.G’ X 6’: A2 O

2829 FEm 92
RobstToww, TX 763%6

My phone number is: 3[0[ o 7;1 /Q - / q éL/

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE

PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). | am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. [ am aftaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public, Also included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,

. %/ /ﬂﬁ’ R
(sign) J

Printed Name: Hb /—QX @ [l e

Attachment

s

SvxdL



F3
Tl

ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: /2~ /l7"'// '

Name: )/'}' /PX - Signature; A/// ’7 2 =

Address: o2 < ol 67 F 7 %7"’2——-

2 0
= z
)‘Q Eaf"u ) 7L, TX 743 0 I 0¥
f AN
23 285
Phone Number: 3é/ *“’(7:1(5; — /é/}é{ / By ) Zg e »<r<%£ﬁ
s e =
The distance and location of my property from the facility is: :‘:“-ﬂ”":; n? %
/ 1(\ -
USET J S / /L.L h’?//as %@M%/’) o lfnj DrO}MBYT!— ;

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECOQ): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:C0AM to §:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (1ot 24 hours a day) because

»  The sickening odors would be blown by the winds into my residence

Expanding the hours of operation would increase exposure to threatening air emissions evidenced
by edors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).

My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well
being negatively effected.

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
o .

USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.

The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic
It would deprive people residing nearby of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private
property.

¢  The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy hezlth

[ OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because
*  USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings

!
There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds

L
s My residence is nearby.
L J

We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e
nuclear wastes, ete. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ %ﬁ o i o
Mail Code MC-105 A RPN 49,
P.0. 13087 & 0 gﬁgﬁ‘%
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 (http://www.tceq.state.tx. us/about/comments. htm?n 2 «_{%%g
: <&
August 30, 2011 [ o &
R w F
SUBJECT: US Ecology Texas, Inc

Permit/ Compliance Plan Renewal and Major Amendment, #50052
Section HA; IX: Operational Hours; AND Section ITA: New Entrance;
AND Permit Section LD;L.D.9 (Table V.B.): Uncovered Waste Storage

I OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM
operating hours established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because
¢ 1live nearby to the south; the winds blow frequently from the north
during the late fall and winter and early spring toward my ; area.
s USET has had serious lapses in good operations management

The facility has been cited for not using the Waste Analys1s Plan,

for not implementing the Contingency Plan, and for not
implementing the Inspection Plan.

These lapses have sent emissions off-site; caused fires and explosions
Human health and the environment were endangered

Residents would be deprived of overnight rest and their health
threatened.

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side
of the facility because:
® USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge

accessing the western portion of the facility
- ]

The proposed new entrance wonld create congested traffic in front of
private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety

H
accessibility fo their property, and the enjoyment of their property

I OPPOSE the increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because
-]

USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
o There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds
My residence is effected when the wind blows from the north.
Please consider on-site inspection of the facility by qualified personnel and a period

of monitered compliance before awarding a renewed permit and major amendment

Sincerely, i /7
%y B ‘ &,{ﬁ L S
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Date: 5—25—22] \Q\G\\f"k) '

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk \9
MC 105 ' _
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality REVIEWED
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087 SEP 04 2012

From: ‘(3,!@12,[()5 CP Q (b A6 By__ %//
3968 Covaty Bd #01 |
?obs*’%w, TR W38

My phone number is: /Z@)) '73(1‘; .08

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). [ am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the deseriptions of how [ will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

=
z =~ g
Respectfully, & g WS
[l {6 v CIER
- N It v == FOFE
(sign) & 5 L0
\ . e L (&
Printed Name: LJ’HLL}.} { (.:-u.mg 3 f A %‘
m W =

Attachment



ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING {PLAN N@&, 50052)
Date: 5-21~- (2
Name: C«r’r ales F C’ < e CY@ Signature; ('} j‘hu’ &C ﬁ CNC . (p;
Address:  376F  Cown 'Ft? 24 #4 9

Tobstvw 7% 250

Phone Number: {Je 1) 937 - F6os

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

> 3’?’23/2::. Maﬂg/ll

SUBIECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO); Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM fo
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

¢ Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

o Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

e Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permiited)

I OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

¢ USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings,

¢ There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

*  The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

* * Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

o Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecclogy Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

I OPPCSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
I OPPGSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
e USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
1AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

e  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others,

s Currently, there is evidence of comamination discovered in the Petronila community.

s People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Heaith concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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Date:

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.0. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: H: Loa N. Gilegow
2768 CE _ 4
Eoés'raww,; Ty. 78380

My phone number is: 3 (- 43¢ - Kb

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE 7
PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.0O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto. ,

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PI.AN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). 1am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully, ' o =
. Ve , L a3 O
mj 77 Z o= <
: Y4 s Y il SEATPLS I mey
N v [ [ srpe) = D
(sign) Fro owe gg:{u.'z-’*m.=i
. i/ : ‘ 25 EZ0Ex
Printed Name: /74 cord V. é?:/ [ZON zf; 9 fé’g%ff\
: T O
EN] o
e zZ
rTi 1M - ’,‘E

Attachment
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN N('). 50052)
Date: S 27- 201z
Narme: Ht Lpa vV v G‘u & o0 Signature: Wé/%& ,—y" Ql/z,dw

Address; 37693 @[Z /ﬂq
CoBstown, Ty, 18380
Phone Number: 3§/~ 4¢3 ¢4- 6 4t
The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

3 _MILES NVORTH

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

¢ Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

* Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility,

e  Why is the Therma) Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

I OPPOSE the inerease in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

*  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

*  There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

@ The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

*  Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

®  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased,
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility

*  USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.

I'AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

°  Residues from the USET facility couid be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

*  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

* People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are & 6{{?. < € L EGS
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pate: /2 ~[ &~ L mf_c% o
By ,7;‘

To: Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105

)

2 = O
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality = o <
P.0. Box 13087 I
Austin, TX 78711-3087 o S
gy 1 HW = - £8gs
From: lx)z//!am @u)s:\)!v/\) m é =2 ??’;
o 57
3522 ¥l 73, w L F
gobgi@wdﬂj TX 7528 0
My phone number is: 2 4 / S$to ¥ 4 694
Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.
Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US
Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am aftaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.
Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter,
Respectfully,
/i ) jr/‘(/é"/ /1"4- -~ '/%-/
(sign)}”’
Printed Name: (J L ; Ao !A‘? : C: W/y ~ V/
Attachment
A

@\



ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO 50052)

Date: /Q 'ﬂ/g"_/ﬂ

Name: Lf_) //[a}*)f} @uf&r/’\f 1’\) Signature: {/‘} b (/Lq Y el
Address;: =3 52& \‘dﬁ//‘ g)

Robstewn 7X ‘79%8’0 oA £ o 2.
' o O 5EY
"o AR
Phone Number: _ £{a [ S /0 ,24&?5( = e ?OE%‘:‘
2 & VE—— &3 13 i‘}%@'ﬁ
The distance and locatior: of my property from the facility is: I < ;i r}ig
N =
I/;v me/QL \ﬂﬁ’\r"—H (o348 rﬁff?z&? = =

SUBIECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because

e The sickening odors would be blown by the winds into my residence.

Expanding the hours of operation would increase exposure to threatening air emissions evidenced
by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).

My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and weli-
being negatively effected.

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:

e USET has already consiructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.

The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic.
It would deprive people residing nearby of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private
property.

»  The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health.

1 OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
»  USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.
My residence is nearby.

We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials.

L - 2

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e.
nueclear wastes, etc, because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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3522FM 892 .
Robstown, TX 78380 \g

Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ 52

Mail Code MC-105 S

P.O, 13087 _ o

Austin, Texas 78711-3087 (http://www.iceq.state.tx.us/about/comments.html SS

&3

August 30,2011 e

SUBJECT: US Ecology Texas, Inc.
Permit/ Compliance Plan Renewal and Major Amendment, #50052

Section JTA; IX: Operational Hours; AND Section ITA: New Entrance;
AND Permit Section L.D;1.D.9 (Table V.B.): Uncovered Waste Storage

Y OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:060AM to 8:00PM
operating hours established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because:

I live near of the facilityzthe odors are very pronounced since my
home is very close. The wind blows from the east and southeast most

of the time.
USET has had serious lapses in good operations management:

The facility has been cited for not using the Waste Analysis Plan,
for not implementing the Contingency Plan, and for not

implementing the Inspeetion Plan.
These lapses have sent emissions off-site; caused fires and explosions.

Human health and the environment were endangered.
Residents would be deprived of overnight rest and their health threatened.

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side

of the facility because:
USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge

accessing the western portion of the facility.

The proposed new entrance would create congested trafiic in front of
private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety,
accessibility to their property, and the enjoyment of their property.

e

1 OPPOSE the increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.

o My residence is close. :
Please consider on-site inspection of the facility by qualified personnel and a period

of monitored compliance before awarding a renewed permit and major amendment.

Sincerely, - % . L
AJ Lo tT < ,I/ Yo /( "q / rs__ZL“.
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" FM 892 \\
Robstown, TX 78380
Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ

Mail Code MC-105 —
P.O. 13087

oy

|- )

Aungust 30, 2011 . ;i : L
SUBJECT: US Ecology Texas, Inc. ‘ -

Permit/ Compliance Plan Renewal and Major Amendment, #5?&1052 =
Section [1A; IX: Operational Hours; AND Section I1A: New Entranée
AND Permit Section 1.D;1.D.9 (Table V.B.): Uncovered Waste Storage

I OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:060AM to 8:00PM
operating hours established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because
¢ Ilive near of the facility;the odors are very pronounced since my

home is very close. The' wind blows from the east and southeast most
of the time.

USET has had serious lapses in good operations management:
The facility has been cited for not using the Waste Analysis Plan,
for not implementing the Contingency Plan, and for not
implementing the Inspection Plan.
These lapses have sent emissions off-site; caused fires and explosions
Human health and the environment were endangered
Residents would be deprived of overnight rest and their health threatened

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side
of the facility because:

e USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge
accessing the western portion of the facility.

‘The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of
private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety,

accessibility to their property, and the enjoyment of their property.
I OPPOSE the iner

[

sase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
USKET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings

There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds
o My residence is close.

Please consider on-site inspection of the facility by qualified personnel and a period
of monitored compliance before awarding a renewed permit and major amendment

Si Ly, y
e :
B T\
C’J ‘ ',(./:/0./\.- M’\ é/-_\(;’\jy”f’/ : g/%a
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Date: L 2b =‘? N §
REVIEWED

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk :
AUG 3 0 2012

MC 105 . \
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality M1V _

P.O. Box 13087 /}{x}é By_ (4
Austin, TX 78711-3087 g\ [

From: A:/:f:)ﬁn @ C[?M:f ],oﬁHL
3993 O 49
/@/&g\,ﬁ@ww/i] J 7Pz

My phone number is: éé-l )35}7 —2,7 0

Subject; My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces

County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). Iam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. Tam attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter,

7
b

Respectfully, = ~
£ /J 7= - 7
] L= ]

e
(sign) 3 3
e 3
. ;of o CD :-‘l;;
PrmtedName:Zf—.{.Z‘ e I7/d L/’_/@ /;"Trﬂ/ft o
/ o/ F o
[

Aftachment
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Date: ? Pl S P . Z .
Name: Z—/Améaz/ Q. O(/Q fﬁ? L% j Sig]1aturecg2éjﬁ%~’i—f7 %%

Address: 3522 ﬂfgég

/@géﬁ\E@wm W?P?m

Phone Number: ,é[;s(“ 7 2y 7. 270

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

/ - ..g/ ‘WJ):&/E_//__—-'

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

s Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

e Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

e Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

I OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

» USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

o There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

#  The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my famiiy.

#  Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

»  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc, because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
»  USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

o  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
tflow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

¢ Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila commanity.

¢ People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source,

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are




Miien W i e o 4 e+t s
e

L

o

ﬁéﬁf{@ |

gy
DNMJ@Q

ON B RMENT,
QUAL T ENTA

262 Mg 29 py 24|
CHiEF CLERKS OFFICE

2;) (2057 ,
mﬂj}ﬂ 7571 ~323

cE CCg LR
OFFICE oF e Clref

Me (05
70? ’
4



i
7
! Oty C i@cﬁ U-S, POSIAGE
: AL gy coms (frs. o
g AL o i . ncmzum.\.:m
© FOITAC Sbitncg aunNT
i UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE ; ) 22 jtis 29 p Al einee
8 g ety e ,u%nmww_mr_ 3
£ CHiEe o ; 3-05 H
. ERKS Orfige
& gE
a L)
Maifing Envelope £3
3N
Visit us at vsps.com m m._w.
i i3
INTERNATIONAL RESTRICTIONS ARPLY: E M_.W.
Cuslams forms ars required. Consult the .Ws ,w.
International Maif Manual (M) at pe.usps.goy 52
or ask a retaif assoclate for details. e
B &
S
53
25
3
28
g3
'
£ g
-3
Fram:/Expéditeur: mrww . L
a F s 2x
s i ¢ % o ] =5
m B S VEN
54 26 CHEV CHASE g W, 0
g ..M S04 7= £5
& o ; %A 7! h.. ]
o i & 13
8 ; % 2 @mm& Mm MM %%%%M% S O 23
£ % gww @ % y-. % T.Q m.\,.\wumz_..;u 5
w. W TovDesliratalre: ! ,mm
E g £
s 72 : ¢ i
1 OF JHEF Chf
E m. . BE
m ]
s/ TCe
£ g 5§ _, . 3]
- g A
Lo TEXAS TETN-337 15
= m.“, Country of Bestinationy/Pays de destination: WJ. wh
oy . =
L o T
E =
.m E R Recycle W m
PS00000000013 mom =




Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Date: é—fl 2o .~ /A Qg@\xfk;\)

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk \SD\
MC 105 .
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality =4 EVE EWE 0D
P.O. Box 13087 '
Austin, TX 78711-3087 AUG 3 0 201

From: ,/7/\(;&;/\(_]4 q{/‘g@ﬂgﬁ.\% ay q% H
2852 O 49
,ﬁdé%\/@(/f)ﬁlf I 828

My phone mumber is: (3] ) 357 -2, 0

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). Iam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility, T am attaching specjﬁc descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

]
Respectfully, == ; %
% 2 = o8
%Z?/w ERRSE <
: ~O T P
sig \ &5 Das
0 Tml
Printed Name: ﬂ’l/g i Q ,Oé?f’\; ﬁ e ;:f/
%
Attachment
(\[\



ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: E oxb6 - [

Name: M g 7\/22‘!,{)@ ;«T Signatum%j/t«a Mﬁ?

Address: _ >S98 = g’%é? | o J v
/go/ﬂ-;b[a 7 W 5 287

Phone Number: ( Bp) D 397 - 3/ 70

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

it !

/# Qf e W

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. {(aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:
»  Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened
¢ Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.
®  Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? {Operations at night are not permitted)
1 OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
¢  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buitdings.
» ‘There is a greater threat of toxins being blown offsite by the high winds.
e The blown air emissicns from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.
¢ Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t biow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory heaith of
people? '
»  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Seftlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?
1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
{ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
¢ USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
1 AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:
*  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.
e Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.
o  People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.
Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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Date: ,Q"-,?d, U{Q\ . | !

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk
MC105
Texas Commiission on Env1romnental Quality 9 Y
f
VD
PG

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: /'4/\[%9 [f A//Wf/ﬂi
3873 (K (7
/(3 és—ku ", T was 2380

My phone number is: 3&[ ~38 73 10

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces

County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). Iam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. T am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common fo the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

spectiully. 53 %‘
M&Q@HQ " 2
/) P o 6
Printed Name: ﬂ// [ / f/(? %\/ / /f/k _- % if
Attachment : :
o o REVIEWED
AUG 30 2012 ,
By (1% b /D
—
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(
ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO, 50052)

Dete: (oD '
Name: M('Z[/1 41(6 #f/(% &, .'/G'L ' Slgnaturwtﬁ%/ﬂk

Address: SWS f/z (p‘g
/6:[;3 4@% T exens 29330

Phone Number: 37, (~$3 )~ KRS

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

(S ol

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECCLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:.00AM to
8:00PM Ogperating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:
* Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened
o Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.
*  Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)
T OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
¢ USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
* There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.
¢ The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger nry family.
¢ Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?
*  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Ine.} and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?
I'OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e, nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
¢ USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property,
[ AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces Countv drainage ditch that runs through the facility:
* Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches znd across fields to the Petronila community and others.
o Curently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community,
o People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.
Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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Date: _dO Pre o] ' H
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk OpEC 28 o
MC 105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality By W
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: CwaRWE B '\jﬁNES JR ’ﬁ;’ ’-’-}E% @
% SR 5

3475 Comwry I‘QD I~ U 1 % i
RegsTown, TX 78360 % E
8 X

My phone number is: 33-” 7477~j 547 ~

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE

PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. [ am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

¢

2

Respectfuily, \ %
QSZ\G\J\E}/:{, % . (\M\M qft.

(sign) oo

Printed Name: CHARLIE B J@NE‘EJQ

F0H0 ST
SCE W L2
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: AL DEL RO

Name: GH hREYE . Jmﬂggsf.\jp\ Signature; @\ GJLDJ‘@/ Té (XM [}\,
Address: 34 78 EG‘HHTV }Q& d’q 0

Rogsrown, TX 79390 OBk
E}E( 13 ?iﬁﬁ

M
The distance and location of my property from the facility is: BY
. . . o
Arpy. 3 MiLE Souty odn CR &G

Phone Number: 3¢e)] 14 7 575 2 7

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATI'NG HOURS
establisked in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because
= The sickening odors would be blown by the winds into my residence.
*  Expanding the hours of operation would increase exposure to threatening air emissions evidenced
by edars (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).

+ My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected.

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:
e USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.
s The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic,
¢ It would deprive people residing nearby of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful pr1vist§
propetty.
o The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would plevent rest, peace, and destroealtlﬁ

lSZ

I OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
s USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
* There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.
s My residence is nearby,
s Wedon’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials.

30H40 S0

9E € W LT3

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e.
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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N .
Date: /\D f_p; & ' ,3_—18
; ) | T Qé:‘;— '
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk \% \’be{a/ % w ggc‘%fﬁ '
MC 105 ) < = 5%;_@?5
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality W A . fg%}‘
P.0. Box 13087 P B~
Austin, TX 78711-3087 = ”
From: ,,%55@[ / \)wgﬂ%ﬁﬂ ¢
5”0:? M Haclibery HQ
Beshep  TX 78343 Op&
&R0 3 3010
My phone number is: By (LLJ

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE k U
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). Iam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. Iam attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how [ will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.
Respectfully,

Printed Name

/? vssel/ J o 5.mﬁmo



ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Date:lﬁ “ﬁz ?"’ :720}/ &
Name: ? u55£?// Cj;nﬁmm’?"7 Signature: ?? W% %/AW
Address;_ 03 /;éj K 6cw;/
Oishop TX 28393
Phone Number; (3 6 /- 589 A 0¥ By @/

The distance and location of my leased property from the facility is: #

JRED LeeT fasr ot The Casi nr Fodianr €

I OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM operating hours
established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because:
* My employees and [ frequently operate farm equipment near the F as57 and
sides of the USET facility; we are close to the new cell 50 dumping site as well as the
storage buildings plus processing and treatment buildings. The odors and noise are

terrible
Human health and the environment may be negatively effected. . &3 O
»  Local residents would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have %ﬁ' ndTth =
and well-being threatened. ; % ;_1'38
* My employees and I would have increased exposure to the resulis of any actijdties on, the Of;%,*
USET property. W ZRED
= -
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side gf_"?' m RO
of the facility because: pox N P E‘f
»  USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete brldge access@ the g =
western portion of the facility, wn
o The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of private residential
homes and deprive the residents of safety, accessibility to their property, and the
enjoyment of their property,
1 OPPOSE the increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
s USET was cited for mismanagement of containers cutside buildings.
e There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.
s We don’t know the toxicity of the stored materials that may blow off-site.
I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
waste, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
b o o ¢ ! ,
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_ N . JRR = Z8
Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ * \ \\) < %%‘éﬁ
Mail Code MC-105 EES £oze
P.O. Box 13087 &3 j"s"nﬁ
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 ( httn://www.tceq.state.tx.us/about/comments.htg@@a - EZ
b
September 20, 2011 -

SUBJECT: US Ecology Texas, Inc. (TECO): Permit Renewal #50052; Amendment

Section IIA; IX, Operational Hours; AND Section IIA: New Entrance;
Permit Section LD;1.D.9 (Table V.B.) Uncovered Waste Storage

I OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM
aperating hours established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because:
» My employees and I frequently operate farm equipment pear the £
and _#E sides of the USET facility; we are close to the new cell
50 dumping site as well as the storage buildings plus processing and
treatment buildings. The odors and noise are terrible.
USET has had serious lapses in good operations management:
The facility has been cited for not using the Waste Analysis Plan,
not implementing the Contingency Plan, and not implementing the
Inspection Plan; emissions, fires, and explosions have resulted.
Human health and the environment were negatively effected.
Local residents would be deprived of night hours to rest, and
therefore, have their health and well-being threatened.
My employees and I would have increased exposure to the results of
any activities on the USET property.

1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side
of the facility because:

USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge
accessing the western portion of the facility.

The proposed new entrance would ereate congested traffic in front of
private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety,
accessibility to their property, and the enjoyment of their property,

¢ How would it effect my farming operation?

I OPPOSE the increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

o USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.

‘The farmland acres where my employees and I work are located to
the & - WF

from the uncovered storage area; we don’t

know the toxicity of the of stored materials that may blow off-site.

Please conduet on-site inspections of the facility with qualified TCEQ personnel and

allow a monitored tgme of compliance before granting any permit; deny expansion,

;Z 5’9?/{’&&% }’gg, DacF Sgﬂg?‘/&’a 5 @ C.;éyé’{'&’é{ Eaﬁu@f :
. vhere The
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Date: /2"""‘ [7"’”//

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105
Texas Comumission on Environmental Quality
P.0O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: DeWaj qu/m.r\f
5017 CR /O
é?sho’oﬁ TX 78343

My phone number is: 35/"“‘ 5?%"* 3636

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). 1 am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

(sign) O

Printed Name: D.ﬁa W&fj LC{’ Mf“l’?@}/}

Respectfully,

Attachment



ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: December 17,2011 .
- Signature: M‘(ﬁ)@j——

Name: Dewey Lawhon

Address: 5017 CR10
Bishop, TX 78343
OPA

Phone Number: 361-584-3036 ,
DEC 27 201

The distance and location of my property from the facility i Zp
By LA
2 mile south on CR69

I OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8 :00PM operating hours
established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because:
My employees and I frequently operate farm equipment near the USET facility; we are
close to the new cell 50 dumping site as well as the storage buildings plus processing and
terrible when the wind is from the notth,

Human health and the environment may be negatively effected,
- ¢ Local residents would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have their health
and well-being threatened.
* My employees and I would have
USET property.

increased exposure to the results of any activities on the

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new enfrance on the western side

of the facility because:
* USET has already built a convenient

western portion of the facility.,
¢ The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of private residential

homes and deprive the residents of safety, accessibility to their property, and the
enjoyment of their property,
I OPPOSE the increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
*  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
¢ ‘There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds,

°*  Wedon’t know the toxicity of the stored materials that may blow offisite,

private road and concrete bridge accessing the

T OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted lig‘%i.e. ll-ll;glear

wasle, etc. because the health issues znd threat to life would be increased. i
e
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Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ \?CX 49(}) 8 g’g {}%§
Mail Code MC-105 VAN B o~ cEen
P.0. Box 13087 A\’ =2 © 5%;@
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 (http://vwww. tceq state.tx.us/about/comments. htl@ & %;ii“za
2 e 3
September 20, 2011 2 wn &

SUBJECT: US Ecology Texas, Inc. ( TECO): Permit Renewal #50052; Amendment

;
Section ITA; IX, Operational Hours; AND Section ITA: New Entrance
Permit Section LD;1.D.9 (Table V.B.) Uncovered Waste Storage

I OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM
o .

operating hours established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because
e My entplo

and I frequently operate farm equipment pear the
and

sides of the USET facility; we are close to the new cell

50 dumpmg site as well as the storage buildings plus processing and

treatment buildings. The odors and noise are terrible.
[

USET has had serious lapses in good operations management:
The facility has been cited for not using the Waste Analysis Plan,

not implementing the Contingency Plan, and not implementing the

Inspection Plan; emissions, fires, and explosions have resulted
Human health and the environment were negatively effected.

¢ Local residents would be deprived of night hours to rest, and
therefore, have their health and well-being threatened

L]

My employees and I would have increased exposure to the results of
any activities on the USET property.

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side
of the facility because:
' o USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge
accessing the western portion of the facility
o The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of
private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety,

accessibility to their property, and the enjoyment of their property
»  How would it effect my farming operation?

I OPPOSE the increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because
o

USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings
. .

There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.

The farmland aeres where my employees and I work are located to
the Xﬁwﬁ\

from the uncovered storage area; we don’t
know the toxicity of the of stored materials that may blow off-site.

Please conduet on-site inspections of the facility with qualified TCEQ personnel and
allow a monitored time of compliance before granting any permit; deny expansion

Sincerely, M ;ﬁiﬂf«?@w

R
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Date: Jo- 1511 o
e //7L FEAD Y
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk /
MC 105 BY cemepody

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

o =2 o
Austin, TX 78711-3087 = =
. & 53
: - e e f;:
From: E/i barclo Leg [ (HW ?;% ilj éﬁ%rﬁ
255 | FM. 992, T2 = CO%
a— UO[#\ 3 5 e —ED
Robsteown, TR ‘78390 o RO
_ oA
My phone number is: -

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O, Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. 1 am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently advérsely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.
Respectfully,

s

Printed Name:

ﬂf&atu/fié Lea /

/?7((\)-



ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING {PLAN ".N:O. 50032)

Date: December 15, 2011

Name: E//&QVC/O 47& / Signature: /75};111121() M
Address; %j—s / QM g q ;Z/
Kspstowns, T~ 7953

ot
£ =2
DEC %aﬁ = g
: ~ LA ./ ! = =03
Phone Number; 60 / - 5 5?7“’5 ('Iur[‘ q By . / }'3 3 _Eif;
SN ey
£ = Aiein
The distance and location of my property from the facility is: ;g\ ~ EOHX
LN/ /fi AN r“/‘cj\ o agﬂgf%
SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (ska TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Majos fnendstient 1=

T OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 pemmit (not 24 hours a day) because

»  The close proximity causes 15 15 Rar the offensive shrill, screeching, h1gh-p1tched noises as well
as earth-shattering pounding sounds and increasingly roaring and pulsating noises.

¢  These harsh mechanical noises can also be heard by residents who are more than a mile away.
The sickening odors are blown by the winds into tny residence.
Expanding the hours of operation would increase my exposure to deafening noises as well as
threatening air emissions evidenced by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).

o My family and T would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected. When do we sleep?

T QPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:

* USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.

¢ 'The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic
in front of private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety.

» It would deprive close residents of accessibility to their property.

s It would deprive people residing there of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private property.

s The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy hezlth.

1 OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
e USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
o ‘There is greater danger of toxins bemg blown offtsite by high winds,
e My residence is nearby.

e We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials.

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, 1.
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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OPA.

ELIBARDO LEAL SEP 08 o
3551 FM. 892 /
ROBSTOWN, TX.78380 By 4 /

Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ

Mail Code MC-105 LA s
PO13087 AT L
Austin Texas 78711-3087

August 29,2011

SUBJECT; US Ecology Texas, Inc.
Permit/ Compliance Plan Renewal and Major Amendment, #50052
Section IIA; IX, Operational Hours; AND Section ITA; New Entrance;
And Permit Section LD;LD.9 (Table V.B.) Uncovered Waste Storage

1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7,00 am 1o 8:00
operating hours established in the 1999 permit (NOT up to 24 hours a day, 7
Days a week ) because:

*  Our family lives close by to the north of the facility.

We are very concerned about the permit and amendment,
USET has had serious problems with operation management
There have been bad emissions, fires, and explosions.

May family will be deprived of rest and slecp and
Therefore, have our health and well-being threatened

- L ] - L -

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side

Of the facility because:
*  USET has already built a convenient private road and concrste bridge acoessing the western
portion of facility,

*  The propose new entrance would create congested traffic in front of private residential
homes and deprive the residents of safety, accessibility to their property, and the enjoyment,

I OPPOSSE permitting USET {6 increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage
Axeas becanse:

*  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

*  There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds,

*  We are in the prevailing wind that comes from the south.

*  The odors are terrible! And the noise unbearable at night.

* My family has started getting sick with RESPIRTORY problerns.
Sincerely,

bt L/ﬁ*&/
' Put us on the mailing list
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Date: /A —/7-// L2 %f EAR D
By 21 ' B %53?
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk - o s 280
MC 105 @ 3 <ED
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality %?_1‘ o =7
P.0. Box 13087 B . ©
Austin, TX 78711-3087 oo
From: MCN‘/‘ a N A@C? /

JHA
3551 FM_ 893,
/‘?obéhwm Tx__ 785

My phone number is:

3|~ AR1~544 5

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE

PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US
Ecology Texas, Inc.). Iam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.
Respectfully,

(%QQW;{, N ot

Pl‘intedName: Mﬁ ri g /[V 21‘3-63 /

Attachment

.
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN 1\110. 50052}
Dawe: /2~ /T =/

vme: . Maria N. Leal Signature:m ry %C{Q
naress. 355 F 8F2 -

* j: -t
[ phstown, TX 2 = 9
2 oy
’ ] - O e
Phone Number: jiél -387— j‘/'/‘?l C} oo [Eg:ﬁﬂ}
&5 285
e :;‘Z :j? @(f?
The distance and location of my property from the facility is: o BT
\ - _:i__i_‘ [‘}‘3 .,t{_,' =
/BIT‘i)Ee/chrH,\‘ 2 p

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE ailowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because
o  The sickening odors would be blown by the winds into my residence,
»  Expanding the hours of operation would increase exposure to threatening air emissions evidenced
by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 expiosion).
» My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected.

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:
* USET has already constructed a convenient road and conerete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility,
e The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic,
e It would deprive people residing nearby of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private
property.
e The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health.

I OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
+ USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
»  There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.
¢ My residence is nearby,
¢ We don't know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials.

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permiited list, i.e.
nuclear wastes, etc, because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Healih concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
L have Umer r&ﬁm rmlm*\{ 1946 Dmb oms ) Lf”meé

have. u;oi‘\éh LL)E)F@,%’ and 4 sthma . freapent
el athes ST amn Worried about {
r:l& VI\‘@(“BWWD ha\l‘& loee cething sl More
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form P@V\“ A |
L ' August 25, 2011

U.S. Ecology Texas, Inc.
Permit/Compliance Plan Renewal and a Major Amendment
Permit and Compliance Plan No. 50052

L f b

A SR P a o o R - A Y R 3
L o . P , - - LT St
) : ! - . . N v .- -

PLEASE PRINT

Name: M @f"/(ﬁ( }Z/ a \/ \ . 1 4 \
Mailing Address: | 25?{ W 349 . S

Physical Address (if different): __S>0mn &

Cit.y/State:‘?‘O b‘ﬁﬁ? Wn T)Q\ Zip: /7? J 2@

**This information is subject to public disclosure under the Texas Public Information Act**

“LogImTH Dy hos . 2117 - v
Phone Nimmber:, | B0/ 32779949

Email:

LT3 IO

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

If yes, which one?

E(/Please add me to the mailing list, \/

| I wish to provide formal ORAL COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting,

EAWish to provide formal WRITTEN COMMENTS at tonight’s public meéting,

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

Please give this form to the person at the information table. Thank you.
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To: Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087
Auystl TX787117087

From: _._ (C}, GE\DQ?‘
a5 Seeretiadef C -
C C v 78410

My phone number is:h/zpf)\‘?%— &9’3 /

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.Q. Box 307, Robstown, Nucces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). Iam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility, I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully, - = ™~ %
- HoE o
] » Lﬁ( _ % B ?égﬁ
g 2 2 S 527
‘ ! & o 3ESS
r [ = o=
Printed Name* /@ OQ /Z) s g
7 ‘ = 0 5
£T oy &
o

Attachment

REVIEWED

AUG 30 2012
By (\;i} U

Y,



ek Mo [2ONO )
Name: %O& Lﬁp €C s tur;X\@\}\m s

i A2 E e pede [ O
| CCTT o

Phone Number: /t%_l“”" \Z;.S \

The distance and lecation of my property/residence from the facility is:

ATTACHIQEN TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

1.5 ml\-es

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewa! and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:
«  Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened
o Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.
e Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)
1 OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
o USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
s There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.
¢  The blown air emissicns from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.
= Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people? :
e Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.} and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?
I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
s USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:
¢ Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.
e  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.
¢ People have suffered fiom illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.
Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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To: Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105 1S
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From. ////f L2
gz S el % /@/M

s e D57 77
My phone number is: @é /\ 74‘/ _S S'y,!é

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). T am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility, I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

2 B,
T
Respectfully, _ &5 e Z
;;' = mo
‘ : ZO
b SV Y
(sigf / & ., L9098
o = JFew
& o i
Printed Name: ﬂ (/é ] /é/' = ow z&
e B :
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: A é- 2.0 [ Z—

Name: j/g £ ,éﬁ //7["/ g Signature: //74—7

address: /B 25 f_cﬂ%%z@r@{q/z d’”/
s (Piil S 7 NSO

Phone Number: /{5/} 7/ (”f/éé

The distance and iocatxon/f my preperty/residence from the facility is:

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECQ): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the cwrent 7:00AM to
8:00PM Qperating Howrs (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:
e  Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened
s Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.
»  Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)
1 OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
» USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
s There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.
e The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.
¢ Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?
s Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.} and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?
1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased,
[ OPFOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the Tacility
*  USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
[ AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:
o Residues from the USET facility could be washed inta the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others,
e  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.
e People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.
Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Heaith concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are _\1//{/1 /[ {eﬁ o . /7/ Af;,/\ I /‘
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| H ' REVIEWED

Date: - -
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk :
MC 105 AUG 3 201
Texas Commuission on Env1:ronmenta1 Quality B
P.O. Box 13087 . Y /’?{“}'
Austin, TX 78711-3087 - \\(\\‘P qu_)
N

From: F}Mmu\ Mol H
9(\%’5’ Bm §92 f7c)1951—c>@f1

7X_Y3IXD

-~

My phone number is: -~ 1714~
Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces

County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto

Please be advised that [ am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US
Ecology Texas, Inc.). Iam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my

property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions

of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter

Respectfully, @D =
: # ~ <> &5 LH
(signy” ' o oo 028
oo R0
Printed Name: Dom.m WA L e H o B IEhY

Attachment
_ 7D
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: E"a( g"égbl 2
Narne; E Yy i\ WAC 10 ﬂ Signature:

Address: <) = 9 N
TX L3806
Phone Number: (5[0 [ ~7)1 L'f - 0(9‘_340
The distance and location of my propem}f/residenc;e from the facility is:
[ m e soulh

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC, (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:
¢ Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ weli-being threatensd
s Temrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.
e Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)
[ OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
o USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
* There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.
¢ The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.
e Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people? .
¢ Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRQO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?
{ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the wesiern side of the facility
e USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
[ AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:
o Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and acress fields to the Petronila community and others.
e Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.
e People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.
Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member{s) are
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Date: _%-Da=Fo\D
Ofﬂce of the Chief Clerk

To:
MC 105 -
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: Q&D\k\)\_}w\r\ ‘\J\D\\\QQ{
2l Fm 592 Porfown

™_"1%3%0
My phone number is: 5(0"" 7% "ég s

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE

PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces

County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions

ofhow [ am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated,

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this mater.

Respectfully,
SOl (g dls 4
syl

Printed Name: _ \ Oh:l‘} nn  pAGlle H

REVIEWED

Attachment
- AUG 392012 ‘
By qi H
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[

ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Dat: _B-Ygoold
Name: @%&M&L— Signature: (Tl g Mo htf
address: JA | T £93  [ldSon U

“Jx 19380
Phone Number:_al- 750,-S85 2K

The distance and Jocation of my property/residence from the facility is:

d v /e

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECQ); Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. {TECO) to change the curent 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day} because:

s Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

o Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

s Why is the Thermal Unit being operated afier §:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

[ QPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

»  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

o There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

e The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

e Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

e Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc, because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET te have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
e USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

s Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other cannecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

o  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

¢ People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geclogical impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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IDate: %"QU _ \g-

To: Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.0. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: %\ AL O Mo LEL
A51S EM 43—
Rolpaplon Ty 18380

My phone number 156%}1\ ) g ig - gq O g\

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE

PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces

County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto,

Please be advised that 1 am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held

concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). Iam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. 1 am attaching specific descriptions

of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not

common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in_this matter.
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING {PLAN NO.‘50052)
e DN 9 B,

e BN WO Ul
Address: 3\:95'1%- \: M %l; q @-

Robstlon T 1¥RY

Phone Number:g\_ﬂh & L& 56 O

The distence and Iocation of my property/residence from the facility is:

Vi be

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. {aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

—_— t* |

L OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

° Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

o Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility,

@ Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

[ OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

*  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers cutside buildings.

o  There is & greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds,

*  The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

o Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors fo contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory heaith of
people? ’

°  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
*  USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNETD about the Nueces Countv drainage ditch that runs through the facility:
¢ Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others,
»  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.
*  People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source,
Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are %b\f\ ‘(\QS OLS"HQW\Q)
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Dae: [ c)//é / 20/ H azsc;;%eﬁ

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk By

MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087 —
From: //ﬁ/ﬁ /{%W/ %‘ﬁ; :%;w

/3@,&57%7/7 7ie 8 52? O o = BP
Ro= E

My phone number is: (%f// X 7é / / 5? &

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces

County, Texas 78380} and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby,.requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from. the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how 1 am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

' V4 /W)
(sign)

rsswiveme:_(40 200 s

Attachment



ATTACHMENT / MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

e [P/ 0] — ~

Natne: /V Mpﬁ%ﬂ///”ﬁpz Signature: %////

Address: %6&)/7 Nz 3579?& ’ _
bsto0n, 7% 1 380 OPA

Phone Number: / Bé’é ) <? 7@’//02@ 7 - ;@E

By __/

The distance and location of my property from the facility is: Gt
Vo Jl i - Ergt of plarit

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC., (aka TECO); Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPGSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because
e The close proximity causes me to hear the offensive shrill, sereeching, high-pitched noises as well
as earth-shattering pounding sounds and increasingly roaring and pulsating noises.
o  These harsh mechanical noises can also be heard by residents who are more than a mile away.
*  The sickening odors are blown by the winds into my residence.
»  Expanding the hours of operation would increase my exposure fo deafening noises as well as
. threatening air emissions evidenced by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).
s My family and T would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected. When do we sleep?

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:
e USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.
s The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic
in front of private residential homes and deprive the residenis of safety. .
o It would deprive close residents of accessibility to their property. ""
o It would depuve people residing there of the enjoyment of their right of peacefuf’ﬁrwate@mperty 2y

¢ The traffic noise would be severe; 24 howrs a day would prevent rest, peace, and dgstl oyBealth, j:* 3
Fi M S SRy
I OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas becauseids ;—;Di‘:;"
¢ USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers cutside buildings. o o ‘-z }'Q(ﬁ
s  There is greater danger of toxing being blown off-site by high winds. % - <L§ =
e My residence is nearby. i} e i: <=
¢ We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials. rm lf; &

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e.
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are

Badl oppr's  Souad S0 SES 55}

SOA/ 1 JUlA'S S ARGATE

"

v

.

(Q



e

Pl mm@aﬁ@%m@ﬁ%; ey (BiBOTIIIRL
) AdI3T3Y MunIY
ay  LBOE LSSy NS
vfrzmmlwg@?rb A ., 4
* Nﬁ%ﬁ [, 808/ X°zl ‘g4
e AMUUAINUY F US WV OISS (Lo SoXay
,M e 50 ¢ — s

O L i R R

REZE 5099 2000 0LEZ hOoe
ﬁWWuxuwmtO\uh\Hm \b 7S =
1.M\UA\\\\LNQN\§ rarU.UaQILM\A.\w



Date: /4%///%’/20// .

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk
' MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087 .
c'j f._";'?

From: .:Of 77///'U/Z'§C"Z /ﬁﬂ‘ %“g; :’-"2"}@
ISh) Y AR 2826 TV B s 2
JobsTows, 7x, 25750 ooz 2

70/- 5555 s Vg
Z g =

My phone number is: (3 k/) ”%%

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces

County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
conceming the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). [ am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO..50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this mattes.

s
A o
Printed Name: \/é)df? 7 / 40/ ﬁ/ & 2

Re

Attachment
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ATTACHMENT TOQ MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (ELE&N NO, 5005?

Date:

Name: \//7/ //(ﬁ/ﬁ//ﬂlﬁzk/famre

Address:

Phone Number: ( g/ﬁﬁ) V?D/’é 6 55

The distance and location of my property from the facility is:

/2//5/90// |

e

5507 FrH 0%%
fobstpen, 7w 18350

|

H)

i

T e it

AGHHO SHETD 4
d

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) becanse

The close proximity causes me fo hear the offensive shrill, screeching, high-pitched noises as well
as earth-shattering pounding sounds and increasingly roaring and pulsating noises.

These harsh mechanical noises can also be heard by residents who are more than a mile away.
The sickening odors are blown by the winds into my residence.

Expanding the hours of operation would increase my exposure to deafening noises as well as
threatening air emissions evidenced by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).

My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected. When do we sleep?

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:

USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.

The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic
in front of private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety.

It would deprive close residents of accessibility to their property.

It would deprive people residing there of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private property.
The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health.

1 OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:

[ ]
®
-]

USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.

My residence is nearby.

We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials,

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted kst i.e,
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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TC/’ 77@7,26&
T5le? AT 2520

Robstown, TX 78380

Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ
Mail Code MC-105

P.O. 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087 (http /lwww.teeq.state.fx. us/about/comments.html)

August 30, 2011

SUBJECT: US Ecology Texas, Inc.
Permit/ Compliance Plan Renewal and Major Amendment, #50052
Section ITA; IX, Operational Hours; AND Section IIA: New Entrance;
AND Permit Section LD;LD.9 (Table V.B.) Uncovered Waste Storage

1 OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to §:00PM
operating hours established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because:
o USET has had serious Iapses in good operations management:

The facility has been cited for not using the Waste Analysis Plan,
for not implementing the Contingency Plan, and for not
implementing the Inspection Plan.

These lapses have caused emissions, fires, and explosions.
Human health and the environment were effected.
o Local residents would be deprived of night hours to rest, and
therefore, have their health and well-being threatened.
o I live very close to the northeast on CR 69.

1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side
of the facility because:
o USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge
accessing the western portion of the facility.
o The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of
private Fesidential homes and deprive the residents of safety,
accessibility to their property, and the enjoyment of their property.

I OPPOSE the increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
e USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings,
o There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.
e My residence is extremely close: less than % mile to the northeast.
¢ The odors in the evening have been terrible.
Please conduct an on-site inspection of the facility with qualified TCE(Q personnel
and allow a monitored calendar time of comphance before granting a permit.

Sincerely,
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- R S R b I REVIEWER |/

0
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk SEP 0 y
MC 105 BY_.. %fi/ enen=
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality .
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711- 3087

pom ) Qs v Y LQmn %(/g? /
Z,L%“ZS N K92 C
Q@bﬁ@@yw 1 b( ""Hg%)@

My phone number is: 36@ l”' u LQ (‘ S/ngf

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). Iam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
propetty from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how [ am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

gn)
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Printed Name: ~JOI) }Q’ MQ/CLK f\ 0 e <
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: -~ 1 2 .
address: L 376 Fmn, T2 7

{05} oW RS
enone e 2 Lo [~ F lof~ YL

The distance and location of my property from the facility is:

/{l m/ﬁ/ex f/)ér#%\l

SUBIECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because

¢ The sickening odors may be blown by high winds into my residence,

*  Expanding the hours of operation would increase exposure to threatening air emissions evidenced
by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).

* My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected. When do we sleep?

*  Why is the Thermal Unit on east side of the facility being operated at night when the facility is
NOT permitted to operate after 8:00PM? ‘

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:

s USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility,

®  The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic
in front of private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety and accessibility to their
broperty.
It would deprive people residing there of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private property,
The traffic noise would be severc; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health.

[ OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
®  USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings,
®  There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds; my residence is nearby.
°  We don't know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials,

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e,
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to ife would be increased. '

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact 2

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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Date: | peC 27 201
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk By ;%/
MC 105 T
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 2
P.0. Box 13087 L =9
Austin, TX 78711-3087 Q\\ O
O vooBE o REZ
From:  MERRIS MICHALK \5\43 E — ESWI,»
4] ) CR T3/ _ W S 00
Bisiel , TX 78343 0 0 LE
FFr = =
£

My phone number is:

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). 1am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. 1am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,

“Tsried Plecha bl

Printed Name:

MERRIS MicHALK

fg' #c? 0/7 /"‘3‘7-’8!‘?7‘“

s
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)t
Date: /e Jle ~/)
Name: A7 @@ RLS Mt Ciditl b Signature: 7@%&@ WZ&M
Address_ /YL . T73p
BleHel T 75203 EA

Phone Number: (341 ) & @tf— 57 B i
The distance and location of my leased property from the facility is: By £ V |

ADTACEN T Te 47 PROPERT y O WesT 4 SoUlld S /(DES.

I OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM operating houss
established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because:

e My employees and I frequently operate farm equipment near theih=sTand S eedyey
sides of the USET facility; we are close to the new cell 50 dumping site as well as the
storage buildings plus processing and treatment buildings. The odors and noiss are
terrible.

Human health and the environment may be negatively effected.

°  Local residents would be deprived of ni ght hours to rest, and therefore, have their health
and weli-being threatened.

© My employees and I would have increased exposure to the results of any activities on the
USET property.

T OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side
of the facility because:
e  USET has elready built a convenient private road and concrete bridge accessing the
western portion of the facility.
*  The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of private residential
homes and deprive the residents of safety, accessibility to their property, and the
enjoyment of their property.

I OPPOSE the increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage arees because:
¢ USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
©  There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds,
s Wedon't know the toxicity of the stored materials that may biow off~s1'te€_3 o

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1969 permittedﬁjﬁ:—éét, i.e';_;_un'uclear -

waste, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased. oow -
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MERLIS  MIEHAK s

- ' EAAS
12 cr. 734 SR (44 ;'"g‘r\,f{f_‘\//uig%g“fé A
Brskisf j7X. 78343 | 4 O ERYIONENTA
BY_ L4 -
arl CEP - "k : 24 \
Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ ML SEP -9 KD y\%/
Mail Code MC-105 e , 4
P.0. 13087 CHIEF CLERKS OFFICE O\\jij

Austin, Texas 78711-3087 (htip://swww.tceg.state.ftx.us/about/comments.hitml) \?

August 31, 2011

SUBJECT: US Eeology Texas, Inc.: | Permit Renewal and Amendment #50052
Section ITA; IX, Operational Hours; AND Section ITA: New Entrance;
AND Permit Section 1.D;1.D.9 (Table V.B.) Uncovered Waste Storage

I OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM
gperating hours established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because:

e My employees and I frequently operate farm equipment adjacent to
the west and south sides of the USET facility; we are extremely close
to the new cell 50 dumping site as well as the storage buildings plus
processing and treatment buildings. The odors aré terrible.

s  USET has had serious lapses in good operations mapagement:

The facility has been cited for not using the Waste Analysis Plan,

not implementing the Contingency Plan, and not implementing the

Inspection Plan; emissions, fires, and explosions have resulted.
Human health and the environment were effected.

» Local residents would be deprived of night hours to rest, and
therefore, have their health and well-being threatened.

s My employees and I would have increased exposure to the resuits of
any activities on the USET property.

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side
of the facility because:

¢« USET has already built 2 convenient private road and concrete bridge
accessing the western portion of the facility.

e The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of
private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety,
accessibility to their property, aud the enjoyment of their property.

¢« How would it effeet my farming operation?

I OPPOSE the increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

e USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

e Thereis greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.

o The 160 acres farmland is directly across the county road adjacent o
the uncovered storage area where my employees and [ wark.; we
don’t know the toxicity of the variety of stored materials.

Please conduct an on-site inspection of the facility with qualified TCEQ personnel
and allow a monitored calendar time of compliance before granting a permit.

Sincerely, TN
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form @
August 25, 2011 \Qlﬁw?\\ aa\

U.S. Ecology Texas, Inc,
Permit/Compliance Plan Renewal and a Major Amendment
Permit and Compliance Plan No. 50052

il

PLEASE PRINT

Name: /1/)9 RKRI 6 f‘/\ \‘i‘/_ffgik

Mailing Address: (2 R 73 A B/skef . TX 7&33 Az

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: B /5 /’//]/) 7 X Zip: &3 ¥z

**This information is subject to public disclosure under the Texas Public Information Act**

Email:

Phone Number;: éé/) SEf—2&3 0 |

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

If yes, which one?

/
P Please add me to the mailing list. \/

O I wish to provide formal ORAL COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting,

0 I wish to provide formal WRITTEN COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting.

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

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

/}7 (,Q
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TCEQ Forma de Reunion Publica
Jueves — Agosto 25, 2011

U.S. ECOLOGY OF TEXAS
Permiso v Plan de Cumplimiento
No. 50052
IMPRIMA POR FAVOR: .
Nombre:

Direccién de Correo:

Direccién Fisica (Si es diferente):

Ciundad/ Estado: Codigo Postal:

Teléfono: ( 1‘ )

Correo Electronico

“*Lista Informacién puede ser divulgada de acuerdo con el Acto de Texas de Informacién Pablica**

0 Por favor incluyan me en la lista de correo.

;Esta usted representando a una municipalidad, legislador, agencia, o grupo? CISi (O No

. Como se llama el Grupo?

SI USTED QUIERE DAR COMENTARIOS FORMALES POR FAVOR _v ABAJO

O Yo quiero dar COMENTARIOS ORALES Formales

0 Yo deseo entregar COMENTARIOS por escrito esta noche durante la reunion piblica.

(Comentarios ESCRITOS pueden ser entregados en cualguier momento durante la reunién)

Por favor entregue esta forma a la persona en la mesa de informacién. Gracias.



January 8, 2012

Office of the Chief Clerk -
MC 105 2 = o)
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality ¢ » @ o Z‘
PO Box 13087 H’ (9]7:3 o = 28
Austin, TX 78711-3087 e W 32y
jé\.%% 31 LY & rb'"O—§
=y :izfigm
Johnny Moffett . O = 4,;25
5332 N Horizon Trl. Ry 7r @ w z2
Robstown, Texas 78380 - P =
Phone {361-215-4664) =
Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN NO: 50052
(US Ecology Texas, Inc. PO box 307, Robstown, Nueces County, Tx. 78380) and any
amendments.
Please be advised that | am hereby requesting that a contested case hearing be held concerning the
above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc.). [ am attaching a
statement of my location and the distance of my property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc.,, facility. | am
attaching specific descriptions of how | am adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are descriptions of how | will be affected by the expanded
(amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and
initiated. -
Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.
Respectfully, -
7.
Pl
Johnny Moffett
(/""""‘-».
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ATFACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

=

5 9
January, 8, 2012 HE :g: %8

Py ,
Johnny Moffett: \‘7“4%5-—»7 /:%,;/r/%wmsmgatu{e % e %5%”’1
5332 N Horizon Tfl. 7 & '—5%5:35
Robstown, Texas 78380 ‘ 2 F  Cgo

. S P z<
Phone: 361-215-4664 i) -ég =

The distance and location of my property from the facility is within a 13 miles and within the same zip
code as the facility.

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. {aka TECO) permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

My family and | would be adversely affected by the facility in ways not common of the general public.
The westerly winds would easily blow concentrated amounts of any gaseous facility byproduct toward
my home. Chemicals emitted by any explosion at the plant could easily blow across all of Robstown’s
residents and beyond.

Concerns!

1. Why isn't there a continuous off site air monitoring system whose measurements are collected and
regularty analyzed and report to the citizens of Nueces County by TCEQ? This would surely go a long
way toward ensuring safety to local citizens as the oil industry continues to expand in our area. {note:
there was supposed to be such a system as the result of a settiement agreement between area
residents and the former owner of the facility, {PETRO, and TECO} There should be one now...

2. Are all three processing treatment buildings on the west side of the facility permitted to operate by
previous amendments? If so please provide that permit information for my records and reference.

in conclusion, the expansion of the oil industry and the jobs it creates are certainly welcome. However,
this expansion must be balanced with public heaith in terms of air quality. Please require this facility to
be constantly monitored to ensure the further responsible expansion of local businesses in a way that
also ensures the health and welfare of the facility's neighbors and local citizenry.

oA
Nyl
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Date: /{ 92 - } 8’\# ” ! / 912721

,L'w—f'- - 1 ‘
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk [ opeC 2 20
MC 105 L/
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality BY. i
P.G. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087 ) -
trom: Sl Lot T R =
¥ » ‘ 2k o D~
5275 Amads (Lo Ldd) 2=
- e
i <« - ==
/@4/‘ P ot 7?,%,&5 //f 350 T =
=

My phone number is: 2 ¢/ “l5 - P9

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380} and any amendments thereto,

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. 1 am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am curently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,

g fife /ﬁ
Z
. //1
Printed Name: /%%77 /,a/{/‘;:g’

Attachment

’:‘(; )

o



ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NQ. 50052)

Date; /7~ /ﬁ*‘ //

Name; /ﬁ/f,/@’fﬁ Vil Yz Signature: % /ﬂ(/ﬁ/

Address: _ZZ?(; Fy 3?2 (D() /2()}5/0‘5
@‘Qv‘awh Teype 70350

Phone Number: gé’/’ 215 = %9/t E}f:[:?; gﬁ g :; f:;j}%r?%

Thp distance and location of my property from the facility isBY A ‘ %?; i %g%ﬁé

f’ Z ﬂ[ il Loest pn Ly 872 L = ;’
o F

SUBIECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Ameadment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because

»  The sickening odors would be blown by the winds into my residence
. .

Expanding the hours of operation would increase exposure to threatening air emissions evidenced
by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion)
. .

My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected.

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET $o have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
L]

USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.

The proposed new eatrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested fraffic
It would deprive people residing nearby of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private
property.

The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health

1 OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because
e USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings

* There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds
* My residence is nearby.

We don’t know the toxicity of the varisty of hazardous stored materials.

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted hst ie.
nuclear wastes, efc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are

z /;’de ol 07(' /f”/‘@"féféjf-é"/'l—/ oS /6%767 474 //)ﬁ/%Z
(ﬁ‘ic‘—ﬂ%'/'aff,/ be ./ 5:/2/,»’/47
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Melton Perez By éin

3225 FM 892 i/ g
Robstown, TX 78380 .

Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ
Mail Code MC-105
P.O. 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087 (hitp://www.tceg.state.tx.us/about/comments.html)

August 28, 2011

SUBJECT: US Ecology Texas, Inc.

Permit/ Compliance Plan Renewal and Major Amendment, #50052

Section ITA; IX: Operational Hours; AND Section ITA: New Entrance;

AND Permit Section L.1;L.D.% (Table V.B.): Uncovered Waste Storage

I OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM

operating hours established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because:
¢ Ilive west of the facility: 1/4 mile across an open field; the lights,
noise, and odors are very pronounced since my home is very close.
‘The wind blows from the east and southeast most of the time.
» USET has had serious lapses in good operations management:
The facility has been cited for not using the Waste Analysis Plan,

for not implementing the Contingency Plan, and for not
implementing the Inspection Plan.
These lapses have sent emissions off-site; caused fires and explosions.

Human health and the environment were endangered.
~Residents would be deprived of overnight rest and their health threatened.

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side

of the facility because:

* USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge
accessing the western portion of the facility.

* The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of

private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety,
accessibility to their property, and the enjoyment of their property.

* My home is at that location.

I OPPOSE the increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

¢ USET was cited for mismanagement of contaipers outside buildings.
* There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.

¢ My residence is extremely close.
Please consider on-site inspection of the facility and a period of monitored

compliance before awarding a renewed permit and major ameéndment.

Sincerely,

- é‘f,@

~J
o

\\
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Date: 27201 T SEP 04 2012
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk By A~
MC 105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: (777@ 5%
TR0 Q. LA LT
@és?‘a wird  Tex. pessd

My phone number is: 2./2 - Z &% _ B RY

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that 2 contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the generadl public. Also included are the descriptions of how [ will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectiully,
. - _ )
v E o 2 B g
IV Grr oo M et i R Z
(sign) R = EQ
=2 oSy
. ' , o E5EF
Printed Name: M AR/ A =, 79635 r N 5 DRSS
= Jzuo
o = <25
Q o 'f‘?fci.'.
P e
0

Attachment
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO®, 50052)
Date: JQ — 2 -~/

Name; L777 Qoo & ffﬂw Signature;
Addres: B500 Lo, PA LT

z@do sTowd, Tek 25380
Phone Number:  R/0 ~ 745 ~ 323 Y

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

/. ( :
Y. /2?:3 ne k?L%\‘
SUBIECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECCLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

¢  Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

» Terrible odars have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

¢ Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (QOperations at night are not permitted)

[ OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

s USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

e There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

s The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger ny family.

«  Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to comtain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people? '

*  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuciear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased,
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
»  USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
[ AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility;

»  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others,

»  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discavered in the Petronila community.

¢  People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source,

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impaci?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member{s) are
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Date: F-27—20/2. REVEEWEE 4[

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk SEP 04 2012
MC 105 By A2

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: Dﬁ«m"e.( T g@rfif’?‘gcw&ﬂ
3502 CcR Ry 497
Kﬁé%'?i-@bd/?)) Ty VERE D

My phone number is: 3& /,_ %‘7{3'- 933’7

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am ettaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. T am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO, 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind considcration in this matter.

Res ectfully =
J]? M o= 2
£ w20
I Tt ’2 S —
L - Aleem
Printed Name: Dd‘_nff, /Zjdﬂ@(,{_c = o = Ig% -
s e
o !
M v =
L
Aftachment
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Date: 7"’ 237// 2~
Name: Z)&Kﬂ re | T Eofjﬁ ﬁ,u\u&f Signe[t': 2 |
Address: 5962 G £d 4§
fobsdoiin (TTE 77340

Phone Number: 207~ %&3-*?’5577

The distance and Jocation of.my property/residence from the facility is:

‘2/;51 77 /‘/xzé lv?or“f"}"}

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECQ): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. {TECQ) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day)} because:

* Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

¢ Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

s  Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

T OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

e USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

* There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds,

*  The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

*  Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiin
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

s Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecalogists, Inc, (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRQ implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

1 OPPCSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc, because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have s NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
»  USET has aiready constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
1 AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

»  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

*  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Peironila community.

* People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

, L2 J
Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are Z '/Cﬁ"w{/é "’5_/ /4/\?—.57{"—"’5—'1 Vs
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Date: g—olf—zZ0! 2.

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk . R EVIE WE D
MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality SEP ¢ 4 2017
P.O. Box 13087

' B
Austin, TX 78711-3087 ‘ ¥ \4@\“ -
From: /I/tf’ﬁwz/i, 7" @DJ{/ G uk/z_/ . )\ﬁy C}/
v ~ i \):j

S So 4 _CPx erj é?C?
Robstowh, 7xv T8 380

My phone number is: 3/, /— 4#5 - 75 27

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380} and any amendments thereto, _

Pleasc be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). 1am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter,

Respectfully, s

s [ . Qf’w&\, o
(sign)™—" N o B
v oW =
i ; 1 -
. P » =2~ E
Printed Name: /11,’{2//!4&? /- 5@0/ Ja Ry & . ™
o 2 3
= -

11

s S N

i1 fs

L 2

Attachment

W00

S
SRS

S

h,
§

T LRERANOMIANT NO



ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: H7 - 2 g“’ /!’Q_, ’
Name: \!ég A 1 7.‘, 22@5{/‘5;{{ Lo Signature: /? o e TK’A?\
Address: 3@6 Z 2 ool é:%

/2@1257[1 wny 1L 79370
Phone Nurmnber:<3te /[~ W_g - 9j3f7
The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

Q"/Iffl iﬁr‘aé'ﬁ ;'70)‘:71“/7

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

¢ Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

+ Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

e Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

I OPPOSE the /nerease in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage arcas because:

»  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers cutside buildings.

s There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

»  The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

»  Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people? :

s Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
1 OPPOSE zllowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
¢ USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

+  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

e Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

»  People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are thres new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geclogical impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are dw"ffy? i »3"72/ '-5/. At A ; C@

5{,-!'749/’“40\ ASheo
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Date: S~ 27— 2 {2 |
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105 |
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality : =
P.0. Box 13087 REVIEWED !
Austin, TX 78711-3087 '
GEP-O4 202
| i

From:mﬁ\"i\\;\qz 3 (prsﬂr\txﬁﬁ Sr N By__/ /.

3%k LR, LY . |
Kri)))‘;fﬁou}m Texg__g_ 7@355? )%ﬁ/

: : O
My phone number is: 36/ <548 ~ 9o \3

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces

County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I wiil be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter,

Respectfully, o
' - o I =1
@W—-—T_Q ’ ){2&%9——.——/ é % Rt
Yo o
Gy 7\ d 5
- N ‘ =0
Printed Name: “C el \E Do le.€ < o § -
| B | 2 5

O
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im o
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

iy SN,
Name: \ \n-u mrﬂ ' nesles Signature: ) \ ‘mée_&)"_ e

Address: 283, (a & L (o
%ﬁg\} chown TToXas 7% LY
Phone Number: ?[g( ~ (,152 -~ Q / BL%

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

.y ,
2 Ve p s 110 =14

SURIECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECQ): Permit #50052 Renewzl and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

» Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their heatth/ well-being threatened

« Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

«  Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

I OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

¢ USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

e There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

e The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

*  Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

»  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, ete. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the fa(;ll]fy
e USET has already constructed a convenient read and bridge to the western property.
[ AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nugess County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

¢ Residues from the USET facility could be washed info the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

e Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

¢ People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are (/ / o1 e 0 ‘%—(—11 il l’\’f@
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Date: g 26 Z- - \i):)ry

To: Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: &{MJ@E&Q%
B5S5 Fim 2826
o hatown T ¥,

My phone number is: 9 Oy Co - 5_ % L/‘ o)

.. Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P,Q. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that 1 am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above refereaced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). Iam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

NG|

Respectiully, _ - =
i B Z
/Qq%ao/ djo‘ /Qﬁﬂ_a/#’ g % e
H Id Loy Z
(sign) %- o D ngi
: = 0 3ALm
1 L O S
Printed Name: E& 1 a‘-‘z./d/é féﬁ Sa S é’; - ?j‘é%}ﬁ‘é
! = PRl
g%l Lo &=
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Date: g' 26 ”'/ Z

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

From: ZE )@IJ’M b/ﬂéb &Q a8

3557 £y 2874,
Kobstoc n 1 ¥,

My phone number is: ‘?O b - 5? L{LO

. Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

" Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US
Ecology Texas, Inc.). Tam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. Tam attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERF ORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated. ~

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter,

Respectfully,

Gt oty Bogpn
{sign) 4
Printed Name; {g Q\}f}q CL//CZ/(S Ed S8 49

Attachment
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Date: - 28—~/ =2—

To: Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: /’7'1/,@/"( /\pjfé; o
R S f’f?'? 572
Ko éva"f'ow@ T V538D

My phone number is: 3& [ Yon S o 7 2\

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a staternent of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching speclﬁc descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter. o 332
| 25 9
Resp tfully, = oo
I bde
= L
W CEEn
2 = 8T
L &z G200
7 A
. E e B LN s
Printed Name: Afey ¢ R o E
o
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN 50032)

Date: u,l (=2
Name: ﬂf.m( C Lol Signature:
Address:  2%05 Fm €4
Relpbown T3 202
Phone Number: 3l [~ 425" L6770

The distance and location of my properwf’residence from the facility is:

/J/ m! S .V)e::f:f}l

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE ailowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
§:.00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

« Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their heaith/ well-being threatened

e Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

e Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

. T OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
' e USET was cited for mismanagement of containers cutside buildings.

« There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

»  The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

»  Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

e  Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have 2 NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
» USET has already construcied a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
] AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

+  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

»  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

s  People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want te find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are

e
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| il‘*r’ OPA
Date: Ay —/tp —il pEC 17 204
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk By /qup —
MC 105 7
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087 ‘ \ o =
| s YAk H o
From: _ 4 dlans D \ \;@ o
39 | X S
=iy Fm 89 \3 -
IQQ.‘:SZ-@ wn Ta Y %T’w‘ o
ST
W ]

My phone number is: 3({~ 24 G-SYb 6

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how ] am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
commeon to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

our time and kind consideration in this matter.

Thank you ﬁf

R spectﬁ.ﬂl}}g
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date:

JeA= i lam {1

Nam@ 1O g JZL .0y Signature:

Addresss 3 L 19 [P §9°L

)/QOI:JLS-PD“.U " Tk EBy D OPA

Phone Number: _(p [— 24 G —L Upis [ 27 28—1

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is: E\}g

[ posle . aorih

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Anmendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECOQ) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

Residents would e deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened
My family lives %5 thé‘?néﬁg {vinds would carry the air emissions to us with greater frequency.
Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side of the facility because:

USET has already bmlt a convenient private road and concrete bridge accessing the western part
of the facility.

The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of private residential homes
and deprive the residents of safety.

It would also create problems accessing their property.

It would also deprive the residents of the right to enjoy their property.

1 OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear .

USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.
The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

wastes, efc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

1 AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the @E
facility because: 7 1

Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during hea\({,f-;az
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and otligts.
Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila commumty;‘;f i
People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers. >
People are trying to find the origin of the toxins.

]
-5
My family member(s) health concerns/conditicns are Q

QQ&(-‘.’ bleed s --; a1 ;f‘ﬁ;‘@&f. }\Dn (;LO\ QJ}\JL..% :
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REVIEWED

Date: E—2 &~ = ___ ¢
SEP 04 2012
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk ' ,
MC 105 By ’./4’/

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 787113087 ,Q\“Q,- v
From: b {‘.a 2 /{M é;ﬁ - Oy
S 3085 Fm i
RQ}’D&”}LG*L(),@)} T X V5 R8s

2 i) - DY — T TS

My phone number is:

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my Jocation and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter. s
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Date: §! 2—#{ “ h
Name; t Y} s ILVL; () Signature:
Address: 2205 Fm £5v

Cidsthoya T2 W
Phone Number: 34 /- A Lf G- 6L

The distance and tocation of my property/residence from the facility is:

1A prles north

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (gka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Qperating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:
e Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened
e Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.
s Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

T OPPOSE the imcrease in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

» USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

s Thete is a greater threat of toxins being biown off-site by the high winds.

e The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

e Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

e Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Seftlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wasies that are an addition to the 1999 permiﬁed list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
] OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
s USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

¢ Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
fiow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

»  Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

»  People have suffered from ilinesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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OPA

Date: /Q«/f’é/ 200/ . s 74, 20

_ v //
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk . BY i
MC 105 -
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

o 2 9
Austin, TX 78711-3087 = -
— Y ' Y 2 C:’iz_—:-—:..'
rom: _NAKLEY_SAUDERS - W B o 23
E Czin &
3198 Co. Kb 73 WiNsz2 2 o= 35
& * f : fal] i g;g
BSTovIN . TH-TEED 8 oo F
My phone number is: 36 / - VZéé géc;l/;* .
Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NQ. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto. '
Please be advised that T am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US|
Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how T am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.
Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.
Respectfully, /
(sign)
Lo =
Printed Name: W /}4 / £ /p Lg f?’ /\/ L)X‘:TZ_? f
Attachment
\)./



ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO 50052)

Date: /Q//é/lo ff]

Name:ﬂ/)zz e, fq Samj-@_ =, Signatur%%% &*’/ZZ@ ’%\/;ZWM

Address: 3 / 4;’ Z—- QO 1/@ ‘73
Ro bsts wa, TX 7§ 380

, DEC 2.1 201
Phone Number: 36 / i 7é- S — é) 2/ s g é

The distance and location of my property from the facility is: . ' i

f e L‘{)PG;Z_

)

g
i)

SIEIREEY

SURJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Arfé;’jdmeﬁ%
Hoow
£2

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURSE

established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because

»  The sickening odors may be blown by the winds into my residence.

Expanding the hours of operation would increase exposure to threatening air emissions evidenced
by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).

My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected.

I OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:
¢ USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.
My residence is nearby.

We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials.

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e.
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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AUGUST 31, 2012 |

Gerald Sansing
Representative

Clean Economy Coalition
5426 Chevy Chase Dr.
Corpus Christi, TX 78412

Bridget C. Bohac, Chief Clerk ENPEYA,
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality REVIEWED y2 (M
MC-105 : |

P. O. Box 13087 SEP 05 2012

Austin, TX 78711-3087 _ By /] o

Chief Clerk Bohac:

The purpose of this letter is to “Request Reconsideration of the Director’'s Decision”
that was rendered by Executive Director Zak Covar on August 2, 2012 concerning

Permit No. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc.).

The members of the Clean Economy Coalition (over 400 members locally and many of
whom live in close proximity to the US Ecology Texas, Inc. facility and many of whom
have written to the TCEQ for public meetings and contesied case hearings) are
extremely concerned with the Executive Director’s responses to Comments 11, 12, 13,
14 and 15 (G. Air Quality page 19 and H. Human Health and Safefy). Many residents
of the area around the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility have called the TCEQ Regional
Office to complain of various odors, dust problems and violations of the operating
procedures only to have the problems dissipate before TCEQ investigators arrive at the

site.

Therefore, the members of the Clean Economy Coalition would like to respectfully
request that the members that have expressed health issues be interviewed by the
attorneys of the TCEQ Office of the Public Interest Counsel prior to the granting of the

amendment to Permit No. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc.).

Respectfully, . o B
g oo 2
ethed Sgps? R
o~
Gerald Sansing, Ph.D. fnoo ESZ.
Biochemist/Microbiologist & o9
Representative for, and member of o = Agge
the Clean Economy Coalition = w Z<
361-855-7051 m o &
361-854-5859 (FAX) |
ORIGivAL 6Py Te BE MACED.
~
>
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Received Aug 31 2012 04:00pm
AUG-31-2A12 15:83 FROM: SANSING (3647 954-5859 T™115122393311 F.1

2
)
REVIEWED ! AUGUST 31, 2012 |

SEP 9“ 2012 Gerald Sansing
-7 N [}) Representative
BY & Y‘\} 4, Clean Ecoriomy Coalition
O\P\ 5426 Chevy Chase Dr.
g Corpus Christi, TX 78412
Bridget C. Bohac, Chief Glerk o B 4
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality & Z
MC-105 o & oy
P. O. Box 13087 r W PS2a
Austin, TX 78711-3087 = - E‘%‘%‘%
- 54
Chief Clerk Bohac: = B
c =5

The purpose of this letter is to "Request Reconsideration of the Director's Decisiof™
that was rendered by Executive Director Zak Covar on August 2, 2012 concerning
Permit No. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, inc.).

The members of the Clean Economy Coalition (over 400 members locally and many of
whom live in close proximity to the US Ecology Texas, Inc. facility and many of whom
have written to the TCEQ for public meetings and contested case hearings) are
extremely concerned with the Executive Director's responses to Comments 11, 12, 13,
14 and 15 (G. Air Quality page 19 and H. Human Health and Safety). Many residents
of the area around the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility have called the TCEQ Regional
Office to complain of various odors, dust problems and violations of the operating
procedures only to have the problems dissipate before TCEQ investigators arrive at the
site.

Therefore, the members of the Clean Ecanomy Coalition would like to respectfully
request that the members that have expressed health issues be interviewed by the
attorneys of the. TCEQ Office of the Public Interest Counsel prior to the granting of the
amendment to Permit No. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc.).

Respectfully,

StlAd ST

Gerald Sansing, Ph.D.
Biochemist/Micrabiologist
Representative for, and member of
the Clean Economy Coalition
361-855-7051

361-854-5859 (FAX)
odz&m«- Lol To BE Mang ), q
J
<



December 22, 2011

{

Gerald A. Sansing, Ph.D.

\Q Litigation Chair
~
\\B‘O\Q\/J; Clean Economy Coalition

5426 Chevy Chase Drive

\ N Corpus Christi, TX 78412
| | L opA
Office of the Chief Clerk . e -
MC 105, TCEQ e 78 201 @ 8
P.O. Box 13087 ﬁ g g 2
Austin, TX 78711-3087 = A N VA o o I8
To Whom It May Concern: g - %%@g
, . L%

Please be advised that this is a request by the membership of the Clean Eccfgg%myz ;?f

Coalition for a contested case hearing on the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 3
NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces County, Texas

78380) and any Amendments thereto.

[, Gerald A. Sansing, am the group’s (Clean Economy Coalition) designated
representative and will the person receiving future correspondence from you.
Therefore, | am hereby requesting a contested case hearing on the above referenced
PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc.) as the Clean
Economy Coalition's designated representative.

Two members of the Clean Economy Coalition that are directly and adversely affected
by the facility and its activities are Virginia and Kenneth Ahlrich, 3208 FM 892,
Robstown, TX 78380. Their residence is iocated 1/4 mile west of the US Ecology
Texas, Inc. facility and the iand that they farm shares a common fence line with the
facility. Their health concerns include ongoing nose bleedings, sinus congestion and
burning throat and respiratory passages. Sickening edors and clouds of dust are
constantly blown from the facility onto their home and farm land by the prevailing east

and southeast winds. They fear long-term health issues.

The Ahlrich’s close proximity to the facility provides them with many loud pounding
noises (earth shaking) as well as offensive shrill, screeching, high-pitched noises.

They fear that they will have no peace and quist if the facility is allowed to operate on a
24 hour basis. In addition there will be a vast increase in vehicle noise and air pollution
from the large trucks that travel the road delivering toxic materials in front of their home.
Increased traffic increases the probability of accidents along the narrow country roads

around their home.

There is great concern about the amounts of toxic materials being washed out of the
facility into drainage ditches that run along the Ahlrich’s property and ultimately into ,}

J

o



Oso Creek and then into Oso Bay. Then there is the question of ground water
contamination by toxic materials from the facility which affects the well water quality of
the entire area and thus the health and welfare of the residents of the area.

The mission of the Clean Economy Coalition is to support a robust quality of life in the
Coastal Bend by promoting economic development that not anly creates jobs but also
protects public health and natural assets. Therefors, the pollution created by US
Ecology Texas, Inc. is at the root of the goals of our Clean Economy Coalition and ALL
of our members,

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Singerely,
f% &fﬁ fé;& /@/zf%ﬂ/ f%,{,,_\
Gerald A. Sansmg, Ph.D. James Klein, Ph.D.
Biochemistry and Microbiclogy Chair, Clean Economy Coalition

{361)-855-7051
(361)-854-5859 FAX
gsansing@amail.com
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Date: S A /j 7/?/; L&

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

From: MALO Ly Se#NE 10478 ﬁHV\{
'f@oﬁs ?’omJ/ f/ s sdd

PA
)
J

Q

Vo Z 5&-%
s
7

C
A0HO SYEI0 M0
AR U S TANE it

My phone number is; <3 & /4~ 3& 7- 3343

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US
Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my

property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility, I am attaching specific descriptions

of how T am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how [ will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,

asobp) e dneds

(sign)

Printed N@e: Mt4 L oc Yrt Slha eg'q/é’ﬁ,f

Attachment
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Date: /02///7 / .
Name:/?’ﬁ%éoé}/ﬂ&”,—%ﬂ?’é" rEAR Signamre:%{ﬂa@,j%éuﬁﬁ%
Address: IH2 7 FSE FE2

1

Phone Number: 3&7/- 3§ 7-33/3 BY E ™
iy

The distance and location of my property from the facility is: g -

/ 5{2 b s Souitd ok &S EFT end FH 49?2:,"2? R

LA

it

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. {aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (ngf 24 hours a day) because
» The sickening odors would be blown by the winds into my residence.
*  Expanding the hours of operation would increase exposure to threatening air emissions evidenced
by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).
* My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-
being negatively effected.

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:
» USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that
accesses the western part of the facility.
e The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 892 that would create congested traffic.
¢ It would deprive people residing nearby of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private
propetty.
»  The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health.

[ OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas becanse:
s  USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
¢ There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.
s My residence is nearby.
s We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials,

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e.
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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Date: _/.':2-*/,7‘“// J/\/ OPA

BEC 21 iﬁﬁ
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk /A
MC 105 _ o1
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality ol
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

(RN

{id

From: &__//;,,. /Q (’a/}:,,_,,,: cle i A ‘
2827 fm f2 ELET
/‘?ﬂéﬂ?‘au @ f){. 7E SO

10 42HO

.
FANOHIANT NO

SvxEL

,ﬂx\iij\\fﬂj )
MHSBINNCIL

i)
¢

30140 54
g W 0 33l

LN

My phone numberis: 6 - Bf7- T 2

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nucces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.}. | am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common fo the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,

W fo. Akl .. o ﬂa

(sign)

Printed Name: LU/::», ﬂ gaéfpe,‘c’fh VR

Attachment
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO, 50052)

J2~r~ /1

Date:
Name: L(//?n i Se /7},,,@, den OF, Signature: /—@E/@ 2. 1 Q z !n
Address: REDP7 A wm FGQ
i1
' . . o TR
/Q() beTun Ty, TEZfc r'_"_% — g
- o8 o
Phone Number: S { = 3477 —53/% - AN Dz
' ' o o @ FE=n
J A =
The distance and location of my property from the facility is: 5 e ?%%jg?
. - st
= . — 3 . T o Z -
/:% e Sanb O 74 (//.S Z:/ o a4 A= rarq J—ng : =
;‘J ™

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM OPERATING HOURS
established in the 1999 permit (not 24 hours a day) because

The sickening odors would be blown by the winds into my residence.
Expanding the hours of operation would increase exposure to threatening air emissions evidenced

by odors (see TCEQ documents about 2008 explosion).
My family and I would be deprived of night hours to rest, and therefore, have our health and well-

being negatively effected.

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility:

USET has already constructed a convenient road and concrete bridge on their property that

accesses the western part of the facility.
The proposed new entrance is obviously intended for FM 8§92 that would create congested traffic.

It would deprive people residing nearby of the enjoyment of their right of peaceful private

property,
The traffic noise would be severe; 24 hours a day would prevent rest, peace, and destroy health.

[ OPPOSE the increased capacity for UNCOVERED WASTE STORAGE areas because:

USET has been cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
There is greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.

My residence is nearby.
We don’t know the toxicity of the variety of hazardous stored materials.

1 OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e.
nuclear wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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Az 21 TN & F~ o 200
Robstown, TX 78380 =T x
Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ ~ i '

Mail Code MC-105
P.O. 13087 =
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 (http://ﬁW'W.tceq,state,tx.us/ab@ut/cemmgﬁis,h’%ﬁﬂ

[

August 30, 2011 8o

—t

SUBJECT: US Ecology Texas, Inc,
Permit/ Compliance Plan Renewal and Major Amendment, #50052
Section ITA; IX: Operational Hours; AND Section ITA: New Entrance;
AND Permit Section L.0;L.D.Y (T'able V.B.): Uncovered Waste Storage

I OPPOSE allowing/ permitting USET to change the current 7:00AM to 8:00PM
operating hours established in the 1999 permit (NOT 24 hours a day) because:
s Ilive nearby to the south; the winds blow frequently from the north
during the late fall and winter and early spring toward my area.
¢ TUSET has had serious lapses in good operations management:

The facility has been cited for not using the Waste Analysis Plan,
for not implementing the Contingency Plan, and for not
implementing the Inspection Plan.

These lapses have sent emissions off-site; caused fires and explosions,
" Human health and the environment were endangered.
¢ Residents would be deprived of overnight rest and their health
threatened.

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a new entrance on the western side
of the facility because:
o USET has already built a convenient private road and concrete bridge
accessing the western portion of the facility.
e The proposed new entrance would create congested traffic in front of
private residential homes and deprive the residents of safety,
accessibility to their property, and the enjoyment of their property.

I OPPOSE the increase capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:
e  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.
o Thereis greater danger of toxins being blown off-site by high winds.
« My residence is effected when the wind blows from the north,
Please consider on-site inspection of the facility by qualified personnel and a period
of monitored compliance before awarding a renewed permit and major amendment.

=,

Sincerely, 7"‘—‘5 fm,@_g’ . 7 Ty e . /Qé;/é/g@-f’- /?@f/;?/B
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Date: =27~z 12
To:  Office of the Chief Clerk SEP 04 2012
By

MC 105
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

jfréyaw)

From: G—e@iﬁqe
2597 & Bl 49
TX. 7EB5 o

BolsTown

My phone number is: 34{— 46!~ 303 {
Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE

PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US
Ecology Texas, Inc.}. I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my

property from the US Ecclogy Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO., 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter

Respectfully,
/ryfy/‘w::«:r s /E?M/’Z&
(sign) ‘o =
v % ;::3
Printed Name: ey e < /5,-; e o &
; -
s Las
g
&3
S
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oo
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date: §—2 S— o | 7

Name: (€& & /f;f/f;uer’ﬁ Signature: S ps _f ‘ -2
Address: 3% 77 & .28 £F

Hobsidown 1x Y5350
Phone Number: 2 81— ¥ 8 [—F @3/

The distance and location of my property/residence from the faciiity is:

2 [&L—S o r"(f/i/\

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECQ): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment *

[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Howrs (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

s  Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

e Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

¢«  Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

I OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because;

s  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings. -

o There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

e The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

s Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people? _

s Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecolegy Texas, inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

I OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health {ssues and threat to life would be increased.
I OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
o USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED zbout the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

»  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

o Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

+  People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers, people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are \Lf% SNE CA_JCA'\J_:M%
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Date: 5-21— 2 . (

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105 | REV.I EWED

Texas Commission on Environmental Quahty

|
.

P.O. Box 13087 SEP 04 2012
Austin, TX 78711-3087 N
By e -—

From: ‘ﬂ\a,mm ﬁn/q;// ﬂLa S {qwam
3%99 (owiuy R LG
Q@Lﬁ%@ Wru@#_s JR38D

My phone numbgr is: %Z@[ - 904 - 9\\9 49\

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecclogy Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). 1am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 56052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectfully,
r .
N - . Toat
WOM@ &V\mdﬁ(]{h S_Qaua‘a L2 =
(sign) 4 8 5
| : o B
Printed Name: [Y) i ﬂnJg@/f 1aS \‘j wevo W
=
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|
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)

Date:

Name: [N\aia e [ e Silaiers  signanre: MNowelOmagika Slosoa

address: . 79 e nty R LY d S
ﬁ@\n%—}-ﬁwﬁ)} Toxpre ) 2D

Phone Number: 3 b |~ Q04— 2ot O

The distznce and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

{
A
2 ¥ 7 Z&lﬁ« mwﬁfﬁ

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (ake TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

T OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Qperating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

e Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore bave their health/ well-being threatened

«  Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

e Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

I OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

s USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

»  There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

«  The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

o Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors fo contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

o Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
e USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
[ AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage diteh that runs through the facility:

s  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

s« Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

»  People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are }4 r-_Hq v ’% / §




e e A e, r e

NP

L R

EEE R

. g»jg;/;z;“

!;ﬁ’;

COMRaSon
ON ENVIRONMENTAL
QUAUTY

007 G311 M4 25

CHIEF CLERKS OFFICE

7?f~£‘, cHrE 7 ClEfK

{2 Box 13057

DEFICE &F
MC /o5
AusTiot, TR TE 70~ se5 7

7



-

PRESS HARD. YOU ARE MAKING 3 COPIES.

EXPRESS”
MAIL

"ED STATES POSTAL SERVICE

Malling Envt & SE& Coomomn

‘ " POSTAGE REQUIRED
For Domestic and Inferni se
1).5. POSTRGE
)
P? [:D‘RFUS EHRISTI TH
nus 3n \?
uiteDSTATES. AMTURT
AL SEAviCE
107 DEHSR9E3-06

TREMELY URGENT Please Rush To Addressee wWhen usad intarnationally

pif nre af HenQ NNiM

A

M

2fiix customs declarations
{PS Form 2976, or 2976A).

Lsbet 48, biarch 2004

F EXPRESS Malling Label

vrepsmrespostaservicee POSt OfficeTo Addressee
DELIVERY (POSTAEUSEONEY)=4i LR H
DeRvery Anempt Time: u )™ i

DRIGIN: [POSTALEERVICE HSE-QNLYYEE Mo, Cew 1

PO 2IF Code %’ D=y of Delvery mliﬁg g_._ DGaEvary Atlompt Time D v Employ=e S!gnatere

JEFVY leggmonn, i S JONR | PRI S ) S
g ol et AT Foe :
Cate iz $ A
8‘ élb’/ & Wonih Coy § . Ma, Da
Mo Day Yaar Scheduled Time of DeTwery | GOD Fse Insuienge Ees LHUSTOMER USE GNLY b - 2
Tioe Agmepled e Daew |§ § B T et T, L Sidtian s han s Heracs 1 velB !

/-ng P TRiltezy Total ﬁagé_af?\’g

Doy Dseowy [S

Eustomar; wnuus‘\svnl'vorpﬂslgnulum - "
Dy deivey o mas inbein ety sgratze

Fiat Hate L) orWelgtl -
Inf Alphe Country Goda | Aceepljmat Emb. MIjars
=4 L]
l-ms L P f..)

e I(Kd
Fedare] Agenzy heet o, o hosdrek Ay R e "’T’“
Postal Sarvice Acel. Na. au o Ihﬂ\dtWHy gmpbym! gr\ummmmules
e pluM of elivery, i
NODELRERY | p -
[J iweere oteia [ ] . Whar !lE\gmw-Q_ . - - '

F@ﬂ. E:Lnr P;@ Q@{E 1 ,’ ? 6’\5"" 70 T/

gff i SARSING

7
2&;0@%5 7/373(\2,

"‘ OMM

TO:pLesss skt monE |
o E/CE OF "HﬁDH—ﬁzr CLERK
Me /65‘/——*(;563
Lo Bor (3ov7
AL TIN  TEXAS

1P + 40,5, ADDRESSES O4ILY, bp NOT USE FON FOREION POSTAL CODES]

l Place Mailing Label Hers

7.2 7 1

FOR INTERHATICHAL

l FY Plegse

% é Fiebycle

Em—————
éﬁTES PO% ] )
8 E E UNITEDSTATES ne—
: . & | Bad FosTaLservicEs by ——
T | O ==

|17 e e———g

~g|esal Jog 10U 5] eBerord Si| ME) ERISRS) JO UONTIONN B 8 fews asnsiy

~sjusItius @repy 9aidxg Buipuss u) esT s ARIOS PApIAID SI PUB @EDNAS IS0 "ST) SO Kpadoid e 51 Buibenoed 51U

z
)

xD?
@
ha
i=1
2
o
c
(4]
o
1)

9
]
w
2
w
m
2
E
@
Q
Pt
g
&
[
f=3
o
@«



Date: 8‘1(,012_

To: Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: &m AW\LD_
119512
‘i&\pgbww LTy T8 6%[‘)

My phone number is: /Ub' d\e. 4y ‘+ L—t

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). I am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also‘included are the descriptions of how I will be

affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/
COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

Respectiully,

- e Aot

Printed Name: Eﬁ i/llr\ff‘/{f S\/@f\ \Gf
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO. 50052)
Date: Al Al
Neme: =<t ey S\!@r\\q Signature: {fﬁ}/\% M’\Lﬁk
Address, B XTE . FM EG2

QD\OSJWVOV‘:;/J* T»50
Phone Number: __[1 2 - Hilp G ot 4y

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

SUBJECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewa! and Major Amendment

1 OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECQ) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because: '

« Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

e Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

e Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

[ OPPOSE the increase in capacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

s USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

» There is a greater threat of toxins being biown off-site by the high winds.

¢ The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

e Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

o Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agreement
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. (now called US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, etc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
[ OPPOSE allowing/permitting USET to have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
«  USET has already constructed a convenient road and bridge to the western property.
[ AM DEEPLY CONCERNED abeut the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

»  Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Peironila community and others.

o  Carrently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

o  People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are
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Date: S 2V —Zo "2 RE\”EWEQ /4

" To:  Office of the Chief Clerk ' 0
MC 105 SEP 0 ‘]i il
Texas'Commission on Environmental Quality By__ 5

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: /:: // A .E,(’,?La 7‘(;5/ (-
RBo2Z CR AD LT B;
Ko [DS%—C%M/E:J) 7 X \7&3‘3.%

My phone number is: 3 17 - /77 ?’

Subject: My fequest for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLANNO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nuzces

County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held
concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US
Ecology Texas, Inc.). Tam attaching a statement of my location and the distance of my
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. T am attaching specific descriptions
-ofhow I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be.
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/

COMPLIANCE PLAN NO. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

. o =
Respectfully, ;—Em _ g
P} x%// o = 28

| 2f2§%;9 B ow P2
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING (PLAN NO, 50052)

Date: %/29’/'&- )
Name: /:’; /s A&KA) ﬂﬁf € Signatmﬁ%/%%;? /@’——-—%-.
address. 802 (2 pd 69 =

A 6_1:) <Faq il Y ¢
Phone Number: 397 "'/7 7 7

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

o l/eﬂ J72 /L/ofs o }:H’?

SUBIECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC, (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because:

¢ Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore have their health/ well-being threatened

o Terrible odors have been detected as much as five miles away from the USET facility.

e Why is the Thermal Unit being operated after 8:00pm? (Operations at night are not permitted)

I OPPOSE the increase in cepacity for Uncovered Waste Storage areas because:

o  USET was cited for mismanagement of containers outside buildings.

s There is a greater threat of toxins being blown off-site by the high winds.

s The blown air emissions from uncovered hazardous waste would further endanger my family.

s Why does the kiln dust building have only three sides? Where are the doors to contain the kiln
dust so that the high winds can’t blow that dust long distances and affect the respiratory health of
people?

¢ Why weren’t the regulatory air emissions descriptions listed in the 1999 Settlement Agresment
between Texas Ecologists, Inc. {now czlled US Ecology Texas, Inc.) and PETRO implemented by
TCEQ and the facility and enforced by TCEQ?

[ OPPOSE any requests for any hazardous wastes that are an addition to the 1999 permitted list, i.e. nuclear
wastes, efc. because the health issues and threat to life would be increased.
[ OPPOSE aliowing/permitting USET t¢ have a NEW ENTRANCE on the western side of the facility
»  USET has already constructed a convenient read and bridge to the western property.
I AM DEEPLY CONCERNED about the Nueces County drainage ditch that runs through the facility:

s Residues from the USET facility could be washed into the drainage ditch during heavy rains and
flow to other connecting ditches and across fields to the Petronila community and others.

s Currently, there is evidence of contamination discovered in the Petronila community.

s People have suffered from illnesses, including cancers; people want to find the source.

Why are three new deep injection wells requested? What would be the geological impact?

Health concerns/conditions of my family member(s) are A,ﬂ?—é‘ A eﬁ}[ ?[Léééﬁé%» Hr 7L jfl NS 7L( S )
nxi 6-7LL¢ ; ogleray .
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Date: S —27—2&(2

To:  Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105
Texas Commission on Envuonmental Quality
P.O. Box 13G87
Austin, TX 78711-3087

From: A‘f i Y Tﬂ_p\/é_.)
382 ;2 Ci/?L ,r\a/ ¢ 7
%QJ’J?}{'"E}‘@:WZ (//\{‘ ‘:_7 G‘S?O

My phone number is: 5 g 7"/ 17 C;’

Subject: My request for a contested case hearing of the PERMIT/COMPLIANCE
PLAN NO. 50052 (US Ecology Texas, Inc., P.O. Box 307, Robstown, Nueces
County, Texas 78380) and any amendments thereto.

" Please be advised that I am, hereby, requesting that a contested case hearing be held

concerning the above referenced PERMIT/COMPLIANCE PLAN 50052 (US

Ecology Texas, Inc.). 1am attaching a statement of my location and the distance of n1y
property from the US Ecology Texas, Inc. Facility. I am attaching specific descriptions
of how I am currently adversely affected by the activities of the facility in ways not .
common to the general public. Also included are the descriptions of how I will be
affected by the expanded (amendments) activities of the facility if PERFORMANCE/"
COMPLIANCE PLAN NQ. 50052 is approved and initiated.

Thank you for your time and kind consideration in this matter.

P
o =2 o =
e :
Respectiull m - =
o = 0 ozd
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ATTACHMENT TO MY REQUEST FOR A CONTESTED CASE HEARING {(PLAN NQ. 50052)

Date:

T 8- /2

S . .
. I YA S R N Y
Name: ’/A(, 7/!%‘7/ [f / b Slgnatyi_ﬁf}ﬂm & e ’/}:f// 5

4 " 2 LG
Address: 2062 (L L d @T

Phaone Number:- & £ /- /77?

The distance and location of my property/residence from the facility is:

a L . '
2 42 Z{z 19 H‘f"f!f‘

-

SUBIECT: US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (aka TECO): Permit #50052 Renewal and Major Amendment

I OPPOSE allowing/permitting US ECOLOGY TEXAS, INC. (TECO) to change the current 7:00AM to
8:00PM Operating Hours (NOT up to 24 hours a day) because!

-

Residents would be deprived of nightly rest, and therefore h