CaARDWELL, MART & BENNETT, L.L.P.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
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Bridget C. Bohac, Chief Clerk RE@:‘@E o & ?5 &5 o ﬂ%%’;
TCEQ, MC — 105 U, 30201 Ex RN
P.0. Box 13087 iy &3 n &
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 Byﬁﬁimwm

RE:  Application of Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC for Land Use

Compatibility Determination — Proposed Permit No, 2374, before the
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality.

Dear Mz, Bohac:
Enclosed please find ANB Cattle Coml:;any, Ltd’s Request for Contested Case Hearing

for the above referenced matter.

Should you have any questions, please contact me at our office at 512-322-0011.

Respectfully submitted,

Enclogures



Proposed Permit No. 2374

APPLICATION OF RANCHO § BEFORE THE TEXAS M

VIEFO WASTE MANAGEMENT, LLC § = g

FOR LAND USE COMPATIBILITY  § COMMISSION ON ._:,;, . ey

DETERMINATION § A e

— PROPOSED PERMIT NO. 2374 § ENVIRONMENTAL QUA%TY% Eg% ‘

o * Tug
ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LTD, % g
REQUEST FOR CONTESTED CASE HEARING ‘ ::3

TO THE HONORABLE COMMISSIONERS:

COMES NOW ANB Cattle Compaity, Ltd. and pursuant to Subchapter G of
Chapter 55 of the Commission’s Rules, files this Request for Contested Case Hearing for
the above referenced Application of Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC (herein
“Applicant™ for Land Use Compatibility Determination for a Municipal Solid Waste
Permit in Webb County, Texas, Proposed Permit No. 2374 (herein the “Application”).

1.
The person or entity filing this Request for Contested Case Hearing:

AND Caitle Company, Ltd

L e
Atin: Arturo N. Benavides, Jr. President E‘%E‘:Vﬁ £ W T Ed
1202 E. Del Mar Blvd., Suite 3A : I
Laredo, Texas 78041 JUL. 3.’;? 2013
Phone: (956) 726-991¢6 By 4
2,

ANB Cattle Company, Lid. (herein “ANB”) is an affected person or entity with
standing and a justiciable interest affected by the Application.
2.1 The Application proposes a landfill site covering approximately 1,100.48

acres out of Surveys 373, 111, 112 and 2366 in Webb County, Texas. ABN awns an




undivided one-half (1/2) interest to the surface of Surveys 112 and 2366. ABN also owns
a beneficial interest in the mineral estate of those two surveys. Both of those real
property interests are and will be adversely affected by the Application.

22, The Application incorrectly omits ANB as an owner of a significant
portion of the real property upon which the proposed landfill is to be located. ANB
objects to the use and encumbrance of its reel property interests by the facility proposed
by the Application.

2.3 Contrary to the representations in the Application and contrary. to the
Exeeutive Director’s Decision, Response to Comment 44, ANB submitted documentation
of its ownership interest of the surface of those portions of the land covered by the
Application. By the terms of the January 1, 1990, cross-conveyance deed, Rancho Viejo
Cattle Company, Itd. and ANB cross-conveyed to each other interests in five tract of
land, including Surveys 2366 and 112 at issue here, s0 as to vest each with an undivided
one-half (1/2) fee simple interest in those lands. A certified copy of that cross-
conveyance deed is attached hereto as Exhibit.A.

24 The undivided fee sirﬁpie interest of ANB in said Surveys 2366 and 112
was confirmed in that certain Stipulation Confirming Surface Ownership, Agreed
Boundary Line and Roadway Access dated November 17, 1998 and recorded in Velume
704, Pages 827 et seq. of the Official Records of Webb County, Texas. A certified copy
of that Stipulation is attached hereto as Exhibit B.

2.5 Attached hereto as Exhibit C is the plat of the proposed landfill site with

Surveys 2366 and 112 highlighted.



2.6 Conirary to the clear terms of these duly recorded conveyances, the
Application is materially incorrect and deficient in asserting that Rancho Vigjo Waste
Management, LLC and/or Carlos Y. Benavides IlI is/are the sole owner(s) of the lands
sought to be pennittéd for the Proposed Facility. To reaffirm its previous filings in this
proceeding, ANB objects ta the issuance of any permit for or towatd the construction and
opetation of the proposed facility on lands owned (whether in whole or in part) by ANB.
Not only is the Application materially incomplete on the ownership of the landfill site,
but the clear evidence provided by ANB shows the Applicant’s lack of requisite
ownership of that site cannot be remedied.

2.7 The proposed landfill facility sought by the Application would by its
nature be exclusive use of all land within the permiited area. The Applicant does not
have or own any such right to exclusive use of any portion of Surveys 2366 and 112. By
the terms of the January 1, 1990, cross-conveyance deed (Exhibit A here-to), any
exclusive use of the lands cross-conveyed by either patty, is limited to “hunting and
grazing purposes.” The use of those Swrveys 2366 and 112 for a landfill facility is not
hunting or grazing, Jt would be beyond any property right in those lands that could be
claimed by the Applicant.

2.8 Both Survey 2366 and Survey £12 are Mineral Classified Lands originally
sold by the State of Texas under the Texas Relinquishment Act. The surface was sold
and the State retained the mineral rights. The surface owner acts as the agent for the
State in preserving and developing the oil, gas and other minerals, The surface owner
and the State each share one-half (1/2) of all proceeds from the oil, gas and other

minerals in, on and under said lands. The Applicant and ANB are owners of the soil or




surface of those tracts., As such they both have fiduciary duties and obligations with
regards to the preservation and/or development of those.mineral interests owned by the
State of Texas. The cross-conveyance deed for those lands, Exhibit A hereto, is made
expressly subject to those mineral interests, Further, pursuant to the terms of the
Stipulation attached hereto as Exhibit B, paragraph VIII, that fiduciary duty regarding the
mineral rights also applies as between the Applicant and ANB. ANB for itself and as
fiduciary for the State of Texas, objects to the issuance of any permit for or toward the
construction or operation of the proposed facility, which will thwart or encumber the
development of the oil, gas and other minerals under said Mineral Classified Land
Surveys.

2.9 The Commission cannot turn a blind eye to the fact that the wrong box
was checked in part E of the Application on property ownership. It is fatal error for the
Executive Director to rely on that fncorrectly checked box and incorrect “Property Owner
Affidavit” (which in substance makes no reference to property ownership). As recently
held by the Supreme Court, “Private property cannot be imperiled with such nonchalance,
via an Irrefutable presumption created by checking a certain box . . . . Our Constitution
demands far more,” Texas Rice Land Partners, Ltd. v. Denbury Green Pipeline-Texas,
LLC, 363 S.W.3d 192, 199 (Tex. 2012), The Executive Director proposes that the
Application’s material misstatement on property ownership be given an irreﬁltabie
presumption of accuracy. As held in Denbury Green, that type of presumption in an
administrative permitting context is not legal. At the very least, an evidentiary heating
with constitutional due process on that and other issues that could impact ANB’s property

tights, is required.



2,10 The Conunission also cannot ignore the uncontradicted and unambiguous
deeds disproving the Applicant’s assertion in the Application of property ownetsbip,
That material misrepresentation is grounds for denial of this Application. Tex. Health &
Safety Code § 361.08.9(6)(2). At the very least, ov;mership of the ptoperty is a material
issue that requires a contested case heating. See Application of Williamson County for a
Permit Amendment to Expand a Type I Municipal Solid Waste Lam{ﬁil Facility, SOAH
Docket No. 582-06-3321, TCEQ Docket No. 2005-0337-MSW, Permit No, MSW-

14058 (2008).

2.11  To issue any permit for or toward a landfill facility on property owned in
whole or in part by ANB without its consent, especially without any due process hearing,
would be an unconstitutional regulatory taking by the State of Texas.

2.12  Because of ANB’s ownership of land to be permanently occupied and
effectively taken by the proposed landfill facility, and the impact on its Jands which
border on or are in close proximity thereto, due process requires strict proof by competent
and admissible substantial evidence of every material issue related to the Application,
including but not limited to:

All issues identified in the previous filings by ANB and other enfities and persons
in this matter, including without limitation, those certain Request for Contested Case
Hearing and Supporting Comments filed November 21, 2011 and on July 26, 2012, and
the Supplementary Objections and Comments Opposing Application for Municipal Solid

Waste Permit filed February 28, 2013, which are incorporated herein by reference.

. The Application does not specifically address flood plain issues which
may result in contamination of neighboring tracts by flowing water,

» The Application does not explain the effects of the proposed landfill on
area wetlands and/or measures to mitigate damage thereto.



) The Application does not sufficiently address the possible effects of the
landfill on ground water and the local aquifer.

3.

ANB requests a contested case hearing on this matter.

Wherefore, ANB Cattle Company, Lid. respetfully prays that the Commission
either deny this Application for the reasons set forth in paragraph 2.10 or order this
Application to a contested case hearing and direct the Chief Clerk to refer this Apploation
to the State Office of Administrative Hearings for a full contested case hearing on all

1ssues,

Respectfully submitted,

CARDWELIL, HART & BENNETT, LLP
Jeffery L. Hart

State Bar No, 09147300

John A. Cardwell

State Bar No. 03791200

807 Brazos Street, Suite 1001

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 322-0011

(512) 322-0808 — Fax

Email: jlh.chblaw(@sbeglobal net

Email: cardwell53@earthlink net

By:

I on:U\. Cardwell
ATTORNEYS FOR ANB Cattle
Company, Ltd.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this Eday of July, 2013, a true and correct copy of the

foregoing document is being served in accordance with the Commissioner’s Rules.

John A. d@dw@ﬂ
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Partnership;

same,
.

. deseribed Pescsdito or Yugp Ranch as more fully described and

46234 a0

THE STATE OF TEXAS §

. KNOW ALL- MEN BY THESE PRESENTS!
COUNTY OF WEBB §

1

That RANCHD VIEJO' CATTLE COMPANY, L%D.. a Texas Limited
and" ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LTD., & Texas Llmited
Partnershlp, each scting hersin by and through thelr respective
General Fartnars; Lot ordar to carry out sgreements reached withinl
the familles of Carlosg Y, Benevides, Jr. and Arturo N, Benavides,
du hereby eross-convey an undivided ope-half interest in the
specific gutveys heralnafter descrlbed and, in order to accompllsh
to the extent necessary, do hersby amend. conveyances
heretofore mede under deeds hersinafter descélbad; 50 that all’

lands situated wlthin thosa particular surveys lying within the
Pescadito or Yugo Ranoh which are described in attached Exhihit "a»

¥ill ge owned in fee simple by hancho Vie]o Cattle Company, Ltd., R
a3 to an undivided one-halt (1/2) Interast and by ANB Cattle
Compeny, ttd., as to an undlvided ‘one-half {1/2) interest.

In order to wffect and astomplish this cruss-ganveyance eng

amendment of previous conveyances, tha parties hereto, RANCHO VIEJG
CATTLE CGMPANY; LTD., 8 Texss Limited Parctnership, for a valuablp
conside}atlun moving to it, the suPflciency of which Is hareby
acknowledged, does hereby GRANT, SELL, ASSIGN and CROSS-CONVEY unte
ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LTD., an undivided one-half (172} Interest in
any part of esch of thase five [4) surveys located within the azbove

idantifiad in attachod Exhibit *A", tha fee tltla to which.now
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appuars of recourd ss now ownad antirely by Rancho ¥iejs Catile

h: Cempany, Ltd,, and for the same considération, ANB CATTLE COMPANY,
g: ~ LTO., o Texas Limlted Partnership, doss hareby GRANT, SELL, ASSIGN
5;:. and CRAOSS-CONYEY unto RANCHD VIEJR CATTLE COMPANY, LYD., an
ﬁé undivided one<hal? (1/2) Interest in any part of those five (5}

surveys located within the sald Pescaditg ar Yuge Ranch, &ach of
which asre Stete Minersl Classifiad land, as mors fully described
- and fdentifled in attached Exhibkit A", whlch ls incorporated inte

] " and made a part hereef for all relavant purposes.

Thls conveyance ls mada exprassly'subject to the rights of the

State af Texas in end Lo sach of thelabuve described surveys and to

. the agreement of the parties that the Limited Partnership which is
8 co=owner of. any portlon of any of the sald surveys which lies
within pasture fences snclosing that portion of the Yuge Ranoh

) onuplad by such, partneranip shell remaln 1n exclusive pnssession
of sald lands and shall have the excluslve xight ta continue to
oceupy all portlons of ary of such surveys lying within the feace
enclosures bof the pasture’ helonging to the particular Lismited
partnearship for hunting end grazing purposes in copsideratlion of

; that partnership peying the ad valorem taxes due on such acreage
i and that the other limited partnership shall, )likewlse, bhave
w1 exclusive possession of anf portion of any of the said above
descrlibed Pive (5) suzvays which lie within the outside fence
enclosuras af thé pastures belonging te that partloular Limited

partnership for hunting and grazing burposes in consideratian of

Y that partnership paying the sd valorem taxes on that partion of
L3
4 2
¥
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sald five (5) suzveys'lying within its fence snplosyres,

The pesrties to this oross conveyance affirm that thes”

instrument of cross-conveyance end, ta the extent necessary,
amendment te previous deeds i{ntg the phrtnership, 1s in compliance

with family agreements heqetarore antered Iinto relating to the

division of the Pescadits or Yugo Ranch and the parties. herats

exprassly affirm that this Cross-poaveyance, and the agreements and
reeitals hereln contained, shail bs deemed to affectively amand the
following described Instrumsnts of canveysnge Insofur as they
relatelto lands which farm a part of Pescadlhn Bt Yugo Ranch,
sltuated in the eastern oart of Wehb County, Texas, viz:

Dezeg deted bDecember 28, 1989, oxecuted by Carlos V.

Benavldes to Ranche viefo tattle Company, Ltd., & Texas

Limited Pactnership, as now recorded in volume 1399,
. pages 268-270 in the Real Property. Records of Wehh
* County, Texas,

Desd dated December 23, 1988, executed by Carlos Y,
Benuvides to ANB Cattle Company, Ltd., § Texas Limited
Partnsrship, as now recorded in Yolune 1392, pages 271~
- 273 In the Real Property Records af Wabl County, Texas.

Desd dated December 25, 1989, exsouted by ctarlas Y.
Benavidas, Jr. teo Ramcho Yieja Cattle Campany, Ltd., a
Texas Limited Paptnershlp, as now recorded ' in Yolumeg
1399, pages 265-267 in the Regl Property Records of Webb
County, Toxas, ~ -

Deed dated Dacember 28, 1969, sxscuted by Arturo N,
Benavides to ANE Cgttle Company, Ltd., a Texas Lim{ted
Partnershlg, as now recorded In Valuma 1399, pages 242«
2684 Roel Property Records of Webb County, Texas,

and each of tha partnerships who are parties to this tdeed hereby

further conflem that each partnership recsived one-half (1r2) or

3

those mineral rignts dascribed under “Fipghn of the above mentioned

two deads from Carlos Benavidas, sach dated Cecember 28, 1989, as
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now of record In ‘Volume 1399, pages 255-27& in tha Repl Property
fiecords of Wabb County, Texas and Yolume 139%, pagas 271-273 in the
Real Property Rederds of Wabb County, Texas, respectively, whilch
mineral rights wera’subsequent%y gonveyed by the Co~Trustees undar
the Benavides Family Mineral Trust under Trust Ingtrument dated
March 22, 1990, now bmaring Webb County Clerk File No. 424521

Exeeutad the _6Eh day of April 1990, but for

all purposss to be deemed effactlve as of 12:01 a.m. Januery 1,
1990,
, RANCHC 'VIEJd CATTILE COMPANY, LYD.,
A Texaiﬁglmitad Partnership
By:

Gensral Par¥ner

Carlos Y. Benavides, Jr.™
General Partner -

ANS CATTLE COMPANY, LYD.,
A Texss Llmited Partrership

éy: ‘ékﬁ Q/Cﬂ@%’zﬂ%"

Carlhs Y. Behavides

General Parbiner

firturo N. Benavidzs

I, Mergie Remres Inara, County Clarx, weob Caumy,
do hareby caruy that i 18 2 e and comad! copy, as
ine wama appears of rovaid in my office, |

Witness my hand and sesl of otfica on ‘ ‘.
w10 | 1417 448

Margie Ramlrez fbans, 1. . 4
W nly Glasis

.General Partner

Aepaiv County Clerk
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STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF Wea § '
This Lnstrument was acknowledgad before me on the &th - day |
of 11 - s 1320 by Carlos V. Benayides, General .
Partner, on baRal? Of Rancho ¥iajo Cattle Company, Ltd. a Texas :
Limited Partnership, : .
. ) » i
i A AGUILAR _%W {
ﬁ(;""\-.,‘_ NECI)'"FARYPUBLIC atary Fubdic, State of ToXas '
¥ ‘ﬁy State of Yoxas
: e Camm, Ex, 10-26-93
STATE OF TEXAS § .
COUNTY OF wemp $ .
This Instrumant was acknowledued before me on the 10th _ day
‘of April + 1990 by Carlos Y. Benavides, JF., General
Partrer, on behal?™ 3¢ Ranoho ¥iejo Cattle Company, Ltd., & Texas
Limlted Parsnarship, .
T ELVA AGUILAR Notary PuBlic, Stafe of Texas
NOTARY PUELIC e
Slat%nfTexas
Coman. Exp, 10-28.93
STATE'OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF WEBE  § .
This indtrument was acknowledged before me on the 6th day
of _april v 1990 by ‘carlos v, Benavidas, Generel
Partner, on Behalf 6f ANS Cattle Company, Ltd., & Texas Limited
Partnership, . .
. Notary PuBIlc, STAte OF Texas
ELVA AGUILAR ,
iy
tate of To 1 '
com 1855 1417 448
!, Macgio Ramires |nara. County Ciary, Webh Goun.t;.
R
A ‘: \ T, Whnved my fand afid-sasl of ailican RN
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STATE OF TEXAS &

Erf

- QOUNTY OF WEBB

3

Tis trument wes scknowladged befora me on the __Zﬁi/l_ da
of y 1990 by Arturs M. BenavideS, Ganera
Partner/ on bena 0f ANB Cattla Company, Ltd., a Texas Limited

Partnership,

Lo

T iy Y

LYTLL,

m gl

ks st o I

1, Mixgio Ramires [parra, Counly Clers, Waoh Covaly, . s .. -
do hereby carlly et this 1§ B irue snd correct copy, a5 .
hs same eppews of facard (0 my office,

Wiess my band end snal of office on

JUL 18 20w BRE

targie Ramlrdz tbama ‘ .
th;: %qptg cli_ai?E
Nanuty County Clerk -
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EXHIBIT wam
FIRST: Survey 112, Certificate No, 17177, Abstract
Ng, 2835, Original Granteeh Jd. Poitevent, contatning 640

acrgs, more or- less,

SECOND: Survey 15906, Certificate No, 391, Abstract
No, 03, original Grantee, Texas Trunk, contalhing sAD
acras, moré or less.

. THIRD: Survey 2368,
) SF 12687, Orlglnal Grantez A, R,
27.34 acres, more or less.

FOURTH: 411 of Survay 1604,
Ho. 2787, Ordginal Grantae,
640 acres, more or less.

FIFTH ALl of Survey 1994, Ccertificate No,

' . ABEtTact Na. 2788, Dripinal Grantee
cortalning 320 ecres, more or less. |

A, Afef Sk | WA Y, :

Abstract No. 3182, Certificate '
¥illarreal, econtaining

‘Certificate 3873, Abstract
Gragorio Rublo, containing

90,
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. EXBIBIT *A* TO CROSS-CONVEYANCE L
RANCHD VIEJID CATTLE COMPANY, LYD. and .
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STIEULATION CONFIRMING
SURFACE. QWNERSHIF, AGREED BOUNDARY.
- LINE AND BOADWAY ACCESS
STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OFWEBE  § 645830

Under Purtition Deed oxecuted by Rosa Veln da Hesiavidea, ef, 8, dated December 3, 1949,
now recottled In Voluma 306, pages 424-37, Deed Records of Webb Countty, Toxts, (ierainaiter
reforred to a8 the December 9, 1949 Benavides Family Pasiltion Agreement) the surfhce estafe in
and 1o The Pescadito Ranch conialning 18,258 acres, more or less, was sat aside o the late Carlos
¥, Benwvides, Sr. Caifoa Y, Benavides, Sr, thereafter aequired other lands Tocated to the West and
sdjncent to his Pescadito Ranchl, Such other lnds were subsequently conveyed by Caros Y.
Benavides, 8t to his sona, Carlos Y, Benavides, Ir,, and Arfute N, Benavides, Carlos Y, Benavides,
Je:and Ariuo N, Bensvides thereafter partitioned the mrfice extats fands they acquired fom thelr
father betwoen themselvey, The Partition Deed between Carlos Y. Bensvides, Ir, and Arturo N,

Beasvideais dated February 17, [987 and {a now recorded in Volume 1219, Pages 944-048, Deed ..

Records of Webb County, Tros, Under thelr Febmuary 17, 1987 Partitfon Daed the minsral and
Rrfice estnte in the bind described In sach partition was severed, The susfasa eatsts In the nottheely
hatf of the lands affected by thelr Februnry 17, 1937 Partition Deed was 52t aside in soverzlty to
Artara N, Beiuvides and the surface estate In the southerly half of said land was set aside In severalty
to Carlos . Benkvides, Jr, . - - . .

Therexiter, by twe separate conveyances, each dated Decamber 28, 1989 ay nw recorded
in Volume (359, pages 268270 and Volume 1399, Pages 271-273, Real Proporty Records of Webb
County, Texas, Carlos Y, Benavides, Sr. contrituted all of the sutfhcs ownership ke then owned In
the Bi Yugo and Rancho Viejo Pastures and ofie-haif of the Ranch Headquartots of the Pescadito
Rl to Reochs Viega Cattla Company, L1d. (entre Ranch Headguariens coralei of 45,2619 aczes,
more or keas), and coctritwted all of the surfice owneralilp o then owmed in the Lassos Pasture, the
Lisve Pasture, the Retama Gorda Pastars and the Cuchits Pasture, looated Norih of Highway 59
and ons-haiof the Rasch Hasdquastecs of the Pescadto Rundl to ANB Cattle Company, Ltd.. ‘The
abovs referenced Deosinbér 29, 1939 conveyances by Carlos'Y, Benavidos, 5r. Included other non-
related properties as thercln described, .

By separate instruments, dated Decentber 28, 1989, Carlos Y, Beasvides, Jr, contributed ail
of the jurfsce extata in the lands set axide to Himunder the February 17, 1987 Rartition Deed with
his beother {0 Rancho Vige Cattfs Company, Lid, and Astaro N, Benavides contributed all of the
wmirthon aatate in the Tands set asida to im bn seld Fobruszy 17, 1987 Partition Dot fo ANB Catile
Cotpury, Lid, Those coerveyrnced a6 now of record in Vobume 1399, Pagey 262264 and Volunpe
1399, Bages 265-257, Roal Property Recotds of Webb County, Texay, to which reforencs is hece
miada for olf purposes, .
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"Compary, L4d, entered Info » Cross-Conveyance:
Clussified lands Jocated within the Pescadito Ranch,

The approximate 16,258 acre Pesoadito Rench that was set aside to. Caslos Y, Benavides, St.
urier the Diecember 9, 1949 Benuvides Funily Prrtition Agresment snd the additionsl lunds aoqulred
by the [ste Carias Y, Benavides, Sr. located o the West of I 16,238 xore Pescadito Ranch, as Iater
deeded 10 bls zons, hava been surveyed and deterinlned'to contain & fotal of 21,920,1407 scres,
more ot less, Such noreage s depleted ua Tract No, | cotirsting of 9726.2984 soras, mars or {ess,

Euxlsllb‘uiNo.zmuingof!z, 193.8423 acres, more or fess, on & Survey Plat sttached hereto an
bt '

Rancho Viejo Catile Company, Ltd., simultancous with the exeqution of this Stipulation
Confirming Surfece , Agreed Bovndury Line and Roadway Access is convaying to Arturo
N. Benavides, §r, Arturo N. Benuvides, Jr,, Anng Glofia Beravides Galo and Kirk R, Clovis, in
varying proporticns, tha most northerly 1093,3849 susfuce actes, mare or fess, out of the ands
contributed by the lats Carlus Y. Benavides, 5r. to Rancho Viejo Cattln Company, Ltd. This screage
although conveyed to Rancho Vislo Cattle Company, 144, was determined by recent survey to be
within the Lassos Pasture, 8 pastire conveyed by the fate C, . Beasvides, Sr. to AND Cattls
Company, Lid. Rencha Vigjo Cattle Company, Ltd In making such conveyancs it order to.more
aocurstely reflect the actunl intention of the ats Carlow ¥, Bengvides, Sr, to divide thie surfare exiate
In the Pescadito Ranch by pasture and also pursuant to a mediation socord arddved at by the
underalgned parties us sabsequently amended and eonfimmed in Cause No, 93-00052 i the County

Couft al Law No, 1, styled Estale of Carlos Y. Benavides, St., Decensed, Alao In said conveyance,

Rancho Viejo Cattle Compeny, Ltd. I8 convoying ls tight, tits and interest in and to the surfaca
estite to the Ratich Hesdguariers Tract of the Pescadlto Ranch conslsting of 45,2619 Aoros, tiore
or loss, together with all improvements thereto subject to Rancho Visjo Cattle Company, 14d.
retaining it non-possessary undivided one-half interest In any portion of sald Ranch Headquarters
Trect located within-State Mineral Classitied Survey 1906, Abstract 3 104, Webb County, Teras,
cotsistent with Section VI below,  Alsa by lmultaneous conveyance herewith, Arturo N.
Benavides, Sr., Arturo N. Benavides, Jr,, Anna Glords Benavides Gelo and Xitk R, Clovis, are
conveying the above referenced 1093,3849 surfice acres, more or lesy, and an undivided ona-half
interest in and to the abave referanced Ranch Headquarters Trect to AKA. Propétties, Lid,, » Texas
Limited Pertnership also sublect to Rancho Vieo Cattle Company, Lid’s sbove mentioned
regervation, o

The parties hereto desire to confirm the sespecifve muface ownerahips of Ranchy Vicjo Catile
Company, Ltd., ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. and AKA Properties, Ltd, in tha 21,920,1407 nores,
mote ot less, depleted on sttached Exhibit A; to estabtiah the Agreed Boundary Line between the
respeative ranch lands owned and posseased by Rancho Viglo Catte Company, Ltd, and the ranch
lands owned and possessed by ANB Cattle Company, Ltd, and AKA Properiles, Lid.; and to
recogniza mvd canfirm the permanent not-exclusive rights of Ingress and pgress along an estabiished
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orty (40 viide road dasemsent acroms thelr respective ranches,  Accondingly, it Is agreed and
stipulated thet;

L

ANH Cattfs Computy, Lid. ls hereby recopnizad to be the owner of the surfecs estate In all
oF'Trnct No.1 containing, 9,726.2984 acres, rate o5 leas, as depleted in Bxhibit A attsched hereto
and described by metes and bounds in Fledd Notes stiached hereia 13 Bxhiblt B, sach of which are
horeby inerrporated into this agreement for alt relovant Purposed, Lass and Excepl:

2 Allof ths sbove referenced 10933849 wirfics acres now ovied by AKA Propertles, Ltd,
deploted b Bxhibit “D* and described by mieten and beunds in Field Notes attached htereto s
Exhibit “B"

W undivided one-hait (1/2) interest In and 4o the Ranch Headquarters tract conslsting of 45,2619
norss of [and, more or less, now owned by AKA Properties, Ltd,, described by metes and
bounds In Fleld Notes attachied hoveto as Bxhibit “F? subject to Rancho Vieo Caitle
Company, Ltd.'s reserved non-posseasoty irtersst in any pocifon of Sirvey 1906 that Is within
tha Ranch Headquariers Tract as calied for In I 6) below;

) undivided ona-hatf (1£2) Interest held by Rancha Vigl Caitle Company, Lid. i all state

ntinecal clansified lands located within said Tract No. 1, belug Survey No, 1984, Alstract No.
2784, Survey Na,.1604; Abstned No, 2787 and & portlon of Survey No. 1906, Abstract No.
3103, subject to Sectlon ViIlbelow; and, .

&  retained sight-ofiway socen by Rencho: Vieje Cattlo Co,, 140, and AKA Proparilss, Ltd,,
reapectively along the designated Forty foot (407) roadway easement over uid Traot No. 1,
a1 mors paniiculardy desctibed in Secilon V below, .
end Rancho Viga Cattle Company, Ltd, and AKA Propectles, Lid. have RELEASED,
RELRNGUISHED and QUITCLAIMED and by ihess presents do RELEASE, RELINQUISH and
QUITCLAIM &% right, thfe snd intoreat in and 10 the siseflce eatatn In and to Tract No. 1 contailng
9,726,2984 acres, mare of ked, o8 depicied [n Exkibit A and described by motes and bounds in
atiached Eulihit B, mibjact to each of the above stated exuaptions and resecvation, unto ANB Cattle
Corpany, Ltd,, Ity maccessors and amsipns. - :
18

Rancho Viejo Caitlo Company, Lid. is hereby recognized o be the swner of tho surfice
extats in and to Tract No. 2 contalning 12,197,8423 acres, more or Jess, 18 depicted in atteched

"Eabiolt A sed deaczibed by taebes sadd bounda i Fiekd Notes stiached hereto as Bxhibit C, Lowa and
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9 mmmw(m)immmwmac;mecm.m,hm State Minent
Clasified larids located within sald 'Thaot Mo, 2, being Survey No, 2366, Absiract Nu, 3182
SBurvey No, 112, Abstract Mo, 2835 and & partion of Survey No, 1906, Abstract Nu. 3103,

4 mb_{wt_to Section VIIT below;.and, -

B} rotained right of xccess by ANB Cattle Company, Led,, tlong the designated forty fuct (40
madwayuwn‘mtmeNo.zumompnﬁwhdy descibed in Sution VI below,;

end ANB Caitle Compasy, Ltd, and AKA Proparties, Ltd, have RELEASED, RRLINQUISHED
lndQUI'I'CLAIM‘EDmdbyﬂm prezents do RELEASE, RELINQUISH and QUITCLAIM all of
thelr right, title and interest in and 1o the surfice extatd in and 49 TRACT No. 2, contalning
12,193.8423, acred, more or lesy, ax depicted in attacked Bxilblt 4 and described by metes and
bounds In attached Exhibit C, subject tb sach of the sbove stated oxteptions and reservation, unto
Rancho Viejc Catily Company, Ltd,, its successors and assigns,

.
ARA Properties, Ltd. is hereby rocognlzed to ba the owser of the surface estate in and 10!

1) 10933849 acres, more or leas, deplcted in Exhibit “D” und described by metes and
bounds on Field Notes attzched harsto ea Exhibit “B"; and,

2)  undivided one-helf{1/2) Interest in and to the Ranch Headquariers tract convisting of
45.2619 acres of land, thore or less, 1 described by metes and bounds in Field Notes
attached hersto an Bxhibie “F", subject to Rancho Viglo Caitle Comparty Ltd,’s
resteved non-poasessory Intereat in any part of the Ranch Headquarters Tract that Is
within State Mineral Classified Survey 1906;

both of which tracta of Iand are within "Fract No I, and ANB Cattls Company, Ltd. and Rancho
Vicjo Cattla Company, Ltd, have RELEASED, RELINQUISHED AND QUITCLAIMED and by
thess prosents do RELHASE, RELINQUISH AND QUITCLATM ail right, titfe and Interast in and
to the sutface estate in and to the two (2) sbove described 1mets, subject to he shove atated
exception sffiscting the Ranch Hendquartess sotfioe righty within State Mineral Claysifled Survey No.
1206, unte AKA, Properties, Ltd,, its sicoessors and ansigos, :

Iv.

It is Sﬁptduedmdbwdﬂmﬂwadulngfmmﬁno,bdmﬂnwweybomduylm
weparating oceupled “Tract Na, 1 from oncupled Tract No. 2 shall constitute the Agreed Boundary
Lina betwozn sald Tract No, 1 and Tract No, 2, the ownezship of which have been identified wnd
conflrmed in Sections I, 1T and I above, The Agreed Boundsry Line, 8 currently fenced, shall
vontinue to be the Agreed Boundary Line segregating such tepective sutface ownerahips and it in
agreed that such adjoining owners and (hels respective successors and assigns shall continue io
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sl ch divislon fenies .8 good siate of repalr along ald Agkeed Boundary Line, sharing the
cont of ]l required maintennce equally betweon adjoining owners,

Y.

ANB Caitfe Company, L4, geants, comveys and confirms In Rancho Viejo Cattfe Company,
LAd,, the individual members of the Carlos Y, Benavides, Jt. family, and thelr employses and [nvitess,
& perpetual, non-exelusive rondway casement for Ingress and egress along & 40 . wide ropdway
exdtending from U.8, Klighway 59 to an'exlsting cattle guand'in the Agreed Boundsry Line betwesen
Trazd No, 1 mnd Traot No. 2 located Sauth of the Ranch Hesdquarters Tract for usa as & permanant
nteans of ingress andt egress fram U, 5. Highway 59 to Tract No, 2. “Such permanent, right of
Ingress end egresn s daploted and described by metes nd bounds in the attached Bxhiblts “G” and
“E, respeciively, and shall, for alf parposes be deemed an appurtenance and & cavenant running with
the tand to Trsct Nao, 2, . Furihermors, notwithatanding any lngusge herein contained to the
cotrtrary, urder no circumetances shall this grant of road easoment be construed o include the rght
for Rancho Visgo Catile Company, Ltd. and the Indlvidual mesmbers of the Cardos Y, Benavides, Jr.
Family or thefr saccessors In interest to any part of Tract Mo, 2 th assign or sllow the use of sald 40'
rond ensement by wny third party that e nat anowner of sl or some part of Tract No. 2 for the
purposs of using sid 40' road sasesment 18 a thoroughire or convenience road for accessing State
Highway 359 from U.S, Bighwaty 39 or for other commiroid purposes unrelated to the ownenifilp
of all or some part of Tract Ne, 2,

VI

Rasicho Vigo Cattle Company, Ltd. grants, conveys and confirme in ANB Cattln Company,
Lid. apid fhe individual meshbary of the Aruro N, Beruvides furily, and thelr employees and inviteos,
a perpatual, non-sxclustve rondway sasement for ingress snd egreas slong 240 &, wide roadway
extonding from sald existing cattle guard in tha Agreed Boundsry Line betwesn Tract No. 1 and
Traet No. 2 located South of the Ranch Headgquartess Tract aver and scross Tract No, 2 along said
desdgmted road to a polnt of exit ut an edating exterior gate in the most scuthetly Enst Bauhdary
Lins.fenon for use ai x permanent means of Ingressand egrogs from Highway 359 to Tract No, L
Such pennaneat, right of ingress and egress {5 doploted and “described by metes and boends in the
stinched Exhibits “T* and “J", respectively, and shall for alf purposes be deemed an appurtenance and
covenant runring with the land to Tract Mo, 1. - Furthermare, notwithstanding any language hercin
sontained to tha contoary, under ne circumstances shall this grant of road sasemant be construed to
Include the right for ANB Cattle Company, Lid, and the lndividual members of the Arturo N,
Benyvide, Sr, Family, or their sucoessors in intersat to ary pat of Tract Ho, 1, to sxsipn or allow
he vps of sald 40 road ensement by any thind that in pot an swnee of all or some part of Tract
Ho, 1 for the purposs of using saild 40' road essement 8 ¢ thoroughfirs or convarlance rosd for
seceining US, Highway 59 from State Highwey 359 or for some other sommerclul purposs
unrdsted to the cwnecship of sll of some part of Tract No, 1,
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' The cost of all required construction, maintenance and repalt of the shove referenced 40° rond
shall be shxred equally between ANB Caitle Company, Ltd, and Ranoho Vieo Cattlo Company, Ltd,
“thelr micoessors and assigns, The parties hereto furthier agree that the exit gates shall remain closed
and kicked except immedintely before and immedistely niter cuch such separate use unlesy supervised
by & gate guard, and each of sald perties shall have the right to piace their awn lock on said exit gates,

' : VI,

Survey Nos, 1994, 1604, 1906, 2366 and 112 21 mads teferenics to In Sectlons To and ITa above,

are owned In undivided 50% intorest each by ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LTD. ard RANCHO

VIHIO CATTLE COMPANY, LTD, resprtively, Such Surveys are Staie Mineral Classified

Lands and are expreasly sublect to the rights of the State of Texas together with those rights and

-obligations deseribed in Cross-Conveyance Deed dated April 6, 1950, but effective January 1,

1990, by and betwesn RANCHO VIEIQ CATTLE COMPANY, LTD. and ANE CATTLE
COMPANY, LTD),, recorded in Volume 1417, Page 445 of the Deed Records of Welib County,

“Texar, In zdditfon ta the rights and obllgations an stated In such Cross-Conveyance Desd, ANB

CATTLE COMPANY, LTD. and RANCHO VIRIO CATTLE COMPANY, LTD., thelr
successors and assipns, to (he extent permitted by Jaw, hereby agree and covenant that in additlon
to sharing the bencfils as agents for the State of "Texay under any and ail oll, gas sod other mlzerat
leases, that such sharing (In equat propartions) shall 1o apply to any and all surface operations
including any sand and/or gravel sald or used from the mineral clagsifisd Iands In connection with
such oll, gas and other mireral leasss, togother with any othar recaipts and/ar benefits received
from ¢he explortion, development, praduction and marketing of such oll, gas or other minerals,

Including but not dlmited to all surface damsges for the laying and constriction of pipefines, roads,
drillsftes, sefsmic surveys, production facllity sltes, and/ar any othar surface alteg or surface uss
of thess surveys in connection with any and al} ol gas and mineral operations. Any proceeds
and/or. benefils from the sale of use of water out of & mineral alassified survay or portlon thereof
sltuated within the respective property boundaries of any of the undersipned partles shalf not be
shared and all of such procesds and/or benedits shall be entitied by such parly. Furthermore, the
party not in possassion of a State Mineral Classified Tract agreas to fully cooperate (without
exporza o the non-possassaty party) with the party actually in poscession in connsetion with any
filings with any regulatory authority Incident to plugglng of any weil belng abardoned of ol and
gaa production so that such well can be plugged by the oll or gas cperator so a8 to permit the
completion of a water well at the expeinso of the party in possession, Furthermore, in connection
with the murface uss of thess Tands for oil, gas and/or otker mineral opsratlons, the Hmbted
‘pattership who has exclusive possession to such lands shall also have the exclusive right
(Executlve rights) to negotlate and conclude all tarms fn connection with such sutface malters,

keeping the Interest of the non-executive limited partnership in mind. The standaed of condust
of th limlted partnership with the exclusive/executive right shall b that of which a fiduslary owes
to his beneficlary or principal and shall icluds the right to axcount to the non-excluslve/executive
right holder immedinisly upon clasing and/or receipt of funds andfor beneflts ativbutable to any
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1
in the soktiowledgment of their reapective signature, effpiive as of the st day of
1998, mmmmwmmu@hmmmﬁw thelr tweirs, miccensors and assign,
RANCHO VIRIO CATTLE COMPANY LTD. ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LD,
Cirlor Y, amwm,:r Mm 1
*  Geootad Partoer !
g/ﬂ#l«J 9 }5’ M—*—d«-—o¢ nﬁ]&;ut / Jﬁm }? Yodtrdon /Q ads
fﬂhiv. Beravides, Jr. Asnz Gloriz Betisvides
;j‘m/
Guliformo Dayid Benavidos 7 WK R, Clovia, '
General Fastner =2
-]
[T-)
% G n.
Crigting Benyides Attura N, Besavides, Sr, ﬁ
. [t
Atturg N, Benavides, Jr, V
Md./wma. Lrvainite froklo
/glﬁl des Galo
4
L~ ZRBk R Clavia
AXA PROPERTIES, L'TD.
By! Astigro N, Benavides, Sr, LL.C,,
its Genersl Paviner
! By: Q\_Lm—?‘é‘h
i Arfure N, Benavides, Jr., Manager
siddni Mo Do it
" Anna Glorl Benavides Gale,
Munsges :
PageBof 11
Lo, : 8 e Ibard, Gatety Clam. w=nh uun'\-
| 3 R
{ “ .o " witnass myhgnd afid seal of office ob m
' R n 15 203 j,i‘
W :5; Mar Eggmuez!lm"a
PR ¢ unly C
'-':: ':% ) @é‘} o ¢ Dotmty Q‘W
a'*' T !
AR
-y - 2, wervrrr (X "..... .




STATE CF TEXAS $

COUNTY OF WaEB §

This Instrument & WWmmw%myome.mm
of Racchao Vicgo Compxny, Lid.

pATRIGIA PEREZ

m ) oty

e Btste of Teeas !
STATRORTEXAS 4 ;
COUNTY OF WEEB s

m:immu mmmmmﬁhll@.ayufﬂw- 1998, by Caros

@ SCARTORRED R ?FM&{/ -

cge  ToL

.,&:;',;';{,’,;‘,"m mmxwmxc.ﬁn’dfwma

Sm::f'l‘m:u

STATE OF TEXAS ]
COUNTY OF WHER $
mmuwmmmﬁuMﬁ_ﬂ 1998, by Gulllormo David

' |
r@ scmomaes.an. (OU.&( W v

NOTARY FUBLIC, Msuﬂa i
u,mmum © SutsofTwas -
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STATR OF THXAS | I
COUNTY OF WEEH ) ;
"Thi itrment a3 scknemlodgect befors me o this /7 day of V27, 1998, by Linda Cristin
TRIGIA PEREZ " ’ '
CRIY vy Fiexss
()] STABOFIERCC, NOTARY FUBLIC, In and f3 the
i&ﬁs comes. £ I State of Texas

STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF WEBB {

Thix instrument aa acknowledgod before mo mmﬂg’md.IQQV.; , 1998, by Anuro N,
Betavides, Ir,, Individtually and as Geoeral Partasy of ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LTD, snd az Manager

of ARTURO N, BENAVIDES, SR., L.L.C., Geosral partner of AKA PROPERTIES, LD,
s
[T,
- EEE “
Hy Com, Enp. 11000 NOTARY FUBLIC, In and for the o
State of Texas e
o
4 BTATE OF TEXAS !
COUNTY OF WEBR s
: : o 1By o6 N
: This instrumient s scknowledged befors nse on thiy day of M2V, | 1998, by Arow Gloeta
: Betsvidns Galo, Individhually and as Cenieral Pasiner of ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LT, and 18 Manager
- of ARTURG N, BENAVIDES, SR,, L.L..C., Genoral pariner of AKA PROFERTIES, LTD,
N, W e TN,
Wy o, Eop, 1012404 NOTARY PUBLIC, Irahd for the
State of Texas
Fage 10of 11 \
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STATE OF TEXAS §
,COUNTY Of WEBB ¢

A — mmmmmlﬁmdﬂﬂv_.tm.wmmmm
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! N Flald MNokes Por Teast 1 of Yuge Ranch

'

Being 9,726.2984 acres of land, more or less, cut of and being a paxt
of the original 16,358 aora Pescadito Ranoh, oomeisting of pastires
Retamg Gorda, Llave, Lawssod, and algo cedtaining a rangh headquarters
pagture, sald $,726.2904 acres also Pedng s part of a 5,000 aoxre
tvact; ag per deed frem Carles Y. Benavides to A.¥.B. Cattle (ol and
kancho Viaje Cattle Co., described in further detail and racoxded on
Den-26-1989 in V, 1385, P, 'd62-73, Real Property Recoxds of Webb
County, Texzs; sald 2,726.2984 aures of land, more ox less, coneisting
of the sbove mentionad pastures, being more particularly desuribed by
mates and beunds as foliows: . 3

PRUTMNING at an existing fence post being the most Easterly Bontheast
corner of Survey 1926, Abstract 392, Manuel Collado, Original Grantes,
gald fence post almo being the Bouthwest corner of Burvey 1643, &n
sxterior corner hereof, for the FOINT OF BREGINMNING of said 3,726.2584

agre tract;

, (1) 'TEENCE, South 42%48'18" West, a distance of 1781.08 ﬁsah,'along

the divigion line for the Yugo Ranch, same being a fence line, to
a fence post along the southerly Zence line of tha Ranch
Headquartersy .

THRNCE, continuing along said fence line, the followingy
’ ta Burvey corner

(2} South 26°3B'34" Hast §74.02 feet
goukh 71°09104% West 373.£3 feat
Norkh 73°58'57" Hest 1177.49 feet

(5} North 85°32'05" Weat 91,00 feat
South 04°27'58" West 61,50 feet
North B5°32'05% Weskt, 98,30 feat
South 66°131374 Wask 64,88 feet
South 08°68'37% West 634,57 feet

{10) South 53"40'13" Wast 77,33 feet

TEENEE, aibhg sald divinion fence line, the following;
) roE . i,

gouth 28°11'25" East 3756.70 feet

gouth 37708'03" ‘Hest B636,76 feok NE 120
{15) South 07°07'43% East 5275, 21 fast . 8E 20

Soukh 83°33117" Hest 5292.82 feek BW 120

South 26°C6156" Wapt 208.66 feat

pouth B4°24'54" West . 788.51 feabL

South 78°30'48" Wesk °  2876,91 faeb

{30) THENCH, along the sxiwting outer boundary fenoa iine of tha
afo;amentionad group bf pastnres, the following)

South 997431457 West 3079.33 feet deflectlon left
Seuth 89°42'57" West . 4154,43 feat extearidr dorner
North 00%15'GA" Weat 3271,88 feat deflectlon laft
North 00¥16'14" Weusk 3301.53 fowt NW  LG0L

{28} Morth B8°R3'09% Waab 1644,73 fest 5W 1994
Horkh 00700134 Weat 2514,16 feat NW 1994
Roxth £9°42t00" Bagh 373,43 fset  HW 1205
Horth 00°02!'80" West 254%,77 fast NW 1209
Noxrth 85°51'23" East 2401.10 faat i 1209
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", (30) North 00°09148¢ Weaw 1237.72 feot dinterior eorner

) Soukh BS*37130% Wast 1318,.93 feat exterior .corper
. Morth 00°211852" West 1319.12 feet Qgeflaction right
North 00°12'32* Wagt 2640.47 feat  interior corner
South £9°32+t42% Hagt 1375.60 fmet US 59 South ROW
{38} South 897881 08" Wamt 336.B1 feab US 59 North Row
» Sauth BI'BE'A2" West 923.99 fmat 8w 1117
Koxth 00°00143" Eask . §435.79 feet NW 1117
South 89°31'49Y Eask 6074.99 feet deflention left
. Soukh BBY47t47* magt 5157.63 feeb US 59 North ROW
{40) Houth B5°30106" Eamk 257.48 fest US 59 South ROW
Bouth B9°1L146" Raay 53,60 faet cdeflection laft
South B9°32'40" Zagt 462,31 feet  doflection right
Soubh 82°27'22% Rast 69.38 faet MW 861
8uukh 63°01'08" Eapn $268,40 feet NE 861
(48) North 24°45108" Eaghk 2042,00 feet deflection right
North 24°49128* Eagg 3268.96 fmek NE 862
North 00°24150"7 Wast 663.63 feebk NW  183%
North B9°44%02Y Eaat 4075,08 faet N 1927
South (0°22'58Y Eggt 2867.88 feet daflaction laft
* {50) South Q0°2W 158" East 2857,19 feet  exterior corner
South 88°02127 Weat 226,58 feet  intexior gorner

{52} THENCE, South 00°34'43% Bast, a distance of 2839.69 feat,
continuirg along =aid boundary fence line, to the POINT OF
BEGINNING, and containing 5,726.2964 acres of land, moxa or less.

Note) 1) Save and Except 41.2 acres for U.S, Hwy, 59 Right Of Way
agquisition as per V. 185, P. 91, D.R.W.0.7,
Nobtet 2) Basls of bearings taken from the North American Datum

19327 (NAD 27), with, Global Positioning Syatem {0P8),
utilizing UsSGs Morument *Casa', for bhe N-E-E,

STRTE OF TEXAS
COUWIY OF WEEBB

I, John B, Foster, & Registered Profesaional tand Suxveyor, do hereby
certify that -bhe foregoing fieldnotes are true and corract to my beat
knowledge  and bellef and was prepared from an metual survey made on
the ground on 27 March thru 06 April, 1996 and 20 July thra 18 August,
1997, under my direction and from office recorde availabla.

WITNESS MY HAND AND S8BAL THIS 10th OF AUGUST, 1597,
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Co Fisld Notas for Trmot 3

) Being 12,193,8423 acxas of land, wore o less, out of and being a part
. of the original 16,258 acre Pszcadito Batich, conglsting of pastures
EI Yugo and Rancho Viejo, sald 12,193,8423 acres also out of and being
a part of & §,000 acre trackt; as per deed E£rem Carloe Y. Banavides' to
A.N.B. dattle C¢o, apd Rancke Viejo Cattls Ce., described in furkher
detail and regorded on Deo-28-1585 in v, 1389, P, 462.73, Real
P;‘:gerty Hevords of Webb County, 'exas; said -1%,153,8423 aares of
L , more or lesw, consileting of the above mentionad pawkturss, being
more partioularly desoribad by metes and bounds as follows)

PEGINNING at an existing fence post being the most Rasterly Socutheast
curner of Survay 1936, Abstradt 992, Manuel Collado, Original Grankes,
sald fange post alszc baing the Southwest corner of Burvey 1649, an
. extarior corner hereof, for the FOINT OF BEGINNING of grid 12,193,.8423

‘more tracty .

e ————

(1) TEENCE, North 88°32'57* Bamb, a distatnge of B240,01 feet, along
1 ) the exlgting ocuter boundery fence lina of the aforementioned
groyp of pastures, to a fence post being the Northesst corner of

Survey 1653;

THENCE, contlmying along sadd boundary fence line, the following;
to Hurvey cornar

{2) South 00°04'51" Hast 6261.12 fant KM 373
South 80°34'28" Eaast 5408 ,81 feet B 373
Baukh 05°LET22° Wank 5322.70 faat HH 73

() Bouth 14°20'05% Hagt J856.50 feet deflectilon xright -
geubh 14241424 Hant 4002.72 feet BB 211 -
North 78°27'440 Wagt .4945,86 faeb NB 2248 T
gouth 68281411 Haat - ©-128.,31 feabt N 259
outh 61°25'400 Baat BA%L,19 feak NE -1:1:]

{10} -gouth. 297011129 ‘Weat 5258.50 feet SE 253 =22
Noxth 61°34'32% Yest 2B61.25 feet  inkerlor corner $an
South 00°24136" East 4806.3L feet defleotion-right b
South 00°2%'17" Basak 4265.45 feek 8B 1641
douth 89°35116" WHeamt . 2060,30 fest RxR North Line

{15) Soukp -88°25'13" Hast~ - 133.65 feat RxR South Line
Bouth B393%'03" Waak 2769.21 faetk extarlor cornexr
North 00°26'57" Waat 856.55 feet " NE 572
South 83°36'1L1" West 32B0.73 fant 8W 14541
MNoxth 01°00118" Weat 697.52 feat 8- 2078

(20} Bouth B5718'44% Hest 1568.38 feak ~SW 2078 :-

- gouth 11°07'55% West L370.47 feat SE 3L
Worth 72°47'62" Wast 3023.46 feat deflection right
North 05°30'05" Zast E1.932 faet daflectlon lef
North 79°34'51% wast 1571,16 feat 8YW 11 .

{25) North 10°27'48" Epst . G55.78 feet interlor cornaxr
gouth. 8043577 Yest 619.88 foat ' SW 2075 :
South 00°41'58" East 479.98 feet SE 1616
Houth 89°39'46" Waut 2652,89 feet  RxR Scuth Lina
fouth 89°28'41Y West 193,07 feat RxR North Line

{30} ESouth 89°356'81L" Weat 203%,13 feet 8 hereof
Kozrth 00°25'17* Wast 3999.43 fask  deflaction xight
North 00°24'37* Wagt 4677,36 feab dafleation left
Rorth 00°%28'09* Heast 4558,68 fest wmptarly coxps
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*h fence lina, the following;

North 79%°30748% Eaat 2876,91 feet

{35) North 84°34154" Bast 758,51 fmat
North 2606184 Bapt 208.66 feak gw
Noxth 83°33'17" Eagt 5252.82 fest 8x
Nerth 07*07'43% Went 5279.31 feet NE
North 37°08r03% Bagk 563€.76 feet

140) North 2B®L1'a8% Wemt 3755.70 feet

120
120
130

THENCE, along the division line for the Yuge Ranch, pame belng a

THENCE, continuing along the divisien line for thes Yugo Ranch,
same beilng the poutfiexly fenoe line of the Ranch Headquartars,

the following;

Nowth B3°40/13% Baat 77.33 feat
Rorth 08°581'37" Bagt 334,87 feek
North €6%13'3741 Eagt 64,96 feet
Soukh B85°321054 East 98,30 feob

+ (48} North 04°27!850 Faat 6l.00 feet
Soukh 85°32105¢% Rapk 81.0¢ feet
South 73°58'87¢ gapt L177.49 feet
North 71°09'04" Bane 373.63 feet

{49) North 26°38'347 West 574,02 fest

(50) - THEKCR, Noxth 43°4g11gH East, a distanoe of 1781.08 feet, along

seid divigion fenoe line, to the ?P0mNT OF BRGINNING, atd
containing 12,193,8423 acres of lard, more oy lass,

Nota: 1) Baais of Yearings taken from the North Amarioan Datum
1827 (WAD 27), with Global Fosltioning System (aPa),
utdldzing USGY Monument fCaza”, for the N-E-BE,

STATE CF TEXAS

CQUNTY OF WEBB ,

I, Jobn E. Foster, a Registersd Profesatonal Land Surveyor, do hersby

certify that the foregoing fleldnotes are true and correct to my best

knowledge and belisf and was prepared from an actual survey made on

the ground on 27 March thru 06 April, 189¢ and 20 Jul

1997, under my diraction and from office recoxds available,

WITNZSS MY HAND AND SEAL THIS 10th DAY OF AUGQUST, 1997,
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Field Notes for North smobien pf the South Valle Prature

Being 1,093,349 acrer of land, mors of less, out of an eriginal 5,000
aore pagsture known as the North Valle &.South Valle; as per deed from
Carlos Y. Benavides to A.N.B, Catile Co.'and Rancho viejo Cattle Co.,
described in furthey detsil and recerdes on Dac-28-1939 in V, 1399, B.
262-73, Real Froperty Records of Webb County, Texas; sald 1,093.3849
gared of land, more or lems, baing move particularly descriked by
metes and bounds as follows:

COMMENCING at a.found 3" disk marked "N.5. Survey 120", THENCE 8cuth

$7°07'43" Eagt, & distanas of 3371.98 foet, along the Easterly line of
Survey 129, to a found iron rod marking the east end of a division
line of the a 5,000 acre tract as pex V. 1219, P, 844-8, Eeal Property
Racordsz of Webb County, Taxas, the ROINT oF BEGINNING of paid
1,093.3849 acre braab;

(i} 'THEMOR, Bouth 07°p7143n Fagt, at a distance of 2007,23 faek,
along the East houndazy line of Survey 120, to a found 29 disk
marked *§.E. Survay 120", fer the most Eastexly corner hereof)

to Burvay cornex

(2) Bouth 83°33'17" Wemt £293.82 feet SW 120
Bouth 26°N6'56" Waat 208.66 feek
South 84°24'54Y Wenk 758,51 feet
{8} Bouth 75°30148" West 2976,91 feet :
South 89°43145¢% Want 3079.33 faek daflection left
Houth BY°4z2T57" Wagt 4154.43 feet exterior corner
{8} HMoxth 0O°1B'5a" HWest 3271.98 feek deflection laft

{8} THENCE, North 00°1§'14" Waek, a distance of 110.77 feek, along
the West boundary line of Hurvey 1601, to a found iron rod
warking the west end of the memtioned division line of a 5,000
acrg track, for tha mast weaterly corner hesrecf;

(10} THENCE, North §9°50'50" Bast, a distance of 16033.50 feet, along
said divigion line, to the POINT OF BEGINNING, and containing
1,083.3849 agras of land, more or leas.

Note: Baeis of bearings taken from the North American Datum 1927
(NAR 27}, with Glebal Positiening System (GPS), utilizing
7868 Monumant *Casa®, for the N-E-B.

STATR OF TEXAY
COUNTY OF WEBR

L, John B. Foster, a Ragistered Professiennl Land Surveyor, do hexehy
caxtify that the foregolng fieldnotee are true and correat ko my hast
knowledge and belief and wes prepared from an actual survey mede on
the ground on March 27 thru April 06, 19%§ under my direction and from
office redords available,

WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL TRIS R Ok Rpavar, 1997,
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Fleld Ht‘.\‘l'-ﬂ'ﬂ for Ranch Hemdguartars Piu.uura

Being 45,2619 acrag of land, morm or less, ouk of and haing a part
of the ariginal 16,258 acyre Pagaadlito Ranch, gonslpting of pascures
Ratama dowda, Ulave, Lassog, El Yugo, & Rancgho Viedo, and also
centaining a ranch eadquarters pasturs, sr par deaed from Carlos Y.
Benavides Lo: A.N,B, Catila Co, and Rancho Viajo Cattle Co.,
dageribed in further detall and vedozrdsd on Deg-aa~1ldss in v. 1385,
P, 282-73, Rasl Propearty Regoxrds of Wabb County, Texas; sxid
45,3619 acrer of land, more oy lacm, consdating of the ranch
headquartars pastura, belpy mora partioularly dssaribed by matas
and bounds ag follows: .

. COMMENCING at an exiwting Zsnce post bolng the mos: Hastarly

Houbheast cornay of Huxvey 1328, Absbract $£9%, Manusgl Collada,
Original Grantae, sald fanoe post alyo baing the Southweskb cornar

ot Survay 1645 TEXNGE, Soukh 43°40/10% Heak, « 'dipbunce of 1761.08 -

" fawk, mlong an existing fence Line to x fenos corner, ths Nezthsast

v . dornar hareof, for the RODIT OF BEGINNING of .waid 45,2819 Bors

Eraalk; B

" .(1) .. BHENGM, South 2E93E/34N Haabt, ¥ dletange ef 574,02 fast, alang

an axinbing fence to » fanca gowner, the most Hastarly corner

et hazass ,
THENCH, conkinudng slefg said fencs lins, tha followlng:
(2) Seuth 71°027040. Waslk 373,83 fest
Nexrth 73*BEE?ET Wegk 1177.%9 foabk .
Naxth BS@iZ2/05" Wembk 91,00 fast
{8} Saukh 04°27/58% Weak §1.00 finets *
North 85*32/08% Weat 88.30 faab
Saubh §8%13137% Weak 64,86 faak
South DASHE!ITH Wegh B34.5% feel '
Scuth $3°40'130 Heat 77.33 faak
{10) North 43°04!26% Waat 63.11 faat -
South 87204736 Want 13,13 feeh
Noxth 7Q%80/H0* Hest 16p2,45 faat
North 09°17+38% Zast - 12,87 feat .
North §6*15°19% Faat 1730.12 feat Lt
(18} Morth gre2l¢34Y Exat 108,56 feak
Nowth B9*4E’24* Baat 252,650 faal
Soukh 199037/21Y Bast 27,40 faat
South 04%59'22% Wamt £5,83 feat
Soubh 83¥04/30% Damk 28,29 Bawk
{30} Korth 4502472324 Ennb 57,51 foat
South BReIErI4Y Hawt 45,73 faet
{22) North 7a+08' 144 fask (160,27 fast ,

L
oy I, Murgia RarnToz lonrra, Goty i ot Saere]
‘ voA sk treraby ceiily that |G 43 4 trug ang sorrec nom'vmé's w
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(43) THENON,
end containing 45,2615 sorep of land,

ﬁ'otu

1927 (NAD 29),
STATE OF TEXAS :
COUNTY OF WEWR

I, John ¥

to my hast knowledge and helief and was

survey mades on ‘the greund san Mareh 27 they

direction and from offioe reccrds n-.rnﬂ_.:l.uhl

.

Sauth 3331088 East, s distance of '
continuing along suid fenee iina to Lhe P taet,

PAINT or HYURTNNING
mors ox lems, !

Basia of hexringe taken f.::t:m the Narth Amerioa
with Global Positioning Sysé'amn(g;;‘?:“
utilizing USGY Monument "Crza¥, fap the

H‘E-E‘ .
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' , Fleld ‘Notes for Centarline of 40! Wide Road Eawement in Tract 1

Seing the centariine of a 44! wide rosd easement, out of Ehe mriginal

16,258 sare Pescadita Ranoh; ag par deed from Caxlos Y. Benavideg to

AN.B, Cattle Co. and Ranche Viejo Cattle Co., deaeribad in furthar

detail and recvorded on Dac-~-28-1589% in V. 1383, P, 262-73, Rmal

Property Records of Webh q:ountxy, Texas; sail canterline of 409 widae
ou

road easament, being moze paxticularly described by metes and bounds
ae followa, .

COMMENCING at an, existing fenca post being the most Easterly Southeaat
comner of Survey'1926, Abstract 992, Mannal Collade, Original Grantes,
said fence post also being ths Southwest corner of Burvey 1649,
THENCE, North &892aizpe West, a distance of 13707.59 feet, to the
canterline of sald 40' wide roesd cagement, the most Northerly point
hexeof, for ths POINT OF BROINNING of sald centerline;

THENCE, alony the centeriine of the 40! wide road essement, tha
following line and aqurves;

LINE # BERRING DISTANCE

CURVE § RADTUR ARC AN DIR-DELTA,

L1iol 8A9°10' L6 E 486.91! ko p.C.

oloa 550,00  231.97!  117.93! R 24°put54n to P.T.

L1603 B65°00123%E 3197.63"

L1.04 865734435 1326 .71 - ko PLCL

108 950,00%  415.17'  2310.85' R 25°02'21¢ to B.T.

L1086 S40°32t349w 31756.08¢ -3
uioe7 5463151 264 1411, 751 ko P.C. o=
cLo8 500,001  497.37! 271.45' R BE°SDtgln ke BT, Hham
nL108 810°24115"9 . ¢ 1081,55"

LiLn 507°s5 a6y 906.391¢ o
Liit SL7°11r34W 330.541 to P.C. -
Clil 575,00 ' 207.84'  104.81' I 20°4D!48" ta BT, oo
L1L3 803°2311404 299.78! to P.C.

cLla 250,00  206,33'  105.45' I, 47°1%7'1710 ta P, T,

1118 '« BEQ°46'25"H 469,80 to r.o,

€116 '115.00'  246,71'  211,.43' L 123°84154"  to B.T.

L117 NO6°18'41¢R 159,607 to p.O.

c11a 175.00'  260,06'  160.77' R 85°0814E" to F.T.

1118 gggaatiang 597.86" to p.C.

0120 450,00 124.49'  63.64! I 15°5L1101% to B.T,

THEHNCE R7E°36'24"8, a diztande of 11.34! to the ROINT OF ENDING of
this centerline for said 40' wide road eagement, maild ending point
bears South 47°47'46Y Wept, & distance of 3684.87 feat from the
aommencing point,

P ‘.

T e,y

1, Wargr Ramy Aﬁb&irm‘ Gounty Clars, WabB County,
do tarehy corrly Thatthis is a riz and eowreet cogy, B
| the apmu appedrs of récord n my aifley, R
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I, John B. Fostar, a Registered Professional Dand Surveyor, do herehy
pertify that the fogegoing fleldnotes are brus and corxsat to my best
knowledge and belisf and was preparved from an astual survay made on
tha ground on 37 Maxoh thru 06 Aprll, 1996 and 20 July thru 10 August,
1997, undsr my diréction and from cffice records avallable,
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Flald Nokes for Centerline of 40' Wide Road Fagement in Yraot 2

fieing the canterline of a 40' wids road eamement, out of tha original

16,258 aore Pesgadito Ranch; ag par deed from Caxrlgs: Y. Benavidaes to

A.N.B, Cattla Co. and Ranche Viejo Catktle Co., describsd in furkheyr

detall and recordad on Dec-28-13909 in Vv, 1399, P,. 262-73, Real

Preperty Recordd of Webb County, Taxas; said centerline of 49’ wide
! rosd eagement, baing mors paxticularly desexribed by metea and bounds
! , ag Follows: , .
I COMMENCING at an exlsting fencge post being the most Esstarly Southeast

carnex of Survey 1526, Abstrsct 532, Manuel tollado, Originel Crantee, *
I said fance post also belng the Southwest corner of Burvey 1849;
| THENCE, South '47°47'46% Weat, a distancs of 386¢.97 feet, to the
1 canterline of eald 40' wide road easement, the most Westerly point
haraof, for the PUINT OF ARGINNING of sald cenkariine;

THENCE, along the centerline of the 40' wide zoad easement, the
following linee and curvea; o

LINE § BEARING DISTANCE

CURVE #  RADIUS ARG TRY DIR-DELTA

Li2z2 N7E"36'26 "R .- 303.75°'

Li23 Nea®s55'20m8 325,72 . . to B.C. -
clz4 250,00'  258,19' 141,.94' R 59Ti0'22v to P.T.

1125 8375641 1,884 . 52B,TL} Cs

L1326 §41°33'39"8 672,537 to P00,

oLa7 000,000 265,22' 133,460 R 15°11'46¢ to F,T.

L1228 - B26°30183%8 - 5E53.851 : -3
L1zo 220°25126"E 413,28 =
5130 B25°221348 4 - 1143 66" o
113, 541744 80%K 583,29"

La22 . B38°04113"E 766,58 o
Liza £46"03'57*R 378,13" T
L2134 853°48141YE 433,45 fuy
Li35 539431058 104447

L13§ . .841°13140E 2183,05°? ’
L3y . BART3G\OEvE 539 ,59! ko B.d.

€138 330.00' 288,34  184.,50' R 50%03'43n to p.T.

L1389 S07°28137 "y 7 161,28 to P.C.

o140 440,00° .. 338.13° 176,16! T 43°3§'22% ° o P,T.

Li41- 816°09V44'E 211,691 to P.C.

143 800,00'  326.4%'  185,5L' R '23°23'37% to B.71,

Lia3 8155471 97 "R - 1735.68"

L144 S15%46V04'E T 48z,

1145 812°59150"R 3418.,581

Lidg 812°21' 56K 2394,851 ko P.C,

47 £50,000  309.48%  157.73' R 27°16'47" to B.T.

L1438 CB14°54 V5L 282,51' ' .

L1439 8157507391 ‘ 240, 68"

1150 824%52V37R 136.135?

L1581 230%10145%% E5d. 81!

L3152 910411 15K 279, 01"

L153 H12°32'13"R 895,631

L154 SUE*201 4BNE 458,732¢ B angs

1158 800°65142°W 837,17 : mﬂiﬂ {

Lise 813661 41 L8770 R

157 BGH°26 ' A6YE 4886,40" wers

Pk g

I, Margio Romeaz loaita, (Gunty Clary, Weoh Coynty, -
do heroby cartify Matiug Is o tnle Bnd cormect cogy, ng | ™
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ca
JSwea . THERCH 800°25'17°E, a distance of 42€5.49¢ ko the FOINT OF ENDDWG of
! Ehis centerlins for said 40' wide reoad eadgemant, gaid ending point
beara Bouth 10°50'16" Hast, a distancs of 32352.20 feet from the
commenaing poink. '
)

Note; 1) Baria of bearingy taken from the

North Amervican Batum
1927 (NAp 27), with Global Poaitioning System (ops),
utilizing UEGS Monumenk *Casa®,

for the N-2-E,
STATE OF TEXAY
COUNTY OF WEBR

I, John B. Fosaker, a Regiatered Profegglonal Land Surveyar, da hereby
eortlfy that the foregeing fieldnotem ave

true Bnd corredt to wmy bast
knowledge and bslief znd was prapared from an actual survay wede on
the ground on 27 Marah thru 06 April, 1996 and 20 Jul

¥ thru 10 August,
1987, under my direction and from office records available, -

WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL THIS 10th DAY OF AUGUST, 1597.

K7 Fostor, W.P.L.8. Jil38
P.E. $15051
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form
February 28, 2013

Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC %
Municipal Solid Waste %E%EN%

Permit No. 2374

9% 2003

6
i PUBLC e

FED

PLEASE PRINT

Name: ~ \J‘ \'\V\ QC’\WMMQ\\
Mailing Address: %Oj %FC\?/% :JC\: \DO\ S&A‘i&\{\ 78 '70\

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: A@\‘%\ /TX Zip: (—72 7Ql

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

Email: Co \ch\;w\\ <2 @ @k‘m\\m\( .Né( v

v

Phone Number: S22 222 O )\

« Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? !Zé es “1No

If yes, which one? , “RN% QQH\,{ Qo\m%\mw:s )\‘Etl’

Aease add me to the mailing list. /

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

MI 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. /D ’

N

LN



Proposed Permit No. 2374 EE@EEVE

Tracking No. 14669041

CN 603835489/RN 106119639 CER 98 2013
APPLICATION OF RANCIHO §  BEFORE THE TEXAS
VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT, LLC § AT PUBLIG MEETENG
_ PROPOSED PERMIT NO. 2374 §
NEW PERMIT APPLICATION §
— SECOND NOTICE OF 8 COMMISSION ON
DEFICIENCY (NOD) TRACKING §
NO. 14669041; CN 603835489/ §
RN 106119639 § ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

SUPPLEMENTAL OBJECTIONS AND COMMENTS
OPPOSING APPLICATION FOR MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE PERMIT

ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. files these Formal Objections Opposing the above
referenced Application of Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC for Land Use
Compatibility Determination for a Municipal Solid Waste Permit in Webb County,
Texas, Proposed Permit No. 2374 (hereinafter the “Application”), pursuant to the January
29, 2013 Notice of Public Meeting on this matter.

L
The entity filing these objections:
ANB Cattle Company, Ltd
Attn: Arturo N, Benavides, Jr. President
1202 E. Del Mar Blvd., Suite 3A
Laredo, Texas 78041
Phone: (956) 726-9916
II.

As set forth herein, ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. (“ANB”) is an affected person

with standing to request a hearing in this matter for the purpose of protecting its interests

in that ANB owns lands within, adjacent to and in the immediate area of the proposed

facility.



RECEIVED
FER 28 2013
&7 PUBLIC MEETING

II.
The representative for receiving all official communications and documents for
ANB is:

Cardwell & Bennett, L.L.P.
Attention: John A. Cardwell

807 Brazos Street, Suite 1001
Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 322-0011

(512) 322-0808 — Fax

Email: cardwell53@earthlink.net
Email: chblaw(@sbcglobal.net

Iv.

4.1 The Applicant Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC (hereinafter
“Ranche Viejo”) proposes a landfill site covering approximately 1,109.48 acres out of
Surveys 373, 111, 112 and 2366 in Webb County, Texas.

Both survey 2366 and Survey 112 are miﬁeral classified lands. This is significant
because ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. was conveyed an undivided one-half (1/2) interest in
and to said mineral classified surveys in that certain Stipulation Confirming Surface
Ownérship, Agreed Boundary Line and Roadway Access dated November 17, 1998 and
recorded in Volume 704, Pages 827 et seq. of the Official Records of Webb County,
‘Texas (hereinafter the “Stipulation”). More particularly, the Stipulation provides in
pertinent part as follows:

L
“Ranch Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd. is hereby recognized to be the owners

of the surface estate in and to Tract No. 2 containing 12,198.8423 acres,



QECENED

. 7013
notes attached hereto as Fxhibit “C”, Less and Except, FEB %8

more or less, as depicted on attached Exhibit “A” and described in field

a. an undivided one-half (1/2) interest held by ANB Cattle Company, @:f ?Q%L‘%@ %EE“T%
Lid. in all state mineral classified lands located within said Tract
No. 2, being Survey No. 2366, Abstract No. 3182, Survey No. 112,
Abstract No. 2835 and a portion of Survey No. 1906, Abstract
3103, subject to Section VIII, below.*

A copy of the Stipulation is attached hereto for all purposes. Notwithstanding
the forgoing, the Application asserts that Rancho Viejé is the sole owner of the lands
sought to be permitted as well as sole owner of all lands bordering the Proposed Facility
both of which statements are erroneous. ANB objects to the Application and the
construction and operation of the proposed facility on lands owned (whether in whole or
in part) by ANB and/or on lands which border or are in close proximity to lands owned
by ANB for the following reasons:

. The Application does not specifically address flood plain issues which
may result in contamination of neighboring tracts by flowing water.

. The Application does not explain the effects of the proposed landfill on
area wetlands and/or measures to mitigate damage thereto.

. The Application does not sufficiently address the possible effects of the
landfill on ground water and the local aquifer.

4.2 Currently there is ongoing litigation that questions the validity of the deed
that allegedly transfers title to some of the surface lands that form part of the proposed
footprint of the landfill. Such case is éty]ed: In the Matter of Carlos Benavides, Jr., An
Incapacitated Person in County Court No.2, Webb County, Texas. Among the many
issues in such case, is the question of whether the court appointed Temporary Guardian

of the person and estate of C. Y. Benavides, Jr. had the authority to remove C. Y.
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Benav q . o . mﬁﬂm
enavides, Jr., (the proposed ward in said case) as a managing/voting partner of \ﬁff@@%ﬂ
family business entities that held (or still holds) title to a portion of the landfill footprint.
Not until there is a final non-appealable judgment or similar resolution in this case, legal
title to the footprint of the proposed landfill remains clouded.

4.3 Further, certain of said lands of ANB within and/or adjacent to the
proposed facility are Mineral Classified Lands. That is, the State of Texas owns the oil,
gas and other minerals in, on and under said lands. ANB is the owner of the soil (whether
in whole or in part) of said Mineral Classified Lands and therefore ANB has certain
corresponding duties and obligations with regards to the preservation and/or development
of said mineral interests owned by the State of Texas.

In addition, the minerals in, on and under certain lands within and adjacent to the
proposed facility are owned by the Benavides Family Mineral Trust, a trust existing
under the laws of the State of Texas (hereinafter the “BFMT”). ANB is beneficiary of
the BFMT. ANB asserts that the proposed facility will potentially adversely affect
and/or prohibit the ability of the State of Texas and BFMT to properly and adequately
explore, develop and/or produce the minerals in, on and under said lands. Nevertheless,
the Application fails to specify measures to provide with the proper development of the
minerals underlying said Mineral Classified Lands, and BFMT lands, As such, the
proposed facility will adversely affect the State of Texas ANB, as well as the other
beneficiarics of BFMT.

4.4 There exists a perpetual non-exclusive right of way easement over and
across lands of ANB extending from Highway 59 that benefits the lands that are the

subject of the Application. Based on the volumes of waste projected in the Application,
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1y 4G %@%E‘ﬂ“@

the corresponding Truck Traffic across said right of way would overburcrlj}e}ffqa @tﬂ@
easements. The Application fails to address this issue.

4.5 There exists a perpetual non-exclusive right of way easement over and
across a pottion of the proposed facility extending from Highway 359 that benefits lands
of ANB. The proposed facility will interfere with ANB’s use and enjoyment of said
casement. The Application fails to disclose this existence of this ecasement and
completely fails to address this issue.

V.

The application is materially deficient and the proposed facility presents a serious
risk of irreparable harm to ANB and its real property interests as well as to the interests
of the State of Texas. Because of these issues and other concerns with the Application,
ANB requests a confested case hearing on this matter.

VI

These Supplemental Objections and Comments are filed in addition and as
supplement to the Requests for Contested Case Hearing and Supporting Comments filed
by ANB on November 21, 2011 and on July 26, 2012, in this matter.

Wherefore, ANB objects to the Application, and re-urges it’s previously filed
Requests for Contested Case Hearing, and further prays that after said hearing the

Application be in all things denied.

Respectfully submitted,
M T

Cardwell,
If of ANB Cattle Company, Ltd.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The foregoing Supplemental Objection and Comments Opposing Application for
Municipal Solid Waste Permit are hereby submitted at the February 28, 2013, public
meeting in Laredo, Texas on this matter, with a true copy provided to the applicant and
additional copies available for other interested parties.

fs/ John A. Cardwell
John A, Cardwell
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STATE OF TEXAS § pie
COUNTY OF WEBB § | 645830

Under Partition Deed executed by Rosa Vela de Benavides, et. al, dated December 9, 1949,
now recorded in Volume 306, pages 424-37, Deed Records of Webb County, Texas, (hereinafter
referred to as the December 9, 1949 Benavides Family Partition Agreement) the surface estate in
and to The Pescadito Ranch containing 16,258 acres, more or less, was set aside to the late Carlos
Y. Benavides, Sr. Carlos Y, Benavides, Sr. thereafter acquired other lands located to the West and
adjacent to his Pescadito Ranch, Such other lands were subsequently conveyed by Carlos Y.
Benavides, St. to his sons, Carlos Y. Benavides, Jr., and Arturo N, Benavides. Carlos Y, Benavides,
Jr. and Arturo N, Benavides thereafter partitioned the surface estate [ands they acquired from their
father between themselves. The Partition Deed between Carlos Y. Benavides, Jr. and Arturo N.
Renavides is dated February 17, 1987 and is now recorded in Volume 1219, Pages 944-948, Deed
Records of Webb County, Texas, Under their February 17, 1987 Partition Deed the mineral and
cucface estate in the land described in such partition was severed. The surface estate in the northerly
half of the lands affected by their February 17, 1987 Partition Deed was set aside in severalty to
Arturo N. Benavides and the surface estate in the southerly half of said land was set aside in severalty
to Carlos Y. Benavides, Jr,

Thereafter, bj} two seimrate conveyances, each dated December 28, 1989 as now recorded

in Volume 1399, pages 268-270 and Volume 1399, Pages 271-273, Real Property Records of Webb

County, Texas, Carlos Y. Benavides, Sr. contributed all of the surface ownership he then owned in
the Bl Yugo and Rancho Viejo Pastures and one-half of the Ranch Headquarters of the Pescadito
Ranch to Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd. (entire Ranch Headquarters consists of 45.2619 acres,
more or less), and contributed all of the surface ownership he then owned in the Lassos Pasture, the
Liave Pasture, the Retama Gorda Pasture and the Cuchilla Pasture, located North of Highway 59
and one-half of the Ranch Headquarters of the Pescadito Ranch ta ANB Cattle Company, Ltd.. The
above referenced December 29, 1989 conveyances by Carlos Y. Benavides, Sr. included other non-
related properties as therein described.

By separate instruments, dated December 28, 1989, Carlos Y. Benavides, Jr. contributed all
of the surface estate in the lands set aside to him under the February 17, 1987 Partition Deed with
his brother to Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd. and Arturo N. Benavides contributed all of the
surface estate in the lands set aside to him in said February 17, 1987 Partition Deed to ANB Cattle
Company, Ltd. These conveyances are now of record in Volume 1399, Pages 262-264 and Volume

1399, Pages 265-267, Real Property Records of Webb County, Texas, to which reference is here

made for all purposes.
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Thereafter, by instrument dated April 6, 1990 of record in Volume 1417, pages 445-451
Real Property Records of Webb County, Texas, ANB Cattle Company, Litd. and Ranoho Viejo Cattle
Company, Ltd. entered into a Cross-Conveyance Agreement relating to certain State Mineral
Classified lands located within the Pescadito Ranch,

The approximate 16,258 acre Pescadito Ranch that was set aside to Carlos Y. Benavides, Sr,
under the December 9, 1949 Benavides Family Partition Agreement and the additional lands acquired
by the late Carlos Y. Benavides, Sr. located to the West of his 16,258 acre Pescadito Ranch, as later
deeded to his sons, have been surveyed and determined to contain a total of 21,920.1407 acres,
more of less. Such acreage is depicted as Tract No. 1 consisting of 9726,2984 acres, more or less,
and Tract No. 2 consisting of 12, 193.8423 acres, more or less, on a Survey Plat attached hereto as
Exhibit A.

Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd., simultaneous with the execution of this Stipulation
Confirming Surface Ownership, Agreed Boundary Line and Roadway Access is conveying to Arturo
N. Benavides, Sr., Arturo N. Benavides, Jr., Anna Gloria Benavides Galo and Kirk R. Clovis, in
varying proportions, the most northerly 1093,3849 surface acres, more or less, out of the lands
contributed by the late Carlos Y. Benavides, Sr. to Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd, This acreage
although conveyed to Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd. was determined by recent survey to be
within the Lassos Pasture, a pasture conveyed by the late C. Y. Benavides, Sr, to ANB Cattle
Company, Ltd. Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd is making such conveyance in orderto more
accurately reflect the actual intention of the late Carlos Y, Benavides, Sr. to divide the surface estate
in the Pescadito Ranch by pasture and also pursuant to a mediation accord arrived at by the
undersigned parties as subsequently amended and confirmed in Cause No, 92-00052 in the County
Court at Law No. 1, styled Estate of Carlos Y. Benavides, Sr., Deceased. Also in said conveyance,
Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd, is conveying its right, t1t1e and interest in and to the surface
estate to the Ranch Headquarters Tract of the Pescadito Ranch consisting of 45,2619 acres, more
or less, together with all improvements thereto subject to Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd.
retaining its non-possessory undivided one-half interest in any portion of said Ranch Headquarters
Tract located within State Mineral Classified Survey 1906, Abstract 3103, Webb County, Texas,
consistent with Section VIII below, Also by sxmultaneous conveyance herewith, Arturo N,
Benavides, Sr., Arturo N. Benavides, Jr., Anna Gloria Benavides Galo and Kirk R. Clovis, are
conveying the above referenced 1003.3849 surface acres, more or less, and an undivided one-half
interest in and to the above referenced Ranch Headquarters Tract to AKA. Properties, Ltd., a Texas
Limited Partnership also subject to Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd,’s above mentioned
reservation,

geg  FoL

The parties hereto desire to confirm the respective surface ownershlps of Rancho Viejo Cattle
Company, Ltd,, ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. and AKA Properties, Ltd. in the 21,920,1407 acres,
more or less, deplctcd on attached Exhibit A; to establish the Agreed Boundary Lme between the
respective ranch lands owned and possessed by Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd. and the ranch
lands owned and possessed by ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. and AKA Properties, Ltd.; and to
recognize and confirm the permanent non-exclusive rights of ingress and egress along an establrshed
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forty (40" wide road easement across their respective ranches. Accordingly, it ,is&ﬁgreed and
stipulated that:

I

ANB Caitle Company, Ltd. Is hereby recognized to be the owner of the surface estate in all
of Tract No. ! containing, 9,726.2984 acres, more or less; as depicted in Exhibit A attached hereto
and described by metes and bounds in Field Notes attached hereto as Exhibit B, each of which are
hereby incorporated into this agreement for all relevant Purposes, Less and Except:

a) All of the above referenced 1093 3849 surface acres now owned by AKA Properties, Ltd.,
depicted in Exhibit “D” and described by metes and bounds in Field Notes attached hereto as
Exhibit “E”;

b} undivided one-half (1/2) interest in and to the Ranch Headquarters tract consisting of 45,2618
. acres of land, more or less, now owned by AKA Properties, Ltd., described by metes and
bounds in Field Notes attached herefo as Exhibit “F” subject to Rancho Viejo Cattle
Company, Ltd.’s reserved non-possessory interest in any portion of Survey 1906 that is mthm

ihe Ranch Headquarters Tract as called for in I ¢) below;

) undivided one-half (1/2) interest held by Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd, in all state
mineral classified lands located within said Tract No, 1, being Survey No. 1994, Abatract No.
2788, Survey No, 1604, Abstract No, 2787 snd a portlon of Survey No. 1906, Abstract No.
3103, subject to Section VIII below; and,

d) retained right-of-way access by Rancho Viejo Cattle Co,, Ltd. and AKA Properties, Ltd,,
respectively along the des;gnated forty foot (40" roadway eagement over said Tract No. 1
as more particularly described in Section V below;

and Rancho Viejo Catile Company, Lid. and AKA Properties, Ltd. have RELEASED,
RELINQUISHED and QUITCLAIMED and by these presents do RELEASE, RELINQUISH and
QUITCLAIM all right, title and interest in and to the surface estate in and to Tract No, 1 containing
0,726.2984 acres, more or leas, as depicted in Exhibit A and described by metes and bounds in
attached Exhibit B, subject to each of the sbove stated exceptions and reservation, unto ANB Cattle
Company, Ltd,, its successors and assigns,

11,
A3
Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd. is hereby recognized to be the owner of the surfkcs
estate in and to Tract No. 2 containing 12,193,8423 acres, more or less, as deplcted in attached
Exhibit A and described by metes and bounds in Field Notes attached hereto as Exhibit C, I.ess and
Except:
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a) undivided one-half (1/2) interest held by ANB Catile Company, Ltd., in all $ta %‘Mneral
Classified lands located within said Tract No. 2, being Survey No. 2366, Abstract No, 3182
Survey No. 112, Abstract No. 2835 and a portion of Survey No. 1606, Abstract No. 3103,
subject to Section VIII below; and,

b) retained right of access by ANB Cattle Company, Ltd., slong the designated forty foot '(40')
roadway easement over Tract No. 2 ad more particularly described in Section VI below,;

and ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. and AKA Properties, Ltd. have RELEASED, RELINQUISHED
and QUITCLAIMED and by these presents do RELEASE, RELINQUISH and QUITCLAIM all of
their right, title and interest in and to the surface estate in and to TRACT No. 2, containing
12,193.8423, acres, more or less, as depicted in attached Exhibit A and described by metes and
bounds in attachad Exhibit C, subjsct to each of the above stated exceptions and reservation, unto
Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd., its successors and assigns.

I,
AKA Properties, Ltd. is hereby recognized to be the owner of the suiface estate in and to:

1 1093.3849 acres, more or less, depicted in Exhibit “D” and described by metes and
hounds on Field Notes attached hereto ag Exhibit “E”; and,

2) undivided one-half (1/2) interest in and to the Ranch Headquarters tract consisting of
45.2619 acres of land, more or less, as described by metes and bounds in Field Notes
attached hereto as Exhibit “F”, subject to Rancho Viejo Cattle Company Tid.’s
reserved non-possessory interest in any part of the Ranch Headquarters Tract that is
within State Mineral Classified Survey 1906; :

both of which tracts of land are within Tract No 1, and ANB Catile Company, Ltd, and Rancho
Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd, have RELEASED, RELINQUISHED AND QUITCLAIMED and by
these presents do RELEASE, RELINQUISH AND QUITCLAIM all right, title and interest in and
to the surface estate in and to the two (2) above described tracts, subject to the above stated
exception affecting the Ranch Headquarters surface rights within State Mineral Classified Survey No.
1906, unto AK A Properties, Ltd., it successors and assigns, '

W,

1t is Stipulated and Agreed that the existing fence line, being the survey boundary line
separating occupied Tract No. 1 from occupied Tract No. 2 shall constitute the Agreed Boundary
Line between said Tract No. 1 and Tract No, 2, the ownership of which have been identified and
confirmed in Sectiong I, 1I and II above. The Agreed Boundary Line, as currently fenced, shall
continue to be the Apreed Boundary Line segregating such respective surface ownerships and it is
agreed that such adjoining owners and their respective successors and assigns shall continue to
Tt ety i ol WobD Gy, Tz d

‘ P i) SOt copy
Sulivsu gLy s ree g St s e

Pﬁgﬁ‘a 4of 11 Wikt 11 L e ,_.-‘,Jn.-m'..“!i.”'

SV o

NOY -4 1998

b Pt oty ol

SEN LY s N



’ . puaul

maintain such division fences in a good state of repalr along said Agreed Boundary Line, sharmg the
cost of all required maintenance equally between adjoining owners.

V.

ANB Cattle Company, Ltd, grants, conveys and confirms in Rancho Viejo Cattle Company,
Ltd., the individual members of the Carlos Y. Benavides, Jr, family, and their employees and invitees,
a perpetual, non-exclusive roadway easement for ingress and egress along a 40 ft. wide roadway
extending from U.S. Highway 59 to an existing cattle guard in the Agreed Boundary Line between
Tract No. 1 and Tract No. 2 located South of the Ranch Headquarters Tract for use as a permanent
means of ingress and egress from U, S, Highway 59 to Tract No. 2. Such permanent, right of
ingress and egress is depicted and described by metes and bounds in the attached Exhibits “G” and
“f1”, respectively, and shall, for all purposes be deemed an appurtenance and a covenant running with
the land to Tract No. 2. Furthermore, notwithstanding any language herein contained to the
contrary, under no circumstances shall this grant of road easement be construed to include the right
for Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd. and the individual members of the Carlos Y. Benavides, Ir.
Family or their successors in interest to any part of Tract No. 2 to assign or allow the use of said 40'
road easement by any third party that is not an owner of all or some part of Tract No. 2 for the
purpose of uging said 40' road easement as a thoroughfare or convenience road for accessing State
Highway 359 from U.8, Highway 59 or for other commercial purposes unrelated to the ownershlp
of all or some part of Tract No, 2,

VL

Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Ltd. grants, conveys and confirms in ANB Cattle Company,
Ltd. and the individual members of the Arturo N. Benavides family, and their employees and invitees,
a perpetual, non-exclusive roadway easement for ingress and egress along a 40 ft. wide roadway
extending from said existing cattle guard in the Agreed Boundary Line between Tract No. 1 and
Tract No. 2 located South of the Ranch Headquarters Tract over and across Tract No. 2 along said
designated road to a point of exit at an existing exterior gate in the most southerly East Boundary
Line fence for use as & permanent means of ingress and egress from Highway 359 to Tract No. 1.
Such permanent, right of ingress and egress is depicted and described by metes and bounds in the
attached Bxhibits “I” and “Y”, respectively, and shall for all purposes be deemed an appurtenance and
covenant running with the land to Tract No. 1.  Furthermore, notwithstanding any language herein
contained to the contrary, under no circumstances shall this grant of road easement be construed to
include the right for ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. and the individual members of the Arturo N.
Benavides, Sr, Family, or their successors in interest to any part of Tract No. 1, to assign or allow
the use of said 40' road easement by any third party that is not an owner of all or some part of Tract
No. 1 for the purpose of using said 40' road easement as a thoroughfare or convenience road for
accessing U.S. Highway 59 from State Highway 359 or for some other commercial purposes
unrelated to the ownership of all or some part of Tract No. 1. :
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The cost of all required construction, maintenance and repair of the above referenced 40' road
shall be shared equally between ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. and Rancho Vigjo Cattle Company, Lid,
their successors and assigns. The parties hereto further agree that the exit gates shall remain closed
and locked except immediately before and immediately after each such separate use unless supervised
by a pate guard, and each of said parties shall have the right to place their own lock on said exit gates.

VIIL

Survey Nos, 1994, 1604, 1906, 2366 and 112 as made reference 1o in Sections Ic and Ifa above,
are owned in undivided 50% interest each by ANB CATTLE. COMPANY, LTD, arid RANCHO
VIEJO CATTLE COMPANY, LTD, respectively, Such Surveys are State Mineral Classified
Lands and are expressly subject 10 the rights of the State of Texas together with those rights and
obligations described in Cross-Conveyance Deed dated April 6, 1990, but effective January 1,
1690, by and between RANCHO VIEIO CATTLE COMPANY, LTD, and ANB CA'ITLE
COMPANY, LTD., recorded in Volume 1417, Page 445 of the Deed Records of Webb County,
Texas. In addition to the rights and obligations as stated in such Cross-Conveyance Deed, ANB
CATTLE COMPANY, L'TD. and RANCHO VIEIQO CATTLE COMPANY, LTD., their
successors and assigns, to the extent permitted by law, hereby agree and covenant that in addition
to sharing the benefits as agents for the State of Texas under any and all oil, gas and other mineral
leases, that such sharing (in equal proportions) shall also apply to any and all surface operations
including any sand and/or gravel sold or used from the mineral classified lands in connection with
such oil, gas and other mineral leases, together with any other receipts and/or benefits received
from the exploration, developmént, production and marketing of such oil, gas or other minerals,
including but not limited to all surface damages for the laying and construction of pipelines, roads,
drillsites, seismic surveys, production facility sites, and/or any other surface sites or surface use
of these surveys in connection with any and all oil, gas and mineral operations. Any proceeds
and/or benefits from the sale or use of water out of a mineral classified survey or portion thereof
situated within the respective property boundaries of any of the undersigned parties shall not be
shared and all of such proceeds and/or benefits shall be entitled by such party, Furthermore, the
party not in possession of a State Mineral Classified Tract agress to fully cooperate (without
expense to the non-possessory party) with the party actually in possession in connection with any
filings with any regulatory authority incident (o plugging of any well being abandoned of oil and
gas production so that such well can be plugged by the oil or gas operalor so as to permit the
completion of a water well at the expense of the party in possession, Furthermore, in connection
with the surface wse of these lands for oil, gas and/or other mineral operations, the limited
partnership who has exclusive posseision to such lands shall also have the exclusive right
(executive rights) to negotiate and conclude all terms in connection with such surface matters,
keeping the interest of the non-executive limited partnership in mind. The standard of conduct
of the limited partnership with the exclusive/executive right shall be that of which a fiduciary owes
to his beneficiary or principal and shall include the right to account to the non-exclusive/executive
right holder immediately upon closing and/or receipt of funds and/or benefits atiributable to any
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transaction in connection with the above matters, All payments and/or bcneﬁts denved in
connection with the above transactions shall be made and/or attributed 50% to ANB CATTLE
COMPANY, LTD. and 50% to RANCHO VIEIO CATTLE COMPANY, LTD, respectively.
All ad valorem taxes due on such mineral classified surveys shall be paid 50% by ANB CATTLE
COMPANY, LTD. and 50% by RANCHO VIEJO CATTLE COMPANY, LTD. Provided,
however, ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LTD. and AKA PROPERTIES, LTD. ghall be responsible
for all ad valorem improvement taxes attributable to the'Ranch Headquarters Tract which lies on a
portion of Survey 1906,

IX.

This agreement is entered into expressly subject to any and all existing railroad, pipeline,
telephone and/or electrical line easements, together with the above described 40' road easement
and any other recorded easements if still valid and subsisting.  Further, all parties hereto
expressly confirm that the mineral fee estate in the entire lands covered hereby are unaffected by this
confirmation of surface title and that those claiming an interest in the oil, gas and other minerals in
and under said lands are not affected by this agreement.

X
It is further agreed and understood that in the event existing Highway 59 Is ever abandoned 2:1
in whole or in part, that ANB Cattle Company, Ltd., its successors and assigns shall be entitled to all o
reversionary rights to the surface of any abandoned highway right-of-way,
(w’e}
X1, D
Cad

It is further agreed and understood that the sign situated at the main existing gate on U.S.
Highway 59 which reads: “Benavides & Sons/Yugo Ranch” shall remain as is. However, in the event
ANB CATTLE COMPANY, L.TD,, its successors and assigns shall remove, change the text or the
location of such sign, then RANCHO VIEJO CATTLE COMPANY, LTD, shall have the right to
place a sign displaying its ranch name and location on ANB CATTLE COMPANY’s fence to one side
of the main entrance gate. The size and dimensions of such sign shall be comparable to any similar
sign that ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LTD,, its successors and assigns may place on the opposite wl
side of said main gate. RANCI{‘Q VIEgl CATTLE COMPANY, LTD., shall also have the right /f)/
to install (at its sole cost and risk) dae-small sign®comparable to those used by Oil and Gas Operato ~
along side said 40' road easement described in Section V above. Such sign shall indicate the
direction and/or location of RANCHO VIEJO CATTLE COMPANY, LTD.’s ranch lands,

AN

IN WITNESS WHEREOF this Stipulation Confirming Surface Ownership, Agreed

Boundary Line and Roadway Access is executed by each of the undersigned on the date reflected
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in the acknowledgment of their respective signature, effective as of the 1st day of@
1998, and shall be binding and enforceable on the undersigned their heirs, successors and asmgns.

R_ANCHO VIEJO CATTLE COMPANY, LTD. ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LTD.
é&@&/&mwz BVCQ—;'—'“ 'l-f: ; g\
Carlos Y. Benavides, Jr., its o Arturo N. Benavides, Jr.,
General Partner Genera!l Partner
Carhes Y. Benav:dcs Ir. Anna Gloria Benavides Galo,
( M ()) -‘%"__ﬁ General Partner s e
Ca}'lssX/ Benavﬂic ,_%/, 1 ol
Al i
Guillcmm David Benavides /~  Kirtk R. Clovis, o
j } General Partner te N
| / .
yé/zﬂéaé}m@aﬂv/%@m/%j/ T (s oo
Linda Cristina Benavidey/AleXander Arturo N, Benavides, Sr. .
e
Arturo N, Banavides,hjr
@W /M&Mm??:bqam(ﬂw /Ja,éo
t'l Glo Vdcs Galo
“Yirk R, Elovis
AKA PROPERTIES, LTD.
By: Arturo N. Benavides, Sr,, LL.C.,
its General Parter
By O\“J"‘:@_ﬁ[ g/ o
Arturo N, Benavides, Ir,, Manager
! Flun) H L ly Lihath, ‘\rovln ety T i do
Wnu..fu J.JntI alhi :-?x'.- Ty BY:KIZLLI’L& /(Jﬂ(/m(}'—' ?Q)!/&L_O\-(/édw /\jﬁl‘/éa
A _ Anna Gloria Benavides Galo,
Nr‘\ 25 199§
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STATE OF TEXAS §

COUNTY OF WEBB §

This instroment as acknowledged before me on this L/ //l day of /yﬁﬂ -, 1998, Carlos Y,

Benavides, Jr., individually and as the General Partner of Rancho Viejo Cattle Company, Lid.

PATRICIA PEREZ B
Nolarey Pablic FLALA A e 2
- ~ 7
STATE OF TEXAS NOTARY PUBLIC, In and fopthe
Conny, Exp 07-03-2002 State of Texas

STATE OF TEXAS &
COUNTY OI' WEBB &

This instrument as aolmowledged before me on thig f V) day of No V. , 1998, by Carlos

Benavides, TI1. . M
Gy (ia /

3tate of Texas
My Comm. Exp. 10-10-2000 1;3;::?¥@1:£BLIC Tn and for the

STATE OF TEXAS 5.
COUNTY OF WEBB §

This instrument as acknowledged before me on this ,’7 dayof _tMY V' M 1R , 1998, by Guillermo David

Benavides. W
L2\ OSCAR TORRES, JR. _@MA

3"1252’%,*’1“,",!{:’3 NOTARY PUBLIC, In and for the

My Comm, Exp. 10-10-2080 State of Texas
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STATE OF TEXAS § X

%

COUNTY OF WEBB §

This instrument as acknowledged before me on this / Z{' day of 4/@*2} 1998, by Linda Cristina

Benavides Alexander.
%////} ﬂ 9

NOTARY PUBLIC, In and for
State of Texas

SATRICIA PEREZ
Nati Ay P\l'()'liﬂ

EXAS
5TATE oF T
/ comm. EXD a7-03- 2002

STATE OF TEXAS ¢

COUNTY OF WEBB §

This insttument as acknowledged before me on this ‘7‘&day of l _\QQ(}. , 1998, by Arturo N,
Benavides, Jr., Individually and as General Partner of ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LTD, and as-Manager
of ARTURO N. BENAVIDES, SR, L.L.C,, General partner of AKA PROPERTIES, L'TD,

OSCAR TORRES, JR. Q W
®) folary Publlo 284 / /

My Comm. Exp. 10-10-2088 NOTARY PUBLIC, Inand for the
State of Texas

STATE OF TEXAS §

COUNTY OF WEBB §

This instrument as acknowledged before me on this ! 2 'l:é"day of MOQ -, 1998, by Anna Gloria
Benavides Galo, Individually and as General Partner of ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LTD, and as Manager
of ARTURO N. BENAVIDES, SR, I..1..C., General partner of PROPERTIES, LTD.

OSCAR TORRES, JR. e
X3 5Nt:ttary fP'Fbl G
e of lexas —
2557 My Comm, Exp. 10-40-2080 NOTARY PUBLIC, Inard for the /
i State of Texas
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STATE OF TEXAS §

COUNTY OF WEBB ¢

This instrument as acknowledged before me on this l Hay of _{NO V* , 1998, by Kirk R. Clovis,
individually and as General Partner of ANB CATTLE COMPANY, LTD and as Manager of ARTURO N.

BENAVIDES, SR, L.L.C,, General partner of AKA PROPERTIii W
&“‘“"0 OSCARTORRES JR éd{
me"’

,,t:mfg,*’;.;,:p, NOTARY PUBLIC, In it for the
My Comm. Exp. 10:10-2080 State of Texas
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"'Being 9,726.2984 acres of land, more or less, out of and being a part

of the original 16,258 acre Pescadito Ranch, consisting of pastures
Retama Gorda, Llave, Lassos, and also containing a ranch'headquarters
pasture, sald 9,726.2984 acres also being a part of a 5,000 acre
tract; as per deed from Carlos Y. Benavides to A.N.B. Cattle Co. and
Rancho Viejo Cattle Co., described in further detail and recorded on
Dec-28-1989 in V. 1399, P. 262-73, Real Property Records of Webb
County, Texas; said 9,726.2984 acres of land, wore or less, consipting
of the above mentioned pastures, being more particularly described by
metes and bounds as follows:

BEGINNING at an existing fence post being the most Easterly Southeast

corner of Survey 1926, Abstract 932, Maruel Collado, Original Grantee,
said fence post also belng the Scuthwsst corner of Survey 1649, an
exterior corner hereof, for the POINT OF BEGINNING of said 9,726.2984

acre tract;

. {1} THENCE, South 427°48'18" West, a distance of 1781.08 feet, along

the division line for the Yugo Ranch, same being a fence line, to
a fence post =along the southerly fence line cf the Ranch

Headquarters;
TRENCE, continuing along said fence line, the following;
to Survey corner
(2} S8outh 28°38'34" East 574,02 feet :
South 71°09'04" West 373.63 feet
North 73°58'57" West 1177.49 feet
{5) Noxrth 85°32'05" West 91.00 feet
Scubh 04°27'55" West 61.00 feet
North 85°32'05" Wesk, 98,30 feet
South 66°13!'37" West 64 .86 feet
South 08°58137" West 834.57 feat

(10) South 53°40'13" Wesk 77.33 feet

THENCE, aiong gsaid division fence line, the following;

South 28°11'25" Fast 3756.70 feet

South 37°08'03" West 5636.76 feet NE 120
(158) South 07°07'43" East 5275.21 feet 5B 120

South 83°32'17" West 5292,82 feet 8W 120

South 26°06'56" West 208,66 feet

South 84°24 154" West 758.51 feet

South 79730'48" West 2976.91 feet

(20) THENCE, along the existing outer boundary fence line of the
aforementioned group of pastures, the following;

South B9°43'49" West 3079.33 feet deflection left
Soukth 89°42'57" West 4154 .43 feeb exterior cornsr
North 00°15'58" West 3271.98 feet deflection left
North 00"16'14" West 3301.63 feet NW 1601

(25) North 89°53+'09" West 1644 .73 feet S5W 1954
North 00°00'38" West 2514.16 feet N 1994
North 83°42'09" East 373.43 feet 8W 1209

North 00°02'50" West 2641.77 feet NW 1208
North 85°51'23" East 2401.18 feet NE 1209

688 F0L




(30 North 00°09'48" West 1297.72 feet interior corner

South 89°37'30" West 1318.93 feet exterior corner .
North 00°21'52" West 1319.12 feet  deflection right §é§§§
North 00°12'22" West 2640.47 feet interior corner %% Qﬁgi-w“
South 89°52'42" Wesat 1379,60 feet U3 59 South ROW | &F

(35) South 89°58'08" West 336.51 feet US 59 North ROW g 200
South 89°56'22" West 923.99 feet SW 1117 FeR 2
North 00°00'43" East 5425.79 feet NW 1117 ﬁﬁ@
South 89°31'49% East 6074.99 feet deflection left ‘%@%‘iﬁ%"
South 89°47'47% East 5157.63 feet US 59 North RO ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ -

{40) South 89°39'06Y East 257.48 feet US 59 South ROﬁa
South 89°11'46% East 58.60 feet deflection left
South 89°32!'40" East 469,31 feet deflection right
South 82°27'22"% Basgt £9.38 feet NW B61
South 65°01'08" PFast 5268.40 feet NE g6l

(45) North 24°45'08" East 2042.80 feet deflection right
North 24°49'25" Easkt 3268.96 feet NE 862
North 00°24'50" West 663.63 feet NW 1327
North 89°44'02" East 4076 .08 feet NE 1827
South 00°22'58" East 2867.88 feet deflection left

" (50) South 00°28'58"% Fast 2857.19 feet exterior corner

South 88°02'27" West 226.58 feet interior corner

(52) THENCE, South 00°34'43" East, a distance of 2839.69 feet,
continuing along sald boundary fence line, to the POINT OF

1927 (NAD 27), with Global Positioning System (GPS),
utilizing USGS Monument "Casa', for the N-E-E.

BEGINNING, and containing 9,726.2984 acres of land, more or less. =3 -
. [ mver )
Note: 1) Save and Except 41.2 acres for U.S. Hwy. 59 Right Of way "™
acquisition as per V. 189, P. 93, D.R.W.C.T.
Note: 2) Basgis of bearings taken from the North American Datum e
Hien
oD

STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF WEBB

I, John E. Foster, a Reglstered Professional Land Surveyor, do hereby
certify that -the foregoing fieldnotes are true and correct to my best
knowledge and belief and was prepared from an actual survey made on
the ground on 27 March thru 06 Aprll, 1996 and 20 July thru 10 August,
1997, under my direction and from office records available.

e

oster, R.P.L.2. #1136
P.E. #15851

N

"JOFIN E. FOSTER
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PUBLIC MEETING

‘Being 12,193.8423 acres of land, more or less, out of ané% elng

of the original 16,258 acre Pescadito Ranch, consisting of pastures
El Yugo and Rancho Viejo, said 12,193.8423 acres also out.‘of and being
a part of a 5,000 acre tract; as per deed from Carlos ¥. Benavides to
A.N.B. Cattle Co. and Rancho Viejo Cattle Co., described in further
detail and recorded on Dec-28-1989 in V., 13939, P. 262-73, Real
Property Records of Webb County, Texas; said  12,193.8423 acres of
land, more or lesa, consisting of the abdve mentioned pastures, being
more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows:

BEGINNING at an existing fence post being the most Easterly Southeast

corner of Suxvey 1926, Abstract 992, Manuel Ceollado, Original Grantee,
sald fence post also being the Southwest cornexr of SBurvey 1649, an
exterior corner hereof, for the POINT OF BEGINNING of said 12,193.8423

acre tract;

(1) THENCE, North 89°32'57" Bast, a distance of 8240.01 feet, along

the existing outer boundary fence line of the aforementioned
group of pastures, to a fence post being the Northeast corner of
Survey 1653;

THENCE, continuing along said boundary fence line, the following;

- to Survey corner
(2) South 00°04'51" East 6261.12 feet  NW 373

South 80°34'!'28" East 5405.81 feet NE 373
South 09°15'22" West 5322.70 feet SE " 373 -
(56) South 14°20'05" West . 1B56.50 feet - deflection right =
South 14°24'42" West 4002.73 feet SE ' 11t e
Noxrth 75°27’44f West 4945,86 feet NE 2248
South 68°26!'01"% Weat- 128.31 feet NW 259 56
South 61°25140" East 5391.19 feet NE 259 e
{10} South 29°01'12" West 5258.58 feet SE 259 asai
North 61924'22" West 2861.25 feet interior corner
South 00°26'36" East 4886,21 feet deflection right
South OQ°25'17“ Fast 4265,49 feet SE 1641
South 89°35'16" West 2060.30 feet  RxR North Line
{15) South 89f28'13" West 133.65 feet R¥xR South Line
South B9°25'03" West 2769.21 feet exterior corner
North 00°26'57" West 856.558 feetf: NE 572
South B9°36711" West 2280.73 feet SW 1641
North 01°00'19" West 6£97.52 feet SE 2078
{20) South 89°38'44" West 1568.35 feet SW 2078
South 11°07'55" West 1370.47 feet SE 11
North 72°47'52" West 3023.46 feet deflection right
North 09°30'05" Eash 51,92 feet deflection left
North 79°34'51" West 1571.1L6 feet SW 11
{25) North 10°27'45" ERast 655,75 feet interior corner
South B9°43'57Y West 6£19.85 feet SW 2075
South 00°41'55" East 479,98 feet SE 1616
South B9°353'46" West 2652.89 feet RxR South' Line
South 89°28'41" West 1.93.07 feet RxR North Line
(30) South 89°36'51" West 2035.11 feet SW hereof
North 00°25'17" West 3999.43 feet deflection right
North 00924'37" West 4677.26 feet deflection left

North 00°25'09" West 4598.68 feet  westerly co




THENCE, along che division line for the Yugo Ranch, same being a
fence line, the following;

North 79°30'48"% Fast 2976.91 feet \
(35) North 84°24'54" Hast 758,51 feet '
North 26°06'56" REast 208.66 feet aw 120
North 83°32'17% East 5292.82 feet SE 120
Noxrth 07°07'43Y West 5279.,21 feet NE 120
North 37°08'03" East 5636.76 feet
(40) North 28°11'25" West 3756.70 feet

THENCE, continuing along the division line for the Yugo Ranch,
game being the southerly fence line of the Ranch Headquarters,
the following;

North 53°40'13" East 77.33 feet ?ﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬁ@gg}

North 08°58'37" East 834.57 feet
North 66°13'37" Rast 64.86 feet i 2013
South 85°32105" Hast 98.30 feet PER 28
- (45) North 04°27'55" East 61.00 feet )

South 85°32'05" East 91..00 feet %;%ﬁgﬁiﬁ§
South 73°58'57" East 1177.49 feet g@?ﬂﬁﬁé
North 71°09'04" Hast 373.63 feet

(49) North 26°38'34" West 574.02 feet

{50) THENCE, North 42°48'18m" East, a distaﬁce of 1781.08 feet, along
gaid division fence 1line, to the POINT OF BEGINNING, and
containing 12,193.8423 acres of land, more or lesa.

Note: 1) Basis of bearings taken from the North American Datum
1927 (NAD 27), with Glocbal Positioning S&ystem (GPS),
utilizing USGS Monument "Casa'", for the N-E-E.

STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF WEBBR

I, John E. Foster, a Registered Professional Land Surveyor, do hereby
certify that the foregoing fieldnoteé are true and correct to my best
knowledge and belief and was prepared from an actual suxvey made on
the ground on 27 March thru 06 April, 1996 and 20 July thru 10 August,
1997, under my direction and from office records available.

WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL THIS 10th DAY OQF AUGUST, 1997.
- A /:;Z,Efi‘

R.P.L.S. #1136
P.B., #15851°
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Field Noteg for North section of the Scuth vValle Past§§é §§§§§&

Being 1,093.3849 acres of land, more or less, out of an orig @ﬁ% 000
acre pasture known as the North Valle & Scuth Valle; as pe %géed from
Carlos Y. Benavides to A.N.B. Cattle Co. and Rancho Viejo Cattle Co.,
described in further detail and recorded on Dec-28-1989'in V. 1399, P.
262-73, Real Property Records of Webb County, Texas; said 1,093.384%
acres of land, wore or less, being more particularly described by
metes and bounds as follows:

COMMENCING at a found 2" disk marked "N.E. Survey 120", THENCE South

07°07'43" East, a distance of 3271.98 feet, along the Easterly line of '

Survey 120, to a found iron rod marking the east end of a division
line of the a 5,000 acre tract as per V., 1219, P. 944-8, Real Property
Records of Webb County, Texas, the POINT OF BEGINNING of said

1,093.3849 acre tract;

(1) THENCE, South 07°07'43" East, at a distance of 2007.23 feet,
along the East boundary line of Survey 120, to a found 2" disk
marked "S.E. Survey 120", for the most Easterly corner hereof;

to Burvey corner

(2) South 83°32'17" West 52582.82 feet SW 120
South 26°06!56" West 208.66 feet
South 84°24154" West 758.51 feet
(5) South 79°30'48" West 2976.91 feet
South 89°431'49" West 3079.33 feet deflection left
South 85°42'57" West 4154 .43 feet exterior corner
(8) +North 00°15'58" West 3271.98 feet  deflection left

(9) THENCE, North 00°l6'l4" West, a distance of 110.77 feet, along
the West boundary line of Survey 1601, to a found iron rod
marking the west end of the mentioned division line of a 5,000
acre tract, for the most westerly corner hereof;

(10) THENCE, North 89°50'50" REast, a distance of 16033.50 feet, along
said division line, to the POINT OF BEGINNING, and containing
1,093.3849 acres of land, more or less.

Note: ‘ﬁaSis of beérings taken from the North American Datum 1927
{(NAD 27}, with Global Positioning System- (GPS), utilizing
USGS Monument "Casa", for the N-E-E. .

STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF WEBE

I, John E. Foster, a Regigtered Professional Land Surveyor, do hereby
certify thab the foregoing fieldnotes are true and correct to my best
knowledge and belief and was prepared from an actual survey made on
the ground on March 27 thru April 06, 1996 under my direction and from
office records available.

WITNESS MY HAWND AND SEAL THIS 15897,

R.P.L.S. #1136

D:\OFFICE\WPWIN\WPDOCS\YUGO-1.FG
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Field Natés for Ranch Headgquartaers Piﬂtura

Being 45.2619 acres of land, more or less, out of and helng a part
of the original 16,258 acra Pegcadlto Ranch, conslsting of pastures
Retama Gorda, Ulave, Lasgsgosg, XK. Yugo, & Rancho Viejo, and also
containing a ranch headquarters pasture, ag per deed from Carlos Y,
Benavides to A.N.B. Cattla <o, and Rancho Viejo Cattle Clo.,
described in further detall and recorded on Dag-28-1989 in V. 1389,
P. 262-73, Real Propesxty Racords of Webb dounty, Texas) sgald
45.26L9 acres of land, move or legs, congleting of the ranch
headquarters pasture, being more particularly dagcoribed by metes
and bounds as follows:

COMMENCING at an existing Ffence post beilng the moat Rasterly
Southeast cornexr of Survay 19528, Abstract 982, Manuel <Ccollado,
Original drantae, sald fance post also beilng the Southwest cornerx
off Survay 1649 THIENQE, South 427°48’'18" Wagt, v didsbtance of 1781.08
feat, along an exlsting fencs line to a fence corner, the Northeash
corner hareolf, for bhe POINT:' OF BEGINNING of 'sald 45,2618 acra

tracl;

(1) THENCE, South 26°38/34" Bast, & digtanca of 574.02 feat, along
an exlating fence to a fence cornsr, the mosk Basterly carner
hereof; ' .

THENCH, contlnuing along sald fence line, the  following;

(2) Soukl 71°09704" Weatb 373.63 feat
North 73¢58/57% Wagt 1177.49 feat
Noxbith 85¢32/05" Weat g1.00 faat
{5} South 04°27!/85" Waat 6£1L.00 faet: '
North 8s59°32/0%% Wagt 98 .30 faatb '
South 669137374 Wash 64 .86 faet @%@
gouth 08¢58'37" Wemt 834 .57 feet %ﬁzﬁi
South 5394071L3" Wanmt 77.33 faeat %% :
{(10) North 43°04'26" Waest 63.11 fast P
South B87°05'36" Waat 13.11 feet %Q%%%
Naxrth 70°5D‘5Q" West 1682.45 feat
Narth 099917/38"Y Hasat - 12 .87 faat
North €8°16‘19" Hast 1.730,12 feet , @%\;\@
{1.5) North 81°21/32Y Eagh .08 .56 feat “i?
Norbth H9v%4p/28" Fagt 292,60 Ffaetbt
South 1.5°037/21iV% Raat 27.40 feeat
Qouth 04°59722" Weask 45.63 feat
 South A83°04°¢30" Hagk 28.29 faat
{20) Naxth 4s5e23a8133¢ Tasmbt | B7.51 feet
douth 89235724 Raat 45 .73 feet
{22) Norxrth 78°087 16" Baal 160 .27 feet

L, Honry Flargs, County Clatk, Wobh o ‘

8 ¢ lark, unly, ‘fexas, do
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(23) THENCE, South 89°23709" Eagt, a distance of 1036 .44 feet,
continuing along gaid fence line to the POINT OF BEGINNING,
and contailning 45.2619 acres of land, more or less,

Bagis of besarlngs taken £rom the North Amerlcan Datum
1927 (NAD 27), with Global Positioning Syatem (GPS),
utllizing USGS Monument "“Casa", for the N-E-E.

vloke:

STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF WEBRR

I, John ¥: Foster, a Reglaterad Professionsl Land Surveysr, do
hareby certlfy that the foregoing fileldnotes ara and correct
to my begt knowledgs and bealief and was pra5wwff an actual
survay made on the ground on March 27 thru Il

direction and from afflos records svaillablg

Filw: YUGQ-)L.FO
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ﬁield-Notes for Centerline of 40' Wide Road Easement in Tract 1

Being the centerline of a 40' wide rxoad easement, out of the original
16,258 acre Pescadito Ranch; as per deed from Carlos Y. Benavides to
A.N,B. Cattle Co. and Rancho Viejo Cattle Co.,, described in further
detail and recorded on Dec-28-1989 in V. 1399, P,'262-73, Real
Property Records of Webb County, Texas; sald centerline of 40' wide
road easement, being more particularly described by metes and bounds
as follows:

COMMENCING at an existing fence post being the most Easterly Southeast

corner of Survey 1926, Abstract 992, Manuel Collado, Original Grantee, -

said fence post also being the Southwest corner of Survey 1649;
THENCE, North 65°28'20" West, a distance of 12707.59 feet:, to the

centerline of gaid 40' wide road easement, the most Northerly point
hereof, for the POINT OF BEGINNING of said centerline;

THENCE, along the centerline of the 40' wide road easement, the
.following line and curves;

LINE # BEARING DISTANCE

CURVE #  RADIUS ARC TAN DIR-DELTA

1101 $B89°10'1E6"E 486,91 to P.C.
.02 550,00 231.97! 117.73" R 24°09'54" to P.T.
1,103 S65°00'23"E 3397.63!

L104 S565°34'35"E 1226,71" : to P.C.
C105 950.00" 415.17' -210.95" R 25°02'21" " to P.T.
L106 S40°32114"E ., 1756.09" _

1107 946°35'26"E 1411.75" to P.C.
clLo8 500.00'  497.37" 271.45" R 56°59'41" to P.T.
L109 81.0°24'15"W - 1081.55'"

L110 507°55136"W 906,39 :

Liit 817°11'34"W 330.54" to P.C.
C112 575.00" 207.54" 104 .91" L 20°40'48™ to P.T.
1,113 803°29'14"E 299,78 to P.C,
Cl14 250.00" 206,331 109.45" L 47°17'11m to P.T.
L115 - -850°46'25"FE 469.80" to P.C.
C116 +115..00¢ 246.71.° 211.43" L 122°54'54" to P.T.
L1117 NO6°18'41"E 159.60°" to P.C.
ci118 175.00" 260.06" 160.77" R 85°08'46"  to P.T.
L119 S88°32'33"E 597,86 to P.C.
Cl120 450.00" 124.49" 62.64" L 15°51'01" to P.T.

THENCE N75°36'28"E, a distance of 11.34' to the POINT OF ENDING of

this centerline for said 40! wide road easement, saild L RATIER
bears South 47°47'46" West, a distance of 3684.57 &

commencing point. .
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n ¢ Note: 1) Basis of bearings taken from the North American Datum

1927 (NAD 27}, with @Global Positioning System (GPS),
utilizing USGS Monument "Caga', for the N-E-E.

STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF WEEB

I, John E. Foster, a Registered Professional Land Surveyor, do hereby
certify that the foregoing fieldnotes are true and correct to my best
knowledge and belief and was prepared from an actual survey made on
the ground on 27 March thru 06 April, 1986 and 20 July thru 10 August, .
1997, under my direction and from office records available.

WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL THIS 10th DAY OF AUGUST, 1997.

Jehp/E. Foster, R.P.L.S. #1136
P.E, #15851
_ D:\OFFICE\WPWIN\WPDOCS\YUGO-1.¥G .
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Field Notes for Ce..cerline of 40!' Wide Road ﬁhaement in Tract 2

Peing the centerline of a 40' wide road easement, out of the original
16,258 acre Pescadito Ranch; as pexr deed from Carlos Y. Benavides to
A.N,B, Cattle Co. and Rancho Viejo Cattle Co., described in further
detail and recorded on Dec-28-1989% in V. 1399, P. 262-73, Real
Property Records of Webb County, Texas; said centerline of 40' wide
road easement, being more particularly described by metes and bounds
as follows:

COMMENCING at an existing fence post being the most Eagterly Southeast

corner of Survey 1926, Abstract 992, Manuel Colladeo, Original Grantee,
said fence post also being the Southwest corner of Survey 1649;
THENCE, South 47°47'46" West, a distance of 3864.397 feet, to the

centerline of gaid 40' wide road easement, the most Westerly point
hereof, for the POINT OF BEGINNING of sald centerline;

THENCE, along the centerline of the 40' wide road easement, the
following lines and curves;

LINE # BEARING DISTANCE

CURVE # RADIUS ARC TAN DIR-DELTA

L1122 N75°36126"E 303.75!

14123 NB82°655120"E 329,72 to P.C.
€124 250.00" 258.19! 141.94! R 59°10'22" to P.T.
L1285 S37°54118"E 525, 71! '
1126 841°32139"RF 672.93" -~ to P.C.
C127 1000.00' 265,221 133.40! R 15°11'486" to P.T,
128 826°20'52"E 553,951

1L,129 S20°29126"E 413,29

1,130 S25922'39"E" . - 1143.68!"

L1131 541°44'50"E 583.25!

L132 $38°04'13VE 266.68!"

1,333 846“93'57"E 378.13¢

L1334 S53°08'41"E 433,45

L135 $39°43'06"E 704,44

L,136 . B41°13'40"RE 2183.06!

1,137 . 842°351'05M"E | 599.59! te B.C.
c138 330.00" 288 .34 154,10 R 50°03 143" to P.T.
L139 807°28'37"W 161.29! - to B.C.
€140 440,00" 335.13" 176.16" I, 43°38¢'220 to P.T.
141 S36°09144E 211.69! to P.C.
Q142 800.00" 326.41" 165.51! R 23°22'37" to P,T,
1,143 812°%47'07"R 1735,89!

1144 815%46'04"E 482.77!

L.145 S12°659!'50"R \ 3418 .58

L1146 §12°21'56"R 2394 . 85! to P.C.
C147 650.00" 309.48" 157.73! R 27°16'47n to P.T.
L1438 814°54'51"W 282.51!

1,149 S16°930'39"E 240.66!

L150 S24°62137VE 136.15° %E@ENE

1,151 S30°30'45"E 558,811 < ' -

L152 S10°41'15"RE 279.01! e .
L153 S12°32'18VE 995.63" FEB 28 2013 P
o6 4 S0E°20'45"E 458,72 EXHIBIT
1155 S00°55142"W 887.17! 18 -
L156 S23°56141"W 175 .77 AT PUBLIC MEETING

[
lle! : [ 1
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168 ¥4

L157 S00°26'364"E 4886,20!
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’ 'I'HENCE S00°25'17"E, a 'distance of 4265.49! to the POINT OF ENDING of

fthis centerline for said 40' wide road easement, said ending point

rears South 10°50'16" East, a dlstance of 32352 10 feet fxom the

commencing point,

Note: 1) Basis of bearings taken from the North American Datum
1927 (NAD 27), with Global Positioning S8ystem (GPS),
utilizing USGS Monument "Casa", forxr the N-E-E.

STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF WEBB

I, John E. Foster, a Registered Professional Land Surveyor, do hereby
certify that the foregoing fieldnotes are true and correct to my best
knowledge and belief and was prepared from an actual survey made on
the ground on 27 March thru 06 April, 1996 and 20 July thru 10 August,
1997, under my direction and from office rxecords availlable.

WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL THIS 10th DAY OF AUGUST, 1997.

Mt /;2%\

Foster, L,
P.

5. #1136
E. #15851

D: \OFFICE\WPWIN\WPPOCS\YUGO-1. FG
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JOHN E. FOSTER
(\:*P r1135 ﬁ‘;
o REERE
o | _ RECEIVED
FEB 28 20613
AT PUBLIC MEETING

THE STATE OF TEXAS)
COUNTY OF WEBB )( §, HENRY FLORES, Clerk
of the County Court of Webb County, Texas, do hereby

e ) ] i
bhess my Hand and Seal of Qffice this the Q. [ o 2
AD. 19 pow F

: 1o

HENRY FLORES, Webb County Clerk | l . : -
‘\Webb County, Texas - R
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Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Wednesday, August 08, 2012 7:26 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC?2

Subject: FW. Public comment on Permit Number 2374
H

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, August 06, 2012 10:00 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: lgkeller@att.net [mailfo:lgkeller@att.net]
Sent: Monday, July 30, 2012 5:36 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCIO VIEIO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: MRS Lilia G. Cavazos-Keller

E-MAIL: lgkeller@ati.net

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 134 BRITTANY
SAN ANTONIO TX 78212-1720

PHONE: 2102396553

FAX:



- - . F— s, LaT
£ T o7 . - FE T - o T T

.
COMMENTS: I object to the Iaédﬁ’ll that is being proposed off of Highw;?"*359 near Laredo, Texas . My
family owns 575.83 acres (survey no. 374, Abstract 2125 & Abstract 1120, Survey 1657); this property has
been owned and managed by the Cavazos family for years. We object to the approval of the new Permit # 2374
for the following reasons: 1) It will devalue our property 2) It will pollute the land and the water tanks 3) It will
interfere with the usual and acceptable use of the land 4) It will cause adverse conditions for wildlife and
domestic animals 5) It will cause traffic congestion 6) It will generate unacceptable odors 7) It will attract
rodents and other pests foreign to the area. I would like to request a public hearing to allow for our questions
and concerns to be heard. Thank you for your consideration. Sincerely, Lilia Cavazos-Keller
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form
February 28, 2013

Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC
Municipal Solid Waste
Permit No. 2374

PLEASE PRINT

Name: e }XQ[ 193

Mailing Address: / %L{ /%\ﬁ l“LfLﬁ/(JJA @

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: CSon {S(\/‘\*h))’\ L0 zipe 1Y

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

Email: LA( /Cﬁ/uﬁ*ﬁ @ otk ner

=

Phone Number: &Q/LO) g-’g$ - ( Sj 5

« Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? [} Yes E@\To

If yes, which one?

Ei/ Please add me to the mailing list. \/

[ I wish to provide formal ORAL COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting.

U 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.



From: PUBCOMMENT-OPA

To: PUBCOMMENT-QCC2

Date: 7/21/2011 1:45 PM

Subject: CORRECTION Fwd: Public comment on Parmit Number 2374

Place: PUBCOMMENT-OQCC2 \((b
HR

>>> PUBCOMMENT-OPA 7/21/2011 10:22 AM >>>
>>> PUBCOMMENT-QCC 7/20/2011 4:48 PM >>>

>>> <pcl217@att.net> 7/20/2011 4:46 PM >>>

REGULATED ENTY NAMEPESCADITC ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER:RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER:2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY:WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME:RANCHO VIEIO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER:CN603835489

FROM

NAME:Rosemary Jordan Contreras

E-MAIL:rjcl217@att.net

COMPANY:Jordan Ranch

ADDRESS:1217 SAINT PATRICK DR

LAREDQ TX 78045-7589

PHONE:9567241833

FAX:9567241833

COMMENTS:I Rosemary Jordan Contreras would like a Public Hearing.



- (7/21,2t% 1) PUBCOMMENT-0GG2 - Fw- BUDIIC COmment on Parmit Number 2374 - . Page
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From: PUBCOMMENT-OPA

To: PUBCOMMENT-QCC2

Date: 7/21/2011 10:22 AM

Subject: Fwd: Public comment on Permit Number 2374 )
Place: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

>>> PUBCOMMENT-OCC 7/20/2011 4:48 PM »>> /K\g

>>> <rjci217@att.net> 7/20/2011 4:46 PM >>>

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEQ WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CNG603835489 '
FROM

NAME: Rosemary Jordan Contreras

E-MAIL: ric1217@att.net '

COMPANY: Jordan Ranch

ADDRESS: 1217 SAINT PATRICK DR

LAREDO TX 78045-7589

PHONE: 9567241833

FAX: 9567241833

COMMENTS: I Rosemary Jordan Contreras would {ike a Public Heating.



(712172071) PUBCOMMENT-OCC? - Fy Public comment on Permit Number 2374 - - Page 1
N 1

From: PUBCOMMENT-OPA

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Date: 772172011 10:26 AM

Subject: Fwd: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

Place: PUBCOMMENT-0CC2 \
Attachments: Office of the Chief Clerk- WM Case.docx %:P

" &Y

>>> PUBCOMMENT-OCC 7/20/2011 3:11 PM >>> /></><

>>> <rjc1217@att.net> 7/20/2011 2:51 PM >>>

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER

RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Rosemary Jordan Contreras

E-MAIL: ricl2i7@att.net

COMPANY: Jordan Ranch

ADDRESS: 1217 SAINT PATRICK DR

LAREDO TX 78045-7589

PHONE: 9567241833

FAX: 9567241833

COMMENTS: I object to the proposed landflil. Location of my property: ABST2624-1642 F C Jordan 14.32 acres AND ABST 1.296-
1643 GC & SF 50.133 acres. This property is right next door{across the fence) to the proposed landfill. I definitely do not want this
at my front yard. Specific description of adverse affects by the fadlity: Devaluation of property; pollution of land and underground
water; unsightly conditions; adverse canditions for wildlife and domestic animals; interfarence with the usual and acceptable use of
land; traffic congestion; foreign waste material, rodents and other pests foreign to the area and unacceptable odar. I request a
contested case hearing.



Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 9:31 AM

To: ' PUBCOMMENT-QCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Attachments: Colonia Children 3.pdf @

D
r\\

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 7:15 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT
Subject: FW; Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: ricl217@att.net [mailto:rjc1217@att.net]
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2013 11:26 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Rosemary Jordan Contreras

E-MAIL: ricl 2] 7(@att.net

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1217 SAINT PATRICK DR
LAREDO TX 78045-7589

PHONE: 9567241833
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FAX:

COMMENTS: This is picture #3 of the children from the Colonias (Ranchitos) on Hwy. 59 who will be
adversely affected in more than one way. I have personally spoken to some of the children and their mothers
and they are most definitely Opposed to having a landfill in their backyard.
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Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 9:30 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

Attachments: Colonia Children L.pdf \

Y
X

From: PUBCOMMENT-CCC

Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 7:15 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: rjci217@att.net [mailto:rjcl 21 7@att.net]
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2013 11:17 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

| COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Rosemary Jordan Contreras

E-MATL: ricl217(@att.net

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1217 SAINT PATRICK DR
LAREDO TX 78045-7589

- PHONE: 9567241833



FAX:

COMMENTS: This is picture #1 of the children from the Colonias (Ranchitos) on Hwy. 59 who will be
adversely affected in more than one way. I have personally spoken to some of the children and their mothers
and they are most definitely opposed to having a landfill in their backyard.






Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 9:31 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Attachments: Colonia Children 2.pdf

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 7:15 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: rjcl217@att.net [mailfo:ricl2i7@att.net]
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2013 11:21 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESQURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Rosemary Jordan Contreras

E-MAIL: ricl 21 7@att.net

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1217 SAINT PATRICK DR
LAREDO TX 78045-7589

- PHONE: 9567241833

2



FAX:

COMMENTS: This is picture #2 of the children from the Colonias (Ranchitos) on Hwy. 59 who will be
adversely affected in more than one way. | have personally spoken to some of the children and their mothers

and they are most definitely Opposed to having a Landfill in their backyard.






R

Marisa Weber

_ _
From: PUBCOMMENT
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2013 2:20 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Attachments:; Rosemary's Letter.docx

From: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2013 10:36 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: rjc1217@att.net [mailto:ric1217 @att. net]
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2013 6:18 PM

To: denotReply@teeq.state, tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Rosemary Jordan Contreras

S

E-MAIL ric1217datt.net

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1217 SAINT PATRICK DR
LAREDO TX 78045-7589

PHONE: 9567241833

//27



FAX:

COMMENTS: 1, Rosemary Jordan Contreras, own 64.453 acres approximately one (1) mile south of the
proped waste management facility. The location of my property: ABST 2624-1624 F C Jordan, 14.32 acres and
ABST 1296-1643 GC & SF, 50.133 acres. If allowed, the vehicles transporting the waste to the proposed site
will run alongside my property. I OPPOSE the approval of permit #2374 and I am not in agreement with your
preliminary decision that the location is compatible with surrounding land uses.



Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ
Mail Code MC-105

P. 0. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

March 12, 2013

RE: Pescadito Environmental Resource Center — Webb County
Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Proposed Permit No, 2374

To Wham It May Concern,

l, Rosemary Jordan Contreras, own 64.453 acres approximately one (1) mile south of the proposed
landfill facility. The location of my property: ABST 2624-1642 F C Jordan, 14.32 acres and ABST 1296-
1643 GC & SF, 50.133 acres. [f allowed, the vehicles transporting the waste to the proposed facility will
run alongside my property.

| oppose the approval of permit #2374 and | am not in agreement with the TCEQ’s preliminary decision
that the location is compatible with surrounding land uses for the following reasons:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)
7)

8)

Because 43 percent of the 1,100 acres of the proposed site is in the 100-year floodplain, |
believe your determination for compatible land use has been made without sufficient
investigation for how water enters or leaves the proposed site and surrounding tracts of ranch
land. The application does not specifically address flood plain issues that may result in
contamination of ours and other neighboring tracts by flowing water. | cite Texas Administrative
Code (TAC) Section 330.547 which states that solid waste disposal facilities should not be
located in the flood plain. If the 1,100-acre footprint of the proposed tandfill had never been
inundated by flooding, it is reasonable that a fand use compatibility determination could be
made prior to the completion of the applicant’s technical data. Why has the TCEQ's land use
compatibility been determined before it is proven by thorough investigation how water moves
across the proposed site and surrounding properties?

The application does not explain the effects of the proposed waste management site on area
wetlands and/or measures to mitigate damage thereto. | cite Texas Administrative Code Section
330.553 which states that a waste storage facility shall not be located in wetlands.

The application does not sufficiently address effects of the waste management site on ground
water and the local aguifer.

Rancho Waste Management has not acquired the requisite Army Corps of Engineers 404 Permit.
Without such a permit, the proposed site does not meet the Clean Water Act rules or the TAC
Section 330 rules, and does not meet land use compatibility criteria.

The application does not address the negative effects of the run-off of the ground water
generated by rain into the numerous surrounding creeks and the main saurce of water for the
United States and Mexican states bordering the Ric Grande River.

The application does not address the negative effects on native wildlife such as deer, peccary,
bobcats, birds, and other species that live in this area.

The application does not address the effects on existing endangered species, such as the Texas
Horned Toad, the Indigo Snake, etc. that are known to live in this and surrounding areas.

The application does not address the effects on domestic animals, such as horses, cattle, sheep,
and goats in this and surrounding areas.



9) The installation of this waste management site will affect the aesthetic quality and enjoyment
benefits of the surrounding property for all surrounding landowners.

10) The installation of this waste management site will significantly increase the truck traffic over
the existing road infrastructure,

11) The increased traffic will increase discarded plastic, glass, paper, and trash that will be carelessly
distributed by workers and drivers accessing the waste management site.

12) The installation of this waste management site will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to
the area but common to landfills.

13) The installation of this waste management site will affect and definitely lower land values for all
surrounding areas.

For the foregoing reasons, | request that the application not be approved and the permit not be
issued.

This letter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment opposing the above referenced
Proposed Permit #2374.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,
x@mﬂmﬁg 7 Conloeras

Rosemary Jordan Contreras
1217 St Patrick Dr.”
Laredo, Texas 78045-7589

ric1217@att.net
(956) 724-1833 H
(956) 286-1946 C



Marisa WebeL__

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2013 10:22 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-QCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

Attachments: Office of the Chief Clerk-Letter2.doc /)
S/

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC ™

Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2013 7:17 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: ricl217@att.net [mailto:rjcl2 17 @att.net]
Sent: Wednesday, February 27, 2013 4:19 PM
To: donotRepiy@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Rosemary Jordan Contreras

E-MAIL: rjc1217@att.net

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1217 SAINT PATRICK DR
LAREDO TX 78045-7589

PHONE: 9567241833
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FAX:

COMMENTS: 1, Rosemary Jordan Contreras, own 64.453 acres approximately one(1) mile south of the
proposed waste management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste management, LLC. The location of my property
is: ABST 2624-1642 F C Jordan, 14.32 acres and ABST 1296-1643 GC & SF, 50.133 acres. If allowed, the
vehicles transporting the waste to the proposed site will run alongside my property. I oppose the approval of
permit #2374 and T am not in agreement with your preliminary decision that the location is compatible with
surrounding land uses.



Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ
Mail Code MC-105

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

February 27,2013

RE: Proposed Permit No, 2374

To Whom [t May Concern,

I, Rosemary Jordan Contreras, own 64.453 acres approximately one {1) mile south of the
proposed waste management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. The location of
my property: ABST 2624-1642 F C Jordan, 14.32 acres and ABST 1296-1643 GC & SF, 50.133
acres. If allowed, the vehicles transporting the waste to the proposed site will run alongside my
property,

i oppose the approval of permit #2374 and | am not in agreement with your preliminary
decision that the location is compatible with surrounding land uses.

1)
2)
3)

4)

5)

6)

7)
8)

9)

The application does not specifically address flood plain issues which may result in
contamination of ours and other neighboring tracts by flowing water.

The application does not explain the effects of the proposed waste management site on
area wetlands and/or measures to mitigate damage thereto.

The application does not sufficiently address effects of the waste management site on
ground water and the local aquifer.

The application does not address the negative effects of the run-off of the ground water
generated by rain into the numerous surrounding creeks and the main source of water
for the United States and Mexican states bordering the Rio Grande River.

The application does not address the negative effects on deer, peccary or other native
animals that live in this area.

The application does not address the effects on existing endangered species, such as the
Texas Horned Toad, the Indigo Snake, etc. that have been observed residing in this and
surrounding areas.

The application does not address the effects on domestic animals, such as horses, cattle,
sheep and goats in this and surrounding areas.

The installation of this waste management site will affect the esthetic quality and
enjoyment benefits of the surrounding property for all surrounding landowners,

The installation of this waste management site will significantly increase the truck traffic
over the existing road infrastructure,

10} The increased traffic will increase the plastic, glass, paper and trash that will be

carelessly distributed by workers accessing the waste management site.

11) The installation of this waste management site will introduce rodents and other pests

foreign to the area.



12) The installation of this waste management site will affect and definitely lower land
values for all surrounding areas.

For the foregoing reasons, | request that the application not be approved and the permit not
be issued.

This letter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment opposing the above
referenced Proposed Permit #2374.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.
Sincerely,

Rosemary 1. Contreras

Rosemary Jordan Contreras

1217 St. Patrick Dr.

Laredo, Texas 78045-7589

ricl217@att.net

(956) 724-1833 H
{956) 286-1946 C



Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105, TCEQ
P. 0. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

July 20, 2011

RE: Permit No. 2374

Dear Sir/Madam,

|, Rosemary Jordan Contreras, own 64.453 acres adjacent to the land for the proposed waste
management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. If allowed, it will face my front

yard.

| object to the approval of permit #2374 for the following reasons:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

It will devalue my property.

It will pollute the iand and the underground and stock tanks water.
It will be unsightly.

It will cause adverse conditions for wildlife and domestic animals.
it will interfere with the usual and acceptable use of the land.

It will cause traffic congestions.

It will generate unacceptable odors.

It will introduce foreign waste material.

It will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to the area.

| request a contested case hearing.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

Rosemary J. Contreras

Rosemary Jordan Contreras
1217 St. Patrick Dr.
Laredo, Texas 78045-7589

ricl217@att.net

(956) 724-1833 H
(956) 286-1946 C



TCEQ Public Meeting Form
February 28, 2013 ( t ?—2
Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC
Municipal Solid Waste .
Permit No. 2374 - @E@ENEB
FEB 9.8 2003

PLEASE PRINT a1 2UBLIC MEETING
Name: %Sé’ﬂ&‘(\f E:(;V‘\ GKGQ/”V é@ t1‘lZV‘€wca£
Mailing Address: /r-?? / 7 ‘g‘rZ @,‘/NIC/( /D\/‘a
Physical Address (if different):
City/State: Zo\rv\é’«Q{C? e XA Zip: ’757?5 ‘%5’"75 g?

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

Email; \(‘JC JR]T & 31]['/'} he;+ /

Phone Number: Mot (ast) 7231533 (350) 584/ 76 Col

» Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? @/Yes [JNo

If yes, which one? J;)\{‘ /L-s,m ’L/A ml // v
v

W Please add me to the mailing list.

El/ I wish to provide formal ORAL COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting. ‘/

E/ I wish to provide formal WRITTEN COMMENTYS 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,



'RECEIVED

WIED, Jr. _ FEB 28 2013
5147 Overlook Lane, Canandaigua, NY 14424

Tel 203-733-4062 Email bwied @wredfamily.us AT PUBLIC MEETING

Gloveiked Lo
Office of the Chief Clerk (Ro Senaiy Jovdan Contreras,

Mail Code MC-105 s her connceads
P O Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

February 28, 2013

RE: Public comment in Opposition to
Rancho Viejo Waste Management Facility
Webb County, Texas

TCEQ Permit # 2374("“Project”)

To whom it may concern:

M --‘-e---l.--'nlinnm--il'fll‘vll.!lulil.u'..lm owns property [(Abstract 2625, Survey 260, TCJ ordan
(254.8 acres), Abstract 1296, Survey 1643 G C and SF (123.47 acres), Abstract 1759, Survey 2258,1M
Swisher (7,06 acres), Abstract 2624, Survey 1642, F C Jordan (10.32 acres), Abstract 2625, Survey 260,
F C Jordan (115.7 acres)]adjacent to the Yugo Ranch very near the proposed Rancho Viejo Waste
Management Facility proposed in Webb County, Texas. This property has been in our family for nearly 7
generations spanning over 130 years. We have for all our lives, grown up enjoying not only the beauty of
the land but also the diverse flora and fauna that this portion of the South Texas Plains has to offer. This
Project threatens everything we know and love about our ranch, “The Ranch”.

With all due respect to the TCEQ, how can the TCEQ have made a “preliminary decision that the location
is compatible with surrounding land uses™? How in the world can a 1100 acre Iandfill be the “next stage
of land use for” any site and be “fully compatible ... with cattle ranching”, or anything else for that matter,
as is claimed in the application for this Project(“ Application”)7 Any project of this magnitude will have
permanent negative effects on not only the immediate surrounding properties but on those for miles
around as well, The annual tonnage of “trash” anticipated to be handled by this facility dwarfs the Laredo
landfill and will ultimately handle over 5 times the tonnage generated today by that landfill. This Project
is not only immense and overwhelming in its size, but potentiaily in duration as well and it will certainly
change the character of this area through the next 100 plus years of its anticipated operation. Think about
that ... 100 plus years !

T have reviewed the Application on file and I oppose this Project for the following reasons:

The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this Project on
Human Health, How was the information regarding “individuals” and “potential target receptors”
residing about the Project obtained? Our family maintains a “residential structure” that is less than 1.4
miles SE of the Project (approximately lat 27.53324, long-99.14748), and we are “not accounted” for in
the Application AT ALL and neither is our water well, how many others that will be significantly



negatively impacted have been similarly unaccounted for? And how does the Application deal with the
issue of disease vectors such as flies, rats and mice? In fact it does not other than to totally dismiss them
becanse as is stated in the Application the “waste storage and processing methods” will deny them access
fo the waste generated by this facility... come on are you kidding me, let’s be realistic about this as it is of
very serions concern. This Application staies that there is or will be, as a result of the wind direction,
“negligible chances of adverse health effects” to surrounding properties. What is & “negligible chance”,
how can you and how would you quantify that potential and what’s more, docs living in constant and
continuous stench constitute an adverse health affect? Do we want to accept an application that is as
vague as this one when dealing with health and welfare issues to the land and its people? And has anyone
evet been around a landfill site that did not absolutely REEK, nuisance smells are not even discussed in
this application. Surface disturbance will also create a huge and ongoing issue with dust control in this
region because of the lack of potable water to control the dust and encourage vegetative growth while the
site remains open and exposed. While some of those close residences identified by the Application may
not have to deal with the prevailing wind direction, we certainly do. While the “Wind Rose™ figure is a bit
confusing and I am not sure how it is to be interpreted or what data it purports to disseminate, our home
appears to be directly within line of the most intense area identified by the “Wind Rose”, so not only will
the flies and other windborne pests be blown to our home, but we will suffer the onslaught of continuons
unrelenting and putrid smefls and 24/7 noise emanating from this Project for the next 100 years. This
Application totally dismisses any potential degradation of the upper aquifer and any potential for
“current”, and for that matter “futere”, use of groundwater from the upper aquifer because it “is too poor
to be used for human consumption”. In this specific case the TECQ is acting as the “ward” or our
groundwater and left to the Applicant with this type of cavalier attitude toward the local aquifers, we may
never have an opportunity to utilize updated technology in an atiempt to use water from either the upper
or deeper aguifers.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

*» The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on the Environment, Qur family and those of others adjacent to and near this Project
will see and hear and smell and this Project everyday and forever. We will never be able to
utilize water from any of the underlying aquifers. We will face the dangers of truck traffic going
1o and from our home EVERY day. How in the world can the TECQ undertake a thorou gh,
complete and comprehensive review this Project Application with any sense of integrity, when
the applicant implies that the grly impacts on and to the environment are those of debris and
noise generation? This Project demands a complete and comprehensive Environmental Impact
Study be undertaken fo understand the TOTAL and COMPLETE impact of this Project on every
aspect of the environment.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

» The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on the Compatibility with the Surrounding Area, The Application states that “no
adverse impacts on the environment of the area are anticipated from the proposed landfill

RECEIVED
FEB 28 2013
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operations”, come on get real, the facility contemplated by this application will likely be one of, if
not the largest of its kind in the US and it will have negative impacts upon people and diminish
the local land vatues forever! This Project is NOT compatible with the surrounding area, at the
very least the scope of this Project is too massive fo be compatible with ANY area and the
buffers along each property lines are severely inadequate. Additional study should be undertaken
by computer modeling to access whether or not ANY setback distances are sufficient so as to
guarantee that no smell or noise or dust can escape the boundary of this property. NO one around
or adjacent to this proposed facility should be forced to endure and thus subsidize for the
economic benefit of Mr, Benavides, these types of negative impacts forever, Why do you think
this facility was sited along the east side of Mr. Benavides multi-thousand acre ranch?... .it’s
because of the wind, he does not want this Project upwind from HIS ranch. We will hear and
smell and receive the dust from everything that occurs at the Project 24/7 as we ate downwind
and extremely close in proximity ... for the next 100 plus years. Anyone who has or will ever step
foot on this property knows that noise here travels forever across the plain and that evenl mile
offers little to no relief from noise or smell or dust, much less the quarter mile buffer being
proposed in this Application. We have a home here, we raise cattle on our property, and we use
our property for recreation. How can the Application simply dismiss the use and ocoupancy of
our property and that of others which is adjacent to or near this Project with total disregard for
such? And think about this, a 90 foot increase in the base elevation (aka Trash Mountain)
resulting from the deposit of compacted trash over the site will cause the sun to set on our
property 10 to 15 minutes eartier each day... for eternity... think about that impact to any
property.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Transportation in the area, The Application speaks of an additional 260 trips per
day on Jordan road, given the numbers for daily tonnage anticipated in the Application this
number of trips at best, according to the most basic calculations undertaken by the writer, ONLY
accounts for truck trips actually bringing trash into the facility and it does not take into account
ANY other trips into the facility either by employees, contractors, invitees, guests or otherwise.
These trucks are big and noisy and dangerous and there will be too many of them going to and
from this Project. A project of this magnitnde should require a full and comprehensive traffic
study to be done in conjunction with a full Environmental Impact Study.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Geology and Soils. Anticipating major excavation of up to 90 feet over some or
portions of the project site, there will be a huge disruption of local soils within that area, more
information is needed to understand that impact of this huge volume of soil removal and how it

may impact the integrity of the clay base.
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For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

» The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Groundwater and Subsurface Water in the area. The Application suggests that
“ground monitoring wells will be designed and installed to check groundwater quality”, however
in contradictory language the Application states that “none are proposed at this time”. Regardless
of the potential for useable/potable water wells to be drilled in the area, continuous groundwater
monitoring all around a site of this scope should be continuous throughout and beyond the life of
any facility contemplated at this or any location. Because the quality of the existing groundwater
may be poor is no reason to allow for toxic carcinogens to be allowed to be introduced unchecked
into whatever groundwater underlies this area. The Applicant does not mention any ongoing
intent to monitor surface and subsurface water sources off site, nor is there mention of any
“bonding” requirement in the event that there is harm to these waters from the anticipated
operation of this Project and these types of omissions in the Application are consistent with
someone who is apathetic and indifferent to such impacts off site.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

« The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Floodplains and Wetlands in the area. The Applicant has stated essentially in its
Application that it is electing NOT to obtain any required COE wetland permits at this time but
rather to address this issue when “development of these areas of the site are closer to reality”
when in reality, the Applicant knows that sach permits are very time consuming and may be
difficult to obtain. This Project should be viewed as a comprehensive development and all
environmental issues should be addressed and resolved prior to any permitting and NOT afier any
operations has begun. In this manner the Applicant will be estopped from arguing potential
hardship variances for such issnes in the future. TECQ should not allow any segmentation of this
Project whatsoever because if it does the Applicant will simply agree for the sake of being
permitted and then apply for modifications to that permit at a later date. For nuiles around this
facility there is very little variance in the topography, a storm water control plan for at least a five
hundred (500) year flood should be a minimal requirement for this application because even a
100 year storm, in this area, will cause extreme flooding and along with that, the potential for
significant surface and subsurface exposure to hazardous and toxic pollutants emanating from the
Project.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

« The Application dees not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Threatened or Endangered Species in the area. Anyone who has ever spent time n
this part of the country, and this portion of Webb County, is no exception, is familiar with the
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problems of feral pigs. This proposed landfill would provide a large food source for this already
problematic hog population. An increase in the hog population is inevitable with such a large
food source readily available to them. Hogs “compete with wildlife and livestock for habitat,
harbor endemic and exotic diséases, and transmit parasites to domestic livestock and humans.”
(“Feral Hogs in Texas”, by Texas Cooperative Extension).

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

This is a huge project that has enormous potential for negative impact on all property within miles of this
proposed facility. There are so many issues here one can only begin to scratch the surface of concerns that
are problematic in a project of this magnitude.

This letter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment opposing the Application and
should it be deficient in any way then pleasc advise, so that it can be revised and/for supplemented as may
be necessary for acceptance as a part of the record for this Application.

I can be contacted by any means as set forth herein above.

Regards, T
% '
~Robert F Wisd fr—
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Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Wednesday, August 08, 2012 7:28 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Attachments: Office of the Chief Clerk- WM Case[1].doc

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, August 06, 2012 9:59 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: rjc1217@att.net [mailto:rjcl217@att.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 31, 2012 6:51 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAT RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Rosemary Jordan Contreras

E-MAIL: ricl217@att.net

COMPANY: Jordan Ranch

ADDRESS: 1217 SAINT PATRICK DR
LAREDO TX 78045-7589

PHONE: 9567241833

FAX: 9567241833
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COMMENTS: I object to the proﬁt;?sed landfill. Location of my property: k’éST.2624-1642 F C Jordan, 34.32 -

acres And ABST 1296-1643 GC & SF, 50.133 acres. My property is adjacent to the land for the proposed waste
management facility. I definitely do not want this at my front yard. Specific description of adverse affects by the
facility: Devaluation of my property; Interfere with my enjoyment of this land; Pollution of land and
underground water, as well as, stocks tanks; Air pollution; Noise pollution; Adverse conditions for wildlife and
domestic animals; Interference with the usual and acceptable use of the land; Traffic congestions; Unacceptable
odors; Introduction of foreign waste material; Introduction of rodents and other pests foreign to the area and It

will be unsightly.

-



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

July 31, 2012

RE: Permit No. 2374

Dear Sir/Madam,

l, Rosemary Jordan Contreras, own 64.453 acres adjacent to the land for the proposed waste
management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. The location of my property:
ABST 2624-1642 F C Jordan, 14.32 acres and ABST 1296-1643 GC & SF, 50.133 acres. If allowed,
it will face my front yard.

| object to the approval of permit #2374 for the following reasons:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

It will devalue my property.

It will interfere with our enjoyment of this land.

It will pollute the land and the underground water, as well as, the stock tanks water.
It will produce air pollution.

It will produce noise pollution.

It will cause adverse conditions for wildlife and domestic animals.

ft will interfere with the usual and acceptable use of the land.

It will cause traffic congestions.

It will generate unacceptable adors.

10} It will introduce foreign waste material.
11) It will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to the area.
12) It will be very unsightly.

I request a contested case hearing,

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

Rosemary J. Contreras

Rosemary Jordan Contreras
1217 St, Patrick Dr.
Laredo, Texas 78045-7589

rict217@att.net
(956) 724-1833 H
(956) 286-1946 C



Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Thursday, August 09, 2012 2:48 PM
To: rjc1217 @att.net

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

Thank you for your comments.

A copy of your email will be forwarded to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) staff
responsible for reviewing the application. All timely filed comments will be considered by the staff prior to the
final decision on the application. You will be added to the mailing list and receive a copy of the formal written
response to all timely filed comments.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. If you have any further questions, please feel free
to contact the Public Education Program staff at 800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Office of the Chief Clerk

NOTE: Please do not respond to this email; it will not be answered. If you would like to submit additional
comments, please use the online eComments system at: http://www.tceq.texas. gov/about/comments.html.

From: ric1217@att.net [mailto:rjic1217@att. net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 31, 2012 6:51 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
R'N NUMBER: RN106119639

i’ERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

C.()UﬁTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEIO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM |

NAME: Rosemary J ordan Contreras

E-MAIL: rjicl1217@att.net

/%



—_—— s —, — o S N

COMPANY: Jordan Ranch

ADDRESS: 1217 SAINT PATRICK DR
LAREDO TX 78045-7589

PHONE: 9567241833
FAX: 9567241833

COMMENTS: I object to the proposed landfill. Location of my property: ABST 2624-1642 F C Jordan, 14.32
acres And ABST 1296-1643 GC & SF, 50.133 acres. My property is adjacent to the land for the proposed waste
management facility. I definitely do not want this at my front yard. Specific description of adverse affects by the
facility: Devaluation of my property; Interfere with my enjoyment of this land; Pollution of land and
underground water, as well as, stocks tanks; Air pollution; Noise pollution; Adverse conditions for wildlife and
domestic animals; Interference with the usual and acceptable use of the land; Traffic congestions; Unacceptable
odors; Introduction of foreign waste material; Introduction of rodents and other pests foreign to the area and It
will be unsightly.



Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Wednesday, August 08, 2012 7:36 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374 p /3/\
&G

H I\
/X,

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, August 06, 2012 9:57 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: de,aj.dodier@sbcglobal.net [mailto:de.aj.dodier@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Friday, August 03, 2012 9;39 PM

To: donotReply@teeq.state, bx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJ 0 WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: MRS Anna Jordan Dodier

E-MAIL: de.aj.dodier@sbeglobal.net

COMPANY: Jordan Ranch

ADDRESS: PO BOX 65232
SAN ANTONIO TX 78265-5232

PHONE: 2104909367

FAX:



Sl

COMMENTS: I own 64.454 acres(ABST 1296-1643 GC & SF Tract)adjadent to the proposed waste
management facility. If allowed, it will be a few yards from my fence line. I object to the approval of this permit
for the following reasons: 1.1t will devalue my property.2.1t will interfere with our enjoyment of this land.3.It
will pollute the land and the underground water, as well as, the stock tanks water.4.It will produce air
pollution.5.It will produce noise poliution.6.1t will cause adverse conditions for wildlife and domestic
animals.7.It will interfere with the usual and acceptable use of the land.8.1t will cause traffic congestions.9.It
will generate unacceptable odors.10.It will introduce foreign waste material.11.It will introduce rodents and

other pests foreign to the area.12.1t will be very unsightly. I request a contested case hearing. Thank you for your
kind attention. Sincerely, Anna Jordan Dodier



Office of the Chief Cierl, TCEQ

Mail Code MC-105
p. 0. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

March 15, 2013
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RE: Pescadito Environmental Resource Center — Webb County

piunicipal Soiid Waste {MISW) proposed permit No. 2374
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10} The installation of this waste management site will significantly increase the truck traffic over
the existing road infrastructure,

11) The increased traffic will increase discarded plastic, glass, paper, and trash that will be carelessly
distributed by workers and drivers accessing the waste management site,

12) The installation of this waste management site will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to
the area but common to landfills.

13) The instaliation of this waste management site will affect and definitely lower land values for all
surrounding areas,

14) The installation of the waste management site will adversely affect the property owners who
own homes located in short proximity to the waste management site in that the north winds
would cause noxious odors, trash, debris and pathogens to be carried onto adjoining properties
and would adversely affect the health, welfare and safety of the inhabitants of these homes,

For the foregoing reasons, 1 request that the application not be approved and the permit not be
issued.

This ietter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment opposing the above referenced
Proposed Permit #2374,

Thank you for your consideration of this matter,
Sincerely,

Anna ). Dodier

P. 0. Box 65232

San Antonio, Texas 78265-5232

de.gj.dodier@shcglobal. net

(210) 490-9367 H
{210) 413-1135 €
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Anna Jordan Dodier o B
P.O. Box 65232 SR

1

PRNaH

San Antonio, Tx 78265-5232

!

o

JOHHC

M

February 26, 2013

0c

Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ
Mail Code MC-105

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

Re: Public Comment Opposing Application for
Municipal Solid Waste Permit of Rancho '
Viejo Waste Management, LLC; Webb

County, Texas

To Whom It May Concern:

Please be advised that I own a tract of land that is approximately 64.454
acres separated by a common boundary about one mile south of the
proposed municipal solid waste handling facility that is the subject of the
above referenced Application.

I have reviewed the Application and I am concerned with the Application
and oppose for the following reasons:

The Application does not specifically address flood plain issues which may
result in contamination of ours and other neighboring tracts by flowing
water.

The Application does not explain the effects of the proposed landfill on area
wetlands and /or measures to mitigate damage thereto.

The Application does not sufficiently address effects of the landfill on
ground water and the local aquifer.

The Application does not address the negative effects of the run off of the
ground water generated by rain into the numerous sutrounding creeks and

D

A



the main source of water for US and Mexican states bordering the Rio
Grande River.

The Application does not address the negative effects on deer, peccary or
other native animals that live in this area.

The Application does not address the effects on existing endangered species
such as the Texas Horned Toad, Indigo Snake, etc. that have been observed
residing in this and surrounding areas.

This application does not address the effects on domestic animals such as
horses, caitle, sheep, and goats in the surrounding areas.

The installation of this landfill will affect and definitely lower land values
for all surrounding areas.

" The installation of this landfill will affect the esthetic quality and enjoyment
benefits of the surrounding property for all surrounding land owners.

It appears that the waste projected in the Application is such that truck traffic
over the existing road infrastructure will be significantly increased.

Increased traffic will increase the plastic, glass, paper, and trash that will be
distributed carelessly by workers accessing this property.

For the foregoing reasons, I request that the Application not be approved and
the permit not issued.

This letter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment
opposing the above referenced Application.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at either
the address, telephone number or email contained in this letter.

Sincerely, )
e
Anna Jorddn Dodier

(210) 490-9367
de.aj.dodier@sbcglobal .net
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form j
February 28, 2013

Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LI.C
Municipal Solid Waste
Permit No. 2374

PLEASE PRINT

Name: /ZZV VM —I “Dﬁ /,L R

Mailing Addreés: va ' 50/{75 Ry B

Physical Address (if different): (A5 /S Wf%' i‘jf ({f’ & 4 Z

City/State: ‘j;“) /71‘/5/&/!‘0 % /x Zip: L8265 752,37

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

Email: de . ”{Lj: JGJ/‘/\PE ~ ﬁfc’:/(fl& émé;/i/é’f \/

Phone Number: G’f/\‘?) 417)0 9356 7

s Are you here today representing a municipality, legistator, agency, or group? “ Yes [No

If yes, which one? Jo rd s /’27”7 /—/%’
_

M Please add me to the mailing list. \/

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

l 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. \(\



From: PUBCOMMENT-0OPA

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC2

Date: 9/6/2011 9:19 AM

Subject: Fwd: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Place: PUBCOMMENT-QCC2

PM

>>> PUBCOMMENT-OCC 9/2/2011 4:57 PM >>>

>>> <de aj.dodier@sbeglobal.net> 9/2/2011 3:23 PM >>>

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESCURCE CENTER

RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: MRS Anna Jordan Dodler

E-MAIL: de.aj.dodier@sbcglobal.net

COMPANY: Jordan Ranch

ADDRESS: PO BOX 65232

SAN ANTONIO TX 78265-5232

PHONE: 2104909367

FAX:

COMMENTS: I own 64.454 acres(ABST 1296-1643 GC & SF Tract) adjacent to the proposed waste management facility.If allowed,
it will be a few yards from my fence line. I cbiject to the approval of this permit for the following reasons: 1)It will devalue my
property 2)It will pollute the land and the underground and stock tanks water 3)It will be unsightly 4)It will cause adverse
conditions for wildlife and domestic animals 5)it will interfere with the usual and acceptable use of the fand 6)1t will cause traffic
congestions 7)It will generate unaceeptable odors 8)It will introduce foreign waste material 9) It will introduce rodents and other
pests foreign to the area. I request a public meeting. Thank you for your kind attention. Sincerely, Anha Jordan Dodier

S

Vs



CARDWELL, HART & BENNETT, L.L.P.
ATTORNEYS AT LAaW

807 BRAZOS
SUITE 1001 TELEPHONE: (512) 322-00U

AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2583 FAX: (B12)322-0808

&/
/'X\3
s

July 25, 2012

Bridget C. Bohac

Chief Clerk

TCEQ, MC 105

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

0 S0 A1
Bd 92 W 0z

NDIGS

Re:  Application of Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC for Land Use "
Compatibility Determination for a Municipal Solid Waste Permit in $@bb g

County, Texas, Proposed Permit No. 2374

TN

Dear Mrs. Bohac;

Enclosed please find ANB Cattle Company, Ltd.’s Request for Contested Case Hearing
and Supporting Comments for filing in connection with the above-referenced Application.

After filing, please return extra file stamped copies in the postage-paid, self-addressed
envelope enclosed.

2

REVIEWED /J/-

JuL 3o
By 2/




Proposed Permit No. 2374

APPLICATION OF RANCHO §  BEFORE THE TEXAS
VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT, LLC §

for LAND USE COMPATIBILITY §  COMMISSION ON

PERMIT | §

~PROPOSED PERMIT NO. 2374 §  ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

REQUEST FOR CONTESTED CASE
HEARING AND SUPPORTING COMMENTS

In response to the July 17, 2012, Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision
on Land Use Compatibility Determination for a Municipal Solid Waste Permit for
proposed permit No. 2374 for Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC, ANB Cattle
Company, Ltd. reaffirms its Request for Contested Case Hearing and Supporting
Comments filed on November 22, 2011, in this matter.

1.

The entity filing this Request is:

ANB Cattle Company, I'td

Attn: Arturo N. Benavides, Jr. President

1202 E. Del Mar Blvd., Suite 3A

Laredo, Texas 78041

Phone: (956) 726-9916

2,
As set forth herein, ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. (“ANB”) is an affected person

with standing to request a hearing in this matter for the purpose of protecting its interests.



3.
The representative for receiving all official communications and documents for
ANB is:

Cardwell, Hart & Bennett, L.L.P.
Attention: Jeffery L. Hart

John A. Cardwell

807 Brazos Street, Suite 1001
Austin, Texas 78701
(512)322-0011

(512) 322-0808 — Fax

Email: jlh.chblaw@sbeglobal.net
Email: cardwell53@earthlink.net

4.

ANB owns the surface of certain fracts of land (whether in whole or in part)
within, and adjacent to the proposed facility, as well as other tracts in the immediate area
ANB does not agree and objects o the location of this facility on and/or near lands
owned (whether in whole or in part) by ANB.

Further, certain of said lands within and/or adjacent to the proposed facility are
Mineral Classified Lands. That is, the State of Texas owns the oil, gas and other minerals
in, on and under said lands. ANB is the owner of the soil (whether in whole or in part) of
said Mineral Classified Lands and therefore ANB has certain statutorily imposed duties |
and obligations with regards to the preservation and/or development of said mineral
interests owned by the State of Texas.

In addition, the minerals in, on and under certain lands within and adjacent to the
proposed facility are owned by the Benavides Family Mineral Trust, a trust existing
under the laws of the State of Texas (hereinafter the “BFMT”). ANDB is beneficiary of

the BFMT. ANB asserts that the proposed facility will potentially adversely affect



and/or prohibit the ability of BEMT to properly and adequately explore, develop and/or
produce the minerals in, on and under said lands. As such, the proposed facility will
adversely affect ANB as well as the other beneficiaries of BFM'T.

5.

The application is materially deficient and the proposed facility presents a serious
risk of irreparable harm to ANB and its real property interests as well as to the interests
of the State of Texas. Because of these issues and other concerns with the application,
ANB requests a contested case hearing on this matter.

6.

ANB requests a contested case hearing.

Wherefore, ANB prays that this Request for Contested Case Hearing be granted
pursuant to Section 55.27 of the Commission Rules and that the Chief Clerk be directed
to refer this application to the State Office of Administrative Hearings for a contested

case hearing.



Respectfully submitted,

CARDWELL, HART & BENNETT, LLP
Jeffery L. Hart

State Bar No. 09147300

John A, Cardwell

State Bar No, 03791200

807 Brazos Street, Suite 1001

Austin, Texas 78701

(512)322-0011

{512)322-0808 — Fax

Email: jlh.chblaw(@sbeglobal.net

Email: cardwell53@earthlink.net

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that on this 25M day of July, 2012, a true and correct copy of the

foregoing document is being served in accordance with the Commissioner’s Rules.

V o a
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CARDWELL, MHART & BENNETT, L.L.P.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

807 BRAZOS

SUITE 1001 TELEPHONE: {(512) 322-0011
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-28583 FAX: (B12)322-0808

November 18, 2011

Bridget C. Bohac :;) | /ﬂ/ - OPA
Chief Clerk S ON 3 i

TCEQ, MC 105 &/ & QY 2/2 21
P.O. Box 13087 i~ By
Austin, TX 78711-3087 A

Re:  Application of Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC for Land Use
Compatibility Determination for a Municipal Solid Waste Permit in Webb
County, Texas, Proposed Permit No. 2374

Dear Mrs. Bohac:

Enclosed please find ANB Cattle Company, Ltd.’s Request for Contested Case Hearing
and Supporting Comments for filing in connection with the above-referenced Application.

After filing, please return extra file stamped copies in the postage-paid, self-addressed
envelope enclosed.

Very truly yours,
g’ L. Hart
<
€2 = g
. fﬁ = a
cc:  Pat Lochridge 1o :
< _
Robert Hatter B
Other Protesting Intervenors = ZQE
“om DD
g;:)‘ —En ff_ 5::3
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Proposed Permit No. 2374
Tracking No. 14669041
CN 603835489/RN 106119639

APPLICATION OF RANCHO § BEFORE THE TEXAS
VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT, LLC §
— PROPOSED PERMIT NO. 2374 §
NEW PERMIT APPLICATION §
— SECOND NOTICE OF §
DEFICIENCY (NOD) TRACKING §

§

NO. 14669041; CN 603835489/
RN 106119639 § ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

COMMISSION ON

REQUEST FOR CONTESTED CASE
HEARING AND SUPPORTING COMMENTS

Pursuant to Section 55.21 of the Commission’s Rules, ANB Cattle Company, Ltd.
files this Request for Confested Case Hearing and Supporting Comments on the above
referenced Application of Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC for Land Use

Compatibility Determination for a Municipal Solid Waste Permit in Webb County,

Texas, Proposed Permit No. 2374.

o 7
L -
L. 05 :
OPA Y - £y _
e
The entity filing this Request is: NOV 014 5Oo— ;éﬁg
5 I— L
-2 <EA
ANB Cattle Company, Ltd By % W T
Atin: Arturo N. Benavides, Jr, President e T
1202 E. Del Mar Blvd., Suite 3A v

Laredo, Texas 78041
Phone: (956) 726-9916

2.
As set forth herein, ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. (‘ANB”} is an affected person

with standing to request a hearing in this matter for the purpose of protecting its interests.



30
The representative for receiving all official communications and documents for
ANB is:

Cardwell, Hart & Bennett, L.L.P.
Atftention: Jeffery L.. Hart

John A. Cardwell

807 Brazos Street, Suite 1001
Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 322-0011

(512) 322-0808 — Fax

Email: jlh.chblaw@sbcglobal.net
Email: cardwell53@earthlink.net

4.

ANB owns the surface of certain tracts of land (whether in whole or in part)
within, and adjacent to the proposed facility, as well as other tracts in the immediate area
ANB does not agree and objects to the location of this facility on and/or near lands
owned (whether in whole or in part) by ANB.

Further, certain of said lands within and/or adjacent to the proposed facility are
Mineral Classified Lands. That is, the State of Texas owns the oil, gas and other minerals
in, on and under said lands. ANB is the owner of the soil (whether in whole or in part) of
said Mineral Classified Lands and therefore ANB has certain statutorily imposed duties
and obligations with regards to the preservation and/or development of said mineral
interests owned by the State of Texas.

In addition, the minerals in, on and under certain lands within and adjacent to the
proposed facility are owned by the Benavides Family Mineral Trust, a trust existing
under the laws of the State of Texas (hereinafter the “BFMT”). ANB is beneficiary of

the BFMT. ANB asserts that the proposed facility will potentially adversely affect



and/or prohibit the ability of BFMT to properly and adequately explore, develop and/or
produce the minerals in, on and under said lands. As such, the proposed facility will
adversely affect ANB as well as the other beneficiaries of BFMT.

S.

The application is materially deficient and the proposed facility presents a serious
risk of irreparable harm to ANB and its real property interests as well as to the interests
of the State of Texas. Because of these issues and other concerns with the application,
ANB requests a contested case hearing on this matter,

Wherefore, ANB prays that this Request for Contested Case Hearing be granted
pursuant to Section 55.27 of the Commission Rules and that the Chief Clerk be directed
to refer this application to the State Office of Administrative Hearings for a contested
case hearing.

Respectfully submitted,

CARDWELL, HART & BENNETT, LLP
Jeffery L. Hart

State Bar No. 09147300

John A. Cardwell

State Bar No. 03791200

807 Brazos Street, Suite 1001

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 322-0011

(512) 322-0808 — Fax

Email: jlh.chblaw(@sbcglobal.net
Email: cardwell33@earthlink.net

D et
%L.Hart

ATTORNEYS FOR INTERVENORS




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that on this 18" day of November, 2011, a true and correct copy

of the foregoing document is being served in accordance with the Commissioner’s Rules,

p
Jeffe/g/Wrt




Mlarisa Weber

From: - PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Wednesday, August 08, 2012 7.31 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW. Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Attachments: Office of the Chief Clerk-Permit 2374.pdf

H

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, August 06, 2012 9:58 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: jordanjamesr@gmail.com [mailto;jordaniamesr@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 9:12 AM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT .LLC
CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: James Robert Jordan

E-MAIL: jordanjamesr{@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 123 FAIRWAY LN
LAREDQ TX 78041-7620

PHONE: 9567533420

FAX:
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COMMENTS: I, James Robert Jordan own 64.453 acres (Abstract 1296, €Su,rvey 1643 GC & SF) abutting to
the land for the proposed waste management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. If allowed, i
will have a severe negative impact on my property.I strongly object to the approval of permit #2374 for the
following reasons: It will devalue my property. It will pollute the land and the underground and stock tanks
water. Tt will be unsightly. It will cause adverse conditions for wildlife and domestic animals. It will interfere
with the usual and acceptable use of the land. It will cause traffic congestions. It will generate unacceptable
odors. It will introduce foreign waste material. It will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to the area.
There are so many issues; I can only begin to scratch the surface of concerns that are problematic in such a
project. This project should not be allowed to proceed any further. I request a contested case h! earing.

-



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

August 01, 2012
RE: Permit No. 2374
Dear Sir/Madam,

I, James Robert lordan, own 64.453 acres (Abstract 1296, Survey 1643 GC & SF) abutting.to the
land for the proposed waste management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. If
allowed, it will have a severe negative impact on my property.

| strongly object to the approval of permit #2374 for the following reasons:
1) 1t will devalue my property.
2) It will pollute the land and the underground and stock tanks water,
3) It will be unsightly.
4) It will cause adverse conditions for wildlife and domestic animals.
5) It will interfere with the usual and acceptable use of the land.
6) It will cause traffic congestions.
7) It will generate unacceptable odors.
8) It will introduce foreign waste material.
9) Itwillintroduce rodents and other pests foreign to the area.

This is a huge project that has enormous potential for negative impact on my property and that
of everyone around. There are so many issues; | can only begin to scratch the surface of
concerns that are problematic in such a project. This project should not be allowed to proceed
any further.

| request a contested case hearing.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,
James R. Jordan

James R, Jordan
123 Fairway Lane
Laredo, Texas 78041

jordanjamesr@gmail.com

(956) 753-3420



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

August 24, 2011
RE: Permit No. 2374
Dear Sir/Madam,

I, James Robert Jordan, own 64.453 acres (Abstract 1296, Survey 1643) abutting to the land for
the proposed waste management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. If allowed,
it will have a severe negative impact on my property.

| vehemently object to the approval of permit #2374 for the following reasons:
1) it will devalue my property.
2) 1t will pollute the land and the underground and stock tanks water.
3) It will be unsightly.
4) [t will cause adverse conditions for wildlife and domestic animals.
5) It will interfere with the usual and acceptable use of the land.
6) It will cause traffic congestions.
7) It will generate unacceptable odors.
8) It will introduce foreign waste material.
9) It will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to the area.

This is a huge project that has enormous potential for negative impact on my property and that
of everyone around. There are so many issues; | can only begin to scratch the surface of
concerns that are problematic in such a project. This project should not be allowed to proceed
any further. | request a public hearing.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,
James R. Jordan

James R. Jordan
123 Fairway Lane
Laredo, Texas 78041

jordanjamesr@gmail.com

(956) 753-3420



From: PUBCOMMENT-OPA

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2
Date: B/24/2011 11:36 AM
Subject: Fwd: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Place: PLIBCOMMENT-QCC2

Attachments: Office of the Chlef Clerk-Permit 2374.docx
H

>>> PUBCOMMENT-OCC 8/24/2011 10:08 AM >>>

»» > <jordanjamesr@amail.com> 8/24/2011 10:12 AM >>>

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEIO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC
CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: MR James Robert Jordan

E-MAIL: jordanjamesr@amail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 123 FAIRWAY LN

LAREDO TX 78041-7620

PHONE: 9567533420

FAX:

COMMENTS: I, James Robert Jordan, own 64.453 acres (Abstract 1296, Survey 1643) abutting to the land for the proposed waste
management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. If aflowed, it will have a severe negative impact on my property.
Adverse effects include; devaluation of my property, pollution of the land and the underground and stock tanks water, adverse
conditions for wildlife and domestic animals, interferance with the usual and acceptable use of the land, traffic congestions,
unacceptable odors, introduction of foreign waste material, and rodents and other pests foreign to the area. I request a public

hearing.



Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2013 9:59 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Attachments: James_Jordan_PROTEST LTR.docx

From: PUBCOMMENT-QCC

Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2013 9:13 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: jordanjamesr@gmait.com [mailto:jordanjamesr@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2013 8:57 AM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAIL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

- DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: James Robert Jordan

E-MAIL: jordanjamesr@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 123 FAIRWAY LN
LAREDOQO TX 78041-7620

PHONE: 9567533420

7
s



FAX:

COMMENTS: I, James Robert Jordan, own property less than one mile south of the proposed waste
management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. I OPPOSE the approval of permit #2374 and 1

am NOT in agreement with the TCEQ’s preliminary decision that the location is compatible with surrounding
land uses.



Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ
Mail Code MC-105

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

March 21, 2013

RE: Pescadito Environmental Resource Center — Webb County
Municipal Solid Waste {MSW) Proposed Permit No, 2374

To Whom It May Concern,

I, James Robert Jordan, own 64.453 acres less than one mile south of the proposed waste management
facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. The location of my property: ABST 1296-1643 GC &
SF, 64.453 acres. | OPPOSE the approval of permit #2374 and | am NOT in agreement with the TCEQ's
preliminary decision that the location is compatible with surrounding land uses for the following
reasons:

1)

2)

3)

4)

6)
7)
8)

9)

Because 43 percent of the 1,100 acres of the proposed site is in the 100-year floodplain, |
believe your determination for compatible land use has been made without sufficient
investigation for how water enters or leaves the proposed site and surrounding tracts of ranch
fand. The application does not specifically address flood plain issues that may result in
contamination of ours and other neighboring tracts by flowing water. | cite Texas Administrative
Code (TAC) Section 330.547 which states that solid waste disposal facilities should not be
located in the flood plain. If the 1,100-acre footprint of the proposed landfill had never been
inundated by flooding, it is reasonable that a land use compatibility determination could be
made prior to the completion of the applicant’s technical data. Why has the TCEQ's land use
compatibility been determined before it is proven by thorough investigation how water moves
across the proposed site and surrounding properties?

The application does not explain the effects of the proposed waste management site on area
wetlands and/or measures to mitigate damage thereto. | cite Texas Administrative Code Section
330.553 which states that a waste storage facility shall not be located in wetlands.

The application does not sufficiently address effects of the waste management site on ground
water and the local aquifer.

Rancho Waste Management has not acquired the requisite Army Corps of Engineers 404 Permit.
Without such a permit, the proposed site does not meet the Clean Water Act rules or the TAC
Section 330 rules, and does not meet land use compatibility criteria.

The application does not address the negative effects of the run-off of the ground water
generated by rain into the numerous surrounding creeks and the main source of water for the
United States and Mexican states bordering the Rio Grande River.

The application does not address the negative effects on native wildlife such as deer, peccary,
bobcats, birds, and other species that live in this area.

The application does not address the effects on existing endangered species, such as the Texas
Horned Toad, the Indigo Snake, etc. that are known to live in this and surrounding areas.

The application does not address the effects on domestic animals, such as horses, cattle, sheep,
and goats in this and surrounding areas.

The installation of this waste management site will affect the aesthetic quality and enjoyment
benefits of the surrounding property for all surrounding landowners.
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10) The installation of this waste management site will significantly increase the truck traffic over
the existing road infrastructure.

11) The increased traffic will increase discarded plastic, glass, paper, and trash that will be carelessly
distributed by workers and drivers accessing the waste management site.

12) The installation of this waste management site will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to
the area but common to fandfills.

13) The installation of this waste management site will affect and definitely lower land values for all
surrounding areas.

14) The installation of the waste management site will adversely affect communities located in short
proximity to the waste management site in that the southeast prevailing winds would cause
noxious odors, trash, debris and pathogens to be carried onto adjoining properties and would
adversely affect the health, welfare and safety of the inhabitants of these communities.

For the foregoing reasons, | request that the application not be approved and the permit not be
issued.

This letter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment opposing the above referenced
Proposed Permit #2374,

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

Printed Name Jomes Robert Jordan:

Physical Address__123 Foirway Lane

Telephone #s__ {956)753-3420

Email address  jordaniamesr@gmail.com
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Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT
Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2013 3:31 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-QC(2
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Attachments: Permit Number 23741.doc
N
| S Y
. — § ,\fy
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC / A
Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2013 11:02 AM '
To: PUBCOMMENT 2S

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: jordanjamesr@gmail.com [mailto;jordaniamesr@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2013 10:59 AM

To: donotReply@tceeq,state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: James Robert Jordan

E-MAIL: jordanjamesr{@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 123 FAIRWAY LN
LAREDO TX 78041-7620

PHONE: 9567533420



FAX:

COMMENTS: 1, James Robert Jordan, own 64.453 acres less than one mile south of the proposed waste
management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. I oppose the approval of permit #2374 and 1
am not in agreement with your preliminary decision that the location is compatible with surrounding land uses.



Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ,
Mail Code MC-105

P. 0. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

February 28, 2013

RE: Proposed Permit No. 2374

To Whom It May Concern,

f, James Robert Jordan, own 64.453 acres less than one mile south of the proposed waste
management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. The location of my property:
ABST 1236-1643 GC & SF, 64.453 acres. |f allowed, the vehicles transporting the waste to the
proposed site will run alongside my property.

| oppose the approval of permit #2374 and | am not in agreement with your preliminary
decision that the location is compatible with surrounding land uses.

1)
2)
3)

4)

5)

6)

7)
8)

9)

The application does not specifically address flood plain issues which may result in
contamination of ours and other neighboring tracts by flowing water.

The application does not explain the effects of the proposed waste management site on
area wetlands and/or measures to mitigate damage thereto.

The application does not sufficiently address effects of the waste management site on
ground water and the local aquifer,

The application does not address the negative effects of the run-off of the ground water
generated by rain into the numerous surrounding creeks and the main source of water
for the United States and Mexican states bordering the Rio Grande River.

The application does not address the negative effects on deer, peccary or other native
animals that live in this area.

The application does not address the effects on existing endangered species, such as the
Texas Horned Toad, the Indigo Snake, etc. that have been observed residing in this and
surrounding areas.

The application does not address the effects on domestic animals, such as horses, cattle,
sheep and goats in this and surrounding areas.

The installation of this waste management site will affect the esthetic quality and
enjoyment benefits of the surrounding property for all surrounding landowners.

The installation of this waste management site will significantly increase the truck traffic
over the existing road infrastructure.

10) The increased traffic will increase the plastic, glass, paper and trash that will be

carelessly distributed by workers accessing the waste management site,

11) The installation of this waste management site will introduce rodents and other pests

foreign to the area.

12) The installation of this waste management site will affect and definitely lower land

values for all surrounding areas.



For the foregoing reasons, | request that the application not be approved and the permit not
be issued.

This letter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment opposing the above
referenced Proposed Permit #2374,

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.
Sincerely,

James Robert Jordan

James Robert Jordan

123 Fairway Lane

Laredo, Texas 78041

jordanjamesr@gmail.com
{956) 753-3420



Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT
Sent: Monday, July 30, 2012 8:22 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374 Q
o N
H Cp /X\Sv g/
/X

From: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC

Sent: Wednesday, July 25, 2012 5:15 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: sharynpj@hotmail.com [mailto:sharynpj@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 25, 2012 4:34 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.br.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJIO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Sharyn Peterson Jordan

E-MAIL: sharynpit@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 608 N BARTLETT AVE
LAREDO TX 78043-4032

PHONE: 9567239436

FAX:

S )
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COMMENTS: Chief Clerk Texas Commission On Environmental Quality'Kichard Jerome Jordan and Sharyn
P. Jordan request a contested hearing on the following proposed landfill: Rancho Viejo Waste Management,
LLC Proposed Permit No. 2374 Richard Jerome Jordan Sharyn P. Jordan 608 N. Bartlett Ave. Laredo, TX
78043 956/723-9436 Description of owned land directly adjacent to the proposed landfill: Tract 1 95.9860 acres,
being a part of S. Jordan Survey 1642, Abstract 2624 Webb County, Texas Tract 11 93.0953 acres being a part of
S. Jordan Survey 1642, Abstract 2624 Webb County, Texas Tract B I 89.325 acres with 37.96 acres being out of
Survey 1643, Abstract 1296 and 51.365 acres being out of Survey 1644, Abstract 2627 Webb County, Texas
Tract B 1T 89.325 acres being 2.1 acres out of Survey 1643 and 87.225 out of Survey 1644 Webb County, Texas
Tract B TIT 89,325 acres being out ‘of Survey 1644 Abstract 2627 Webb County, Texas Tract B IV 89.9721 acres
being partially out of Survey 2258, Abstract 1759 and partially out of Survey 1644 Abstract 2627 Webb
County, Texas This property has been owned and managed by the Jordan family for generations as a ranching
operation for cattle and horses. It is also a source of recreational activities. An adjacent landfill would damage
and forever alter the property for the following reasons: 1. Serious devaluation of property 2. Pollution of land
surface and underground water 3. Adverse conditions for wildlife and domestic animals 4. Unsightly conditions
and odors 5. Interference with the usual and acceptable use of the land, Thank you for your attention and careful
consideration of this matter. Sincerely, Sharyn Jordan



IENT-OCCZ - Fw= Public comment on Permit NUmber 2374 -

"Page 1
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From: PUBCOMMENT-0PA

To: PUBCOMMENT-0CC2

Date: 772172011 10:24 AM

Subject: Fwd: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Place: PUBCOMMENT-QCC2

HR

. >>»> PUBCOMMENT-OCC 7/20/2011 3:11 PM >>>

>>> <gharynpi@hotmail.com> 7/20/2011 2:51 PM >>>

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WERBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHC VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC
CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

MNAME: Sharyn Jordan

E-MAIL: sharynpj@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 608 N BARTLETT AVE

LAREDQ TX 78043-4032

PHONE: 9567239436

FAX:

COMMENTS: I oppose the landfill next to my property. I am requesting a public hearing. Thank you, Sharyn Jordan



 (772172011T) PUBCOMMENT -OCC2 - Fw~" Public comment on Parmit Number 2374 ' Page 1
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From: PUBCOMMENT-OPA

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC2

Date: 7{21/2011 10:24 AM

Subject: Fwd: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Place: PUBCOMMENT-0CC2

HR

>>> PUBCOMMENT-OCC 7/20/2011 3:11 PM >>>

>>> <sharynpi@hotmail.com> 7/20/2011 2:51 PM >>>

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRCNMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Sharyn Jordan

E-MAIL: sharynpi@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 608 N BARTLETT AVE

LAREDO TX 78043-4032

PHONE: 9567239436

FAX:

COMMENTS: I oppose the landfill next to my property. I am requesting a public hearing. Thank you, Sharyn Jordan



Ry

Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ,
Mail Code MC-105 N
P. 0. Box 13087 b

stin, Texas 78711-3087
At ’ CHEF CuEris OFFICE
March 18, 2013

RE: Pescadito Environmental Resource Center - Webh County i, n ; )
Municipal Solid Waste {MSW) Proposed Permit No, 2374 /
. § Ll

To Whom It May Concern,

| own property in proximity of the proposed landfill. {Customize letter to say where, how far}

A ‘
i

| oppose the approval of permit #2374 and 1 am not in agreement with the TCEQ's preliminary decision
that the location is compatible with surrounding land uses for the following reasons:

1) Because 43 percent of the 1,100 acres of the proposed site is in the 100-year floodplain, |
believe your determination for compatible land use has been made without sufficient /
investigation for how water enters or leaves the proposed site and surrounding tracts of ranch
land. The application does not specifically address flood plain issues that may result in
contamination of ours and other neighboring tracts by flowing water. | cite Texas Administrative
Code (TAC) Section 330.547 which states that solid waste disposal facilities should not be
located in the flood plain. If the 1,100-acre footprint of the proposed landfill had never been
inundated by flooding, it is reasonable that a land use compatibility determination could be
made prior to the completion of the applicant’s technical data. Why has the TCEQ's land use
compatibility been determined before it is praven by thorough investigation how water moves
across the proposed site and surrounding properties?

2) The application does not explain the effects of the proposed waste management site on area
wetlands and/or measures to mitigate damage thereto. | cite Texas Administrative Code Section
330.553 which states that a waste storage facility shall not be located in wetlands.

3) The application does not sufficiently address effects of the waste management site on ground
water and the local aquifer.

4} Rancho Waste Management has not acquired the requisite Army Corps of Engineers 404 Permit.
Without such a permit, the proposed site does not meet the Clean Water Act rules or the TAC
Section 330 rules, and does not meet land use compatibility criteria.

5) The application does not address the negative effects of the run-off of the ground water
generated by rain into the numerous surrounding creeks and the main source of water for the
United States and Mexican states bordering the Rio Grande River.

6) The application does not address the negative effects on native wildlife such as deer, peccary,
bobcats, birds, and other species that live in this area.

7} The application does not address the effects on existing endangered species, such as the Texas
Horned Toad, the Indigo Snake, ete. that are known to live in this and surrounding areas.

8) The application does not address the effects on domestic animais, such as horses, cattle, sheep,
and goats in this and surrounding areas,

9) The installation of this waste management site will affect the aesthetic quality and enjoyment
benefits of the surrounding property for all surrounding ilandowners.

10) The installation of this waste management site will significantly increase the truck traffic over
the existing road infrastructure. :



Pl

11) The increased traffic will increase discarded plastic, glass, paper, and trash that will be carelessty
distributed by workers and drivers accessing the waste management site.

12) The instailation of this waste management site will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to
the area but common to landfills. '

13) The installation of this waste management site will affect and definitely lower land values for all
surrounding areas.

For the foregoing reasons, | request that the application not be approved and the permit not be
issued.

This letter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment opposing the above referenced
Proposed Permit #2374,

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. :

Sincerely,

Na

Physical Address (g &g M ﬂ—ﬁv&/“
Telephone #s 5<M /D 7 fﬂ %4,5—/

Email address \ /
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Nia résa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Friday, March 15, 2013 9:47 AM
To: PUBCCMMENT-QCC2
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Attachments; Sharyn's Letter.docx
O8N
| 0
L ) L S /7&
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC -
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2013 9:39 AM /)(
To: PUBCOMMENT '

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: sharynpj@hotmail.com [mailto:sharynpj@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2013 5:25 PM

To: donotReply@teeq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Sharyn Jordan

E-MAIL: sharynpi@@hotunail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 608 N BARTLETT AVE
LAREDO TX 78043-4032

PHONE: 9567409436



FAX: ‘ '

COMMENTS: 1, Sharyn Jordan, OPPOSE the approval of permit #2374 and I am NOT in agreement with your
preliminary decision that the location is compatible with surrounding land uses. If allowed, the vehicles
transporting the waste to the proposed site will run along the front side of my property.



Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ
Mail Code MC-105

P. 0. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

March 12, 2013

RE: Pescadito Environmental Resource Center - Webb County
Municipal Solid Waste {MSW)} Proposed Permit No. 2374

To Whom |1t May Concern,

I, Sharyn Jordan along with my husband Richard Jerome Jordan, own approximately 546 acres about one
(1) mile south and southeast of the proposed landfill facility. If allowed, the vehicles transporting the
waste to the proposed facility will run along the front side of my property.

| oppose the approval of permit #2374 and I am not in agreement with the TCEQ's preliminary decision
that the location is compatible with surrounding land uses for the following reasons:

1) Because 43 percent of the 1,100 acres of the proposed site is in the 100-year floodplain, |
believe your determination for compatible land use has been made without sufficient
investigation for how water enters or leaves the proposed site and surrounding tracts of ranch
land. The application does not specifically address flood plain issues that may result in
contamination of ours and other neighboring tracts by flowing water. | cite Texas Administrative
Code (TAC) Section 330.547 which states that solid waste disposal facilities should not be
located in the flood plain. If the 1,100-acre footprint of the proposed landfill had never been
inundated by flooding, it is reasonable that a land use compatibility determination could be
made prior to the completion of the applicant’s technical data. Why has the TCEQ's tand use
compatibility been determined before it is proven by thorough investigation how water moves
across the proposed site and surrounding properties?

2} The application does not explain the effects of the proposed waste management site on area
wetlands and/or measures to mitigate damage thereto. | cite Texas Administrative Code Section
330.553 which states that a waste storage facility shall not be located in wetlands.

3) The application does not sufficiently address effects of the waste management site on ground
water and the local aquifer.

4) Rancho Waste Management has not acquired the requisite Army Corps of Engineers 404 Permit.
Without such a permit, the proposed site does not meet the Clean Water Act rules or the TAC
Section 330 rules, and does not meet land use compatibility criteria.

5) The application does not address the negative effects of the run-off of the ground water
generated by rain into the numerous surrounding creeks and the main source of water for the
United States and Mexican states bordering the Rio Grande River.

6) The application does nat address the negative effects on native wildlife such as deer, peccary,
bobcats, hirds, and other species that live in this area.

7) The application does not address the effects on existing endangered species, such as the Texas
Horned Toad, the Indigo Snake, etc. that are known to live in this and surrounding areas.

8} The application does not address the effects on domestic animals, such as horses, cattle, sheep,
and goats in this and surrounding areas.

9) The installation of this waste management site will affect the aesthetic quality and enjoyment
benefits of the surrounding property for all surrounding landowners.
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10) The installation of this waste management site will significantly increase the truck traffic over
the existing road infrastructure.

11) The increased traffic will increase discarded plastic, glass, paper, and trash that wili be carelessly
distributed by workers and drivers accessing the waste management site.

12) The installation of this waste management site will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to
the area but common to landfills.

13) The installation of this waste management site will affect and definitely lower land values for all
surrounding areas.

14) The installation of the waste management site will adversely affect the property owners who
own homes located in short proximity to the waste management site in that the north winds
would cause noxious odors, trash, debris and pathogens to be carried onte adjoining properties
and would adversely affect the health, welfare and safety of the inhabitants of these property
owners.

For the foregoing reasons, | request that the application not be approved and the permit not be
issued.

This letter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment opposing the above referenced
Proposed Permit #2374, '

Thank you for your cansideration of this matter.

Sincerely,
Sharge Jordon

Sharyn Jordan
608 N. Bartlett Ave.
Loredo, Texas 78043

sharynpj@hotmail.com
{956) 740-9436 C
(956) 723-9436 H
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form

February 28, 2013

Rancho Viejo Waste Management., LL.C
Municipal Solid Waste
Permit No. 2374

PLEASE PRINT

Nam@é ﬂ/ﬁn@ﬂ"‘/ e

Mailing Address: (a aF 7/ %M/;{lf @\L.

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: f%\;%ﬁv ! & )( Zip: 2 &0 %D

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

Email; SABR gl £ B frstangd. & omn v
Fi [ B Sy

Phone Number: DSl 733-T43lo

« Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? [l Yes @NG

If yes, which one?

€~ Please add me to the mailing list. '\/

@/ I wish to provide formal ORAL COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting,

L I wish to provide formal WRITTEN COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting.

C oyvrrerty nalled —

(Written comments may be submitted at any time during the meeting)
Please give this form to the person at the information table. Thank you. s



John A. Meitzen
P.0. Box 515

FOVAN Eagle Lake, TX 77434
\9/3’ 979-758-1600 -
((\ N imoutdoorstx@aol.com L Q
=L 3
/K A = ey
July 23, 2013 e g%%rﬂ
£ ° Eges
Office of the Chief Clerk MC-105 g e JED
Texas Commission on Environmental Qualit - }!, - B
P.0. Box 13087 ? ' @‘ikﬁ ‘iﬂfg,,@ ‘% g :; §
Austin, TX 78711 ,.EEJL 9 g 2@@ L=
RE: Proposed Permit #2374 By 7'

To Whom it May Concern:

This letter should be included with the formal comments in regard to the above referenced
proposed permit number. | own 390.457 acres of land in the F.C. Jordan Survey in Webb
County, Texas. This land is located within one mile of the proposed landfill site. 1 am an
“Affected Person” in reference to this proposed permit. This letter also serves as my formal
request for a contested case hearing based on the following issues:

1. Adequacy of all methods of ingress and egress of the proposed site, including vehicular
traffic and rail traffic and its effect on neighboring landowners. -

2. Location of groundwater monitoring wells is not included in this incomplete application
and no permit should be granted without prior knowledge of this information.

3. Written certification that abandoned water, oil and gas wells have been properly
capped, plugged and closed at the time of application is not included in this incomplete
application.

4. Applicant has not addressed future growth trends in the area with regard to this
proposed facility’s employment needs and how many employees will be necessary,
where they will live and the impact of that growth on the compatibility of this proposed
site.

5. ASite Operating Plan has not been reviewed prior to this land use compatibility decision
by the Executive Director. N

6. This land use compatibility decision does not take into consideration significant changes
in elevation of existing floodplain on the proposed site and the impact of those changes
on the surrounding area. .

7. Inregard to Response 24 in the Executive Director’s Response to Public Comments, it Is
impossible to determine the future site water run-off using present and historic
conditions. A MSW Landfill will drastically change those elevations and site water run-
off will change as those elevations change. This issue has not been properlv addressed

by the Executive Director. PR /_p



8. There is no approved CLOMR from FEMA that removes any part of the site from the 100
Year Floodplain. It is presumptive to issue a permit for land use compatibility without
this document.

9. Response 37 does not adequately address the issue of Applicant competency. The
Executive Director cannot determine competency if there is no evidence of competency.
A discussion of future employees with the licenses necessary to operate equipment
does not determine competency.

10. Response 43 contradicts Response 6. In Response 6, the Executive Director refers to the
Applicant Indicating that there is one (1) abandoned and plugged gas well within the
proposed faciltity. Response 43 indicates that “several wells were attempted and later
sealed and abandoned”.

| request a contested case hearing on Proposed Permit number 2374,

Thank you,
)\@Jv\ QX . W

John A. Meitzen
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John A. Meitzen %\]\f . ’E}\
P.O. Box 515 N\ AN
Eagle Lake, TX 77434

979-758-1600

imoutdoorstx@aol.com

<
March 22, 2013 %
Office of the Chief Clerk MC-105 J[)l REVIEWED =
Texas Commission on Environmenta! Quality _ ;i
P.O. Box 13087 MAR 7 7 2013 X
Austin, TX 78711 By f I

RE: Proposed Permit #2374
To Whom It May Concern:

This letter should be included with the formal comments in regard to the above referenced
proposed permit number. | own 390.457 acres of land in the F.C. Jordan Survey in Webb
County, Texas. This land is located within one mile of the proposed landfill site. This letter
also serves as my formal request for a contested case hearing based on the following issues:
1. Water quality, both surface and groundwater. The proposed permit application does
not sufficiently address leaching of chemicals found in landfill material into the
groundwater. [t also does not address the thickness and continuity of any clay layer
beneath the site. The proposed permit application does not adequately address the
issue of contaminants leaving the proposed site in surface runoff water due to a
riverine or localized flood event.
2. Soil erosion on neighboring property due to changes in water flooding patterns on the
proposed site.
3. Inadequate control of airborne contaminates and particulate matter on the proposed
site.
4. Endangered and threatened species habitat. The Texas Horned Lizard and the Texas
Indigo Snake are a few that inhabit the proposed site.

h;;’;a—u—«;»r'"

5. Effects of proposed site water runoff on the nearby Rio Grande River and Falcon
Reservoir further downstream.
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11.

12.

13,

Effects of migrating groundwater contaminants on nearby Rio Grande River and
downstream underground water reserves.

The proposed permit application does not adequately address what material will be
allowed for use as cover for daily waste dumping. The permit application should state
that only fresh dirt, not sludge, contaminated dirt, tire chips or tarps may be used as
cover.

The permit application should be eligible for renewal in five year intervals. No permit
should ever be granted for a period longer than five years.

The applicant has not sufficiently addressed wetland issues within the proposed site
or adjacent areas.

Standard EPA requirements found in 40 CFR § 258.40{a}(2) and adopted in Texas at 30
TAC § 330.200{a)(2) provide that new municipal solid waste landfill facility units and
lateral expansions shall have a composite liner and a [eachate collection system.

The applicant has not adequately addresses future land uses in the vicinity of the
proposed site. Future population growth, traffic patterns and land developments
plans have not heen addressed.

The applicant has also not considered mineral exploration within the proposed site
and in the neighboring vicinity.

The proposed permit application does not adequately address the smells, vector
contaminants and other nuisances associated with grease trap and grit trap waste.

These are some of the areas in which the applicant has not met its burden of
responsibility. This permit application should be denied and I am requesting a contested
case hearing.

Sincerely,
{@\nﬁ NN M@w_

John A. Meitzen



i FEES I T ot o
hwmmmﬁm&:m?mmw?.xzmlmuﬁ :m,ﬁmwnmm O LS8

-J31830854
Adi3034 NuniTd

Pl m‘_uv - :
) TT/8/ X1 ‘unsny &mﬁ%@ .w%w @Mw.w,
Foom o £80€T X049 "0'd o & oy
& , SOT-3IN —343[D JaIYD 941 JO 310 & & fi
e mv\v Ajijenp |ejuauiuoiiAug uo :o“mm_EEOUme.._Mwwx 3 .ﬁ_.;,
& i L7y
= S
B
198 _n‘_.am ——— 5200 BTOE TOOD O2LE 270
) n_rzq:gz¢ ﬁ mr — Mn h HIRERE TS O
£1.°27 B 1 1L
FERLL ‘ :
4 mmﬁmu._ucm w m “ _:m
Bisdd "s'h | HHe

LUIZUDIAl "V uyor

S I -




Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Wednesday, August 08, 2012 7:36 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Attachments: Johnny's letter.doc

H

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, August 06, 2012 9:57 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: jmoutdoorstx@aol.com [mailto:jmoutdoorstx@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, August 03, 2012 3:06 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CNo6(03835489

FROM

NAME: John A. Meitzen

E-MAIL: imoutdoorstx(@aol.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: PO BOX 515
EAGLE LAKE TX 77434-0515

PHONE: 9797581600

FAX: 9792342247



I R i T LI

COMMENTS: I object to the prcgi")"t)sed landfill. Location of my property: \A‘§ST 2226 P1656 F C Jordan,
375.696 acres And ABST 2625 Sur 260 F C Jordan, 14.76 acres. My property is in close proximity to the land
proposed for the waste management facility. Specific description of adverse affects by the facility: Devaluation
of my property; Interfere with my enjoyment of this land; Pollution of land and underground water, as well as,
stock tanks; Air pollution; Noise pollution; Adverse conditions for wildlife and domestic animals; Interference
with the usual and acceptable use of the land; Traffic congestions; Unacceptable odors, Introduction of foreign
waste material; Introduction of rodents and other pests foreign to the area and It will be unsightly. I request a

contested case hearing.



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

August 3, 2012

RE: Permit No. 2374

Dear Sir/Madam,

|, John A. Meitzen, own 390.456 acres in close proximity to the land proposed for the waste
management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC. The location of my property:
ABST 2226 P1656 F C Jordan, 375.696 acres and ABST 2625 Sur 260 F C Jordan, 14.76 acres.

[ object to the approval of permit #2374 for the following reasons:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

It will devalue my property.

It will interfere with our enjoyment of this land.

tt will poliute the land and the underground water, as well as, the stock tanks water.
It will produce air pollution.

It will produce noise pollution.

It will cause adverse conditions for wildlife and domestic animals.

It will interfere with the usual and acceptable use of the land.

It will cause traffic congestions.

It will generate unacceptable odors.

10) It will introduce foreign waste material.
11) It will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to the area.
12) it will be very unsightly,

| request a contested case hearing.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

John A, Meitzen

John A. Meitzen
P. O. Box 515
Eagle Lake, Texas 77434-0515

imoutdoorstx@aol.com
(979) 758-1600 C
(979) 234-2247 Fax



REVIEWED
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Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ | MAR 18 2013
Mail Code MC-105 - By 7
P. 0. Box 13087 o : _ T
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
! o 8
March 12, 2013 % =
RE: Pescadito Environmental Resource Center — Webb County g({ﬁ \ _;i —
Municipal Solid Waste {MSW) Proposed Permit No. 2374 \&}/ ;% i
e .3
To Whom it May Concern, /)( {_;,t%i ;—;
s
P e

| OWN 390.457 ACRES OF LAND [N THE F.C. JORDAN SURVEY, WITHIN A MILE OF THE PROPOSED SIGHT.
375.697 ACRES OF SURVEY NO. 1656, ABSTRACT 2662, AND 14.76 ACRES OF SURVEY 260 (T&N O
SURVEY NO.266 ) ABSTRACT 2625 IN WEBB COUNTY, TEXAS, BEING KNOWN AS TRACT NO.8 RECORDED
IN VOLUME, 413 PAGES 214-217 OF THE DEED RECORDS OF WEBB COUNTY, TEXAS.

| oppose the approval of permit #2374 and | am not in agreement with the TCEQ's preliminary decision
that the location is compatible with surrounding land uses for the following reasons:

Has TCEQ done any checking on Mr. Benavides clay box anomaly claimed by his experts during the
public comments on the 8"? Or will anyone check it out? What about the requirements for rubber
liners normally required?

1) Because 43 percent of the 1,100 acres of the proposed site’is in the 100-year floodplain, |
believe your determination for compatible land use has been made without sufficient
investigation for how water enters or leaves the proposed site and surrounding tracts of ranch
land. The application does not specifically address flood plain issues that may result in
contamination of ours and other neighboring tracts by flowing water. | cite Texas Administrative
Code {TAC) Section 330.547 which states that solid waste disposal facilities should not he
located in the flood plain. If the 1,100-acre footprint of the proposed landfill had never been
inundated by flooding, it is reasonable that a land use compatibility determination could be
made prior to the completion of the applicant’s technical data. Why has the TCEQs land use
compatibitity been determined before it is proven by thorough investigation how water moves
across the proposed site and surrounding properties?

2) The apphcatlon does not explain the effects of the proposed waste management site on area
wetlands and/or measures to mitigate damage thereto. | cite Texas Administrative Code Section
330.553 which states that a waste storage facility shall not be located in wetlands.

3) The application does not sufficiently address effects of the waste management site on ground
water and the local aquifer.

4) Rancho Waste Management has not acquired the requisite Army Corps of Engineers 404 Permit.
Without such a permit, the proposed site does not meet the Clean Water Act rules or the TAC
Section 330 rules, and d.qe"s not meet land use compatibility criteria.

5) The application does not address the negative effects of the run-off of the ground water
generated by rain inte the numerous surrounding creeks and the main source of water for the
United States and Mexican states bordering the Ric Grande River.

6) The application does not address the negative effects an native wildlife such as deer, peccary,
bobcats, birds, and other species that live in this area.

QY
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7) The application does not address the effects on existing endangered species, such as the Texas
Horned Toad, the indigo Snake, etc. that are known to live in this and surrounding areas.

8} The application does not address the effects on domestic animals, such as horses, cattle, sheep,
and goats in this and surrounding areas.

9) The installation of this waste management site will affect the aesthetic quality and enjoyment
benefits of the surrounding property for all surrounding landowners.

10) The instaliation of this waste management site will significantly increase the truck traffic over
the existing road infrastructure.

11) The increased traffic will increase discarded plastic, glass, paper, and trash that will be carelessly

distributed by workers and drivers accessing the waste management site.

12) The installation of this waste management site will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to
the area but common to landfills.

13) The installation of this waste management site will affect and definitely lower land values for all
surrounding areas. RN

For the foregoing reasons, | request that the application not be approved and the permit not be
issued.

This letter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment opposing the above referenced
Proposed Permit #2374.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely, :
v

mw

John A. Meitzen

P.0O. Box 515

1372 Meitzen Lake Road

Eagle Lake, Texas 77434

Tel. 979-758-1600

Email address; jmoutdoorstx@tol.com
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JOHN A. MEITZEN
"OUTDOORS UNLIMITED"
P.0. BOX 515
1372 MEITZEN LAKE ROAD
EAGLE LAKE, TEXAS 77434

"SHOTGUN SHOOTING PROMOTIONS & INSTRUCTION" o =
(979) 758-1600 = o

imoutdoorstx@aol.com | A

FAX (979) 234-2247 @ @ 7

gy &) o o

REVIEWED ¢4\ 2 =

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CLERK, TCEQ /X\J& . E
MAIL CODE MC-105 MAR 12 2013 X I ow

PO BOX 13087 L w =

AUSTIN, TEXAS 78711-3087 By —

Re: Public Comment Opposing the Application for Muniéipai éolid Waste Permit of Rancho
Viejo Waste Management, LLC; Webb County, Texas; TCEQ Project Permit # 2374

1 own 390.457 acres of land in the F.C. Jordan Survey; consisting of 375.697 acres of
Survey No. 1656, Abstract 2662, and 14.76 acres of Survey 260 ( T & N O Survey No. 266 )

Abstract 2625 in Webb County, Texas, being known as Tract No. 8 recorded in Volume, 413
pages 214-217 of the Deed Records of Webb County, Texas.

While Mr. Benavides states that there are not a significant number of rooftops within 3 %
miles and that it is only in their own backyard, I beg to differ, it is only a ml'lé from our front
door. Do the neighbors not matter? It will ruin the views and land values for miles around,
not to mention the adverse effect on the environment and wildlife. Just ormity of
Hys landfill'is scary, not knowing the impact on surrounding land areas. Several years ago
‘we had enough rain to put the water to the top section of the deer proof: fence separating
his ranch.from ours. Where would the water have gone if the landfill ha en there?

After listening to Mr Benevides speak at the Feb. 28 meeting another con
would be the number and lengths of the trains required for this prOJect At

happen m case of an emergency requmng an ambutance or flre truck‘? ,
There are many reasons this permlt should be demed After attendmg th

listening to the comments, and visiting with the many people who are aﬁ i1
and going to be directly affected | have chosen not to list all the reasons.|}

already heard. | have been told that the TCEQ has historically been pro i
busmess and not very sympathetic to the neighboring ranchers, environ

or wﬂpl:fe :Lfind this-hard to believe. Please ook at this as if it was gcu
to your neighborhoeod.

Th!;ignk‘you for your considei‘afion. :

John A. Meitzen

308113
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form —

February 28, 2013

Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC
Municipal Solid Waste
Permit No. 2374

PLEASE PRINT

Name: 375\("\1 ﬂ ™e \T‘LE}\ﬁ

Mailing Address: 0.0 . Box S\S

Physical Address (if different): Y312 YW\E (T2EY

City/State: E AGLE Lewe Yeysxs Zip:
]
**This information is subject to public disclosure under the Texas Public Information Act**
Email: IMIITDosRsTX © RoL ., Cu m /

Phone Number: C\ Na-N\s3 -\ sa

« Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? L] Yes R‘N 0

~

If'yes, which one?

¥ Please add me to the mailing list,

b=

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

%\ 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. ’\(\
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Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 9:30 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374 @ \
Attachments: Comments2,pdf :

- N
o INN
H /><
From: PUBCOMMENT-QOCC - -
Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 7:15 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: dmiller@msmix.com [mailto:dmiller@msmtx.com]
Sent: Monday, March 25, 2013 4:56 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJOQO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Dan Miller

E-MAIL: dmiller@msmtx.com

COMPANY: McElroy, Sullivan, Miller, Weber & Olmstead, LLP

ADDRESS: PO BOX 12127 P
AUSTIN TX 78711-2127

PHONE: 5123278111



FAX: 5123276566

COMMENTS: See attached

-t
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McELroy, SurLivan, MILLER,

Weser & Ovmsteap, L.L.P.
Attorneys at Law

MAILING ADDRESS 1201 SPYGLASS DRIVE E‘ELE)PHO;JES »
SUITE 200 512)327-81
P.O. BOX 12127 AUSTIN, TX 78746

AUSTIN, TX 78711 FAX
(512) 327-6566

March 25, 2013

Via Electronically

Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ
Mail Code MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

RE: Pescadito Environmental Resource Center — Webb County; Municipal
Solid Waste Permit — Land Use Compatibility Determination Application No.
2374

To Whom It May Concern:

Hurd Enterprises, Ltd, (“Hurd™) offers the following comments on Rancho Viejo Waste
Management, LLC’s (“Applicant”) application for proposed Municipal Solid Waste Permit No.
2374, Parts I and II, Land Use Compatibility (“the Application™), Webb County, Texas:

1. Notice of the Application was not provided as requited by Chapter 39 and Chapter 330.

2. The Application does not conform to provisions of the regional solid waste management
plan of the South Texas Development Council, including ensuring long-range disposal
capacity (Goal 1), protecting water and other environmental resources {Recommendation
10.2), general land use compatibility, visual impacts, impacts to environmental features
including the 100-year floodplain and wetlands located on the proposed site, and impacts
to local traffic patterns.

3. Part I of the Application does not correctly identify the State Representative within
whose district the facility is proposed to be located, The Honorable Tracy King.

4, The Application does not correctly identify the owners of the property on which the
facility is proposed to be located, ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. is an owner of such
property, but is not identified as such in the Application.




10.

11,

12.

13.

14,

15.
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The Application does not include a property owner’s affidavit executed on behalf of
ANB Cattle Company, Lid., an owner of the property on which the facility is proposed to
be located.

" The Applicant, Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC, does not have a sufficient

ownership interest in or right to use the property on which the facility is proposed to be
located for a municipal solid waste landfill facility. '

The proposed facility is not a compatible land use because persons and/or entities other
than Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC have sufficient ownership interests in
and/or rights to use the property for purposes of exploring for, developing, producing,
and transporting minerals, including oil and gas.

The Application does not correctly identify the location and extent of all easements,
pipelines, and roadways located within the property on which the facility is proposed to
be located.

The proposed facility is not a compa{ible land use because the waste management unit is
proposed to be located in wetlands.

The proposed facility is not a compatible land use because the waste management unit is
proposed to be located within the 100-year floodplain.

The Application does not adequately address sites of potential historical significance. The
location evaluated by the State Historic Preservation Officer is not specified and the
cultural resources in the Application states that “the presence of...resources within the
[project area] is unlknown.”

The Application does not demonstrate compliance with the casement protection location
restriction in 30 TAC 330.543(a) and, because easements, pipelines, and roadways other
than those shown in the Application are located within the property on which the facility
is proposed to be located, the facility as proposed will not camply with this lecation
restriction.

The Application does not demenstrate compliance with the floodplains location
restriction in 30 TAC 330.547 and, because the waste management unit is proposed to be
located within the 100-year floodplain, the facility as proposed will not comply with this
location restriction. :

The Application does not demonstrate compliance with the endangered and threatened
species location restriction in 30 TAC 330.551

The Applicant’s evidence of competency does not comply with 330.59(e}. The Applicant
and Application lacks any landfilling and earthmoving expetience, and provides
insufficient detail on key personnel, and the numbet/size of each type of equipment to be



16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

l
d

dedicated to facility operation. The information provided on equipment is inconsistent
with equipment identified in Part 11 of the Application.

The Application’s waste acceptance plan is inadequate for the Applicant’s proposed
operations. According to the waste acceptance plan the landfill will be only a Type |
municipal solid waste landfill. Additionally, the waste acceptance plan does not provide
information on the sources and characteristics of wastes proposed to be received at the
proposed landfill, including, but not limited to, the sources and characteristics of waste
from Mexico.

The general location maps do not depict the current status of the surrounding roads.

The Application’s facility layout maps are inadequate and do not show the general
locations of main interior roadways for the entire proposed landfill, the locations of
monitor wells, provisions for the maintenance of any natural windbreaks, plans for
screening the facility from public view, landfill units/cells, buffer zones, and oil and gas
operations.

The Application’s aerial photograph is dated and does not provide current information.
The Application’s land-use map is dated and does not provide current information.

The information in the Application related to transpostation fails to provide adequate data
on “the availability and adequacy of roads that the owner or operator will use to access
the site,” including Jordan Road, the road extending from Jordan Road to the proposed
landfill, and the direct rail access road. Additionally, maps included with the Application
identify multiple access roads to the site that are not addressed. The Application does not
provide information on the volume of vehicular traffic on access roads within one mile of
the proposed landfill, both existing and expected, as required by 330.61(i)(2) or the
size/weight of such vehicular traffic. The letter from Webb County Judge included in the
Application assumes that proposed landfill will be served by rail and not impact traffic,
which is not consistent with the Application. Nor is there a discussion of the interaction
between oil and gas related traffic and landfill related traffic. The Application fails to
consider the proposed landfill’s operating hours in relation to vehicular traffic.

The information in the Application related to general geology and soils is inadequate and
fails to meet the requirements of 330.61(j). The information provided is too general for
the public, including Hurd, to meaningfully comment. There are no figures, cross-
sections, strat columns, or soil maps. The Applicant has not complied with 330.555. The
area has experienced withdrawal of crude oil, natural gas, sulfur, etc., or significant
amounts of groundwater, The information in the Application does not contain the
information necessary to determine whether the area is unstable as required by
330.559(1)-(3). Additionally, the Application lacks the demonstration required by
330.559.
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23. The Applicant failed to provide sufficient information about groundwater and surface
water as required by 330.61(k). The Application does not contain data on surface water
at and near the site, such as the size and characteristics of the water bodies, and does not
include information related to the proposed landfill design, including drainage controls.

24. The Application does not contain all the information required by 330.61(D), which
requires that the owner or operator “provide the executive director with written
certification that these wells have been properly capped, plugged, and closed in
accordance with all applicable rules and regulations of the Railroad Commission at the
time of application.” Such certification is missing from the Application.

25. The Application does not contain a wetlands determination that meets the requirements of
330.61(m)(2) or wetlands demonstrations required by 330.553.

26. The information in the Application related to endangered and threatened species does not
comply with 330.61(n). The proposed example protection measures for the indigo snake
reference - the wrong snake.  Additionally, the Application does not contain
correspondence from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service on locations and
specific data relating to endangered and threatened species in Texas.

27. Under 330.55(a) owners or operators of certain waste management facilities should
consult with the TCEQ’s Air Permits Division on or before the date that the municipal
solid waste application is filed with the executive director. The Application does not
indicate whether such consultation took place. The Applicent has not provided an
analysis on whether its proposed landfill operations can comply with a standard air
permit.

28, The-Applicant has also not provided information in response to 330.55(b) (Water
poliution control).

29. Section 18 of Part 1T of the Application simply recites the general prohibitions contained
in 330.15. The Application does not provide details on how construction and operation
of the proposed landfill will comply with 330.15.

Hurd reserves the right to submit additional comments on this Application and any future
revisions/parts of the Application. Hurd also requests a contested case hearing and a public
meeting,

Attorney for Hurd Enterprises, Ltd.

DCM/dp



Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT-QCC

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 8:54 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

Attachments: 2013-08-02_Hurd Hearing Requestl.pdf

H 2/
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From: dmiller@msmtx.com [mailto:dmiller@msmtx.com] /)(

Sent; Friday, August 02, 2013 4:06 PM /X

To: donotReply@tceq.state. tx.us
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Dan C Miller

E-MAIL: dmillerf@msmtx.com

COMPANY: McElroy Sullivan Miller Weber & Olmstead, LLP

ADDRESS: PO BOX 12127
AUSTIN TX 78711-2127

PHONE: 5123278111
FAX: 5123276566

COMMENTS: Please see attached hearing request.
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McELrov, SurLivan, MILLER,

Wesir & Ovmsteap, L.L.P.
Attorneys at Law

MAILING ADDRESS 1201 SPYGLASS DRIVE TELEPHONE
SUITE 200 (512) 3278111

P.0. BOX 12127 AUSTIN, TX 78746

AUSTIN, TX 78711 FAX

(512) 327-6566
August 2, 2013

Filed Electronically
Bridget Bohac, Chief Clerk
TCEQ, MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

RE: Pescadito Environmental Resource Center — Webb County;
Municipal Solid Waste Permit Application No, 2374-
Land Use Compatibility Determination
Hearing Request

To Whom It May Concern:

Hurd Ranch Company, Ltd., Hurd Enterprises, 1.td., Killam & Hurd, and John R. Hurd J1.
and E, Bugene Garcia, individually and on behalf of Hurdco, Inc.!, (for convenience, collectively
“the Hurds”) request a contested case hearing on the application of Rancho Viejo Waste
Management, LLC (“Applicant™) for proposed Municipal Solid Waste Permit No. 2374,
application Parts I and II, Land Use Compatibility (“the Application™), Webb County, Texas.

The Hurds (Hurd Ranch Company, Ltd.) own a ranch approximately 16,500 acres in size
located less than 2 miles south and southeast from the proposed landfill facility. This ranch has
served as a home ranch to the Hurd family for multiple generations, The ranch includes three
permanent residences and various other buildings, including a horse barn, workshop and storage
shed, The Hurds, their family members, guests, and/or employees live, ranch (run caitle, grow
grass for feed, raise horses), and recreate (hunt, fish, bird watch, ride horses) on this property.
The Hurds regularly use this property and stay at the houses on the ranch. There are also several
permanent residents at the ranch, The Hurds have several water wells located on portions of the
ranch near the proposed landfill site that supply water to the ranch residences and livestock, A
significant portion of both the railroad and the roadway that will be used to access the proposed
landfill facility and to transport waste to it traverse the ranch (approximately 6.2 miles of the
railroad and approximately 3.9 miles of the roadway). The Applicant’s proposed use of the
railroad, which has had past {rain derailments on and near the ranch, to transport waste to the
proposed landfill facility threatens the Hurds’ property. Additionally, surface water from the
proposed facility site generally flows south towards the ranch. Given the proximity of the

!John R. Hurd, Jr. and E. Bugene Garcia are Presidents of Hurdco, Inc., a general partner of both Hurd Enterprises,
Ltd. and Hurd Ranch Company, Ltd.
1
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proposed facility and the many miles of railroad and roadway that traverse the ranch and that will
e used for transporting waste to the facility, construction and operation of the proposed facility
will adversely impact the Hurds and the use of their property. Moreover, the failure of the
Application and the draft permit to meet applicable statutory and regulatory requirements
established to protect human heaith and the environment threatens to impact the Hurds' health,
property, groundwater, surface water, and the use and enjoyment of their property.

The Hurds (Hurd Enterprises, Ltd. and Killam & Hurd) also own mineral interests under
the proposed landfifl facility (as acknowledged by the Applicant in the Application, pursuant to
30 TAC §330.59(c)(3)) and the ranch. Construction and operation of the proposed facility will
adversely impact the exploration, development, and production of these minerals. A large
municipal solid waste landfill is not compatible with the sutrounding land uses and the
exploration and development of oil and gas resources in the arca.

All contact with the Hurds should be through legal counsel:

Daniel C. Miller
P.O. Box 12127
Austin, Texas 78711
Tel: (512) 327-8111
Fax: (512) 327-6566
dmiller@msmtx.com

However, the names, addresses, phone numbers and fax numbers for the Hurds are as
foliows: 7

Hurd Ranch Company, Ltd.
Hurd Enterprises, Ltd.

Killam & Hurd

Hurdeo, Inc.

John R. Hurd Jr.

E. Bugene Garcia

7373 Broadway, Suite 200
San Antonio, TX 78209-3265
Tel: (210) 829-5255

Fax: (210) 829-5061

Listed below are the relevant and material disputed issues of fact that were raised during
the comment period and that are the basis for this hearing request. Also identified after each
disputed issue of fact are the relevant Bxccutive Director’s responses to comments that the Hurds
digpute,

1. Whether Notice of the Application was provided as required by Chapter 39 and Chapter
330. This relates to Response to Comment (“RTC”) 45.

2




10.

Whether the Application conforms to provisions of the regional solid waste management
plan of the South Texas Development Council, including ensuring long-range disposal
capacity (Goal 1), protecting water and other environmental resources (Recommendation
10.2), general land use compatibility, visual impacts, impacts to environmental features
including the 100-year floodplain and wetlands located on the proposed site, and impacts
to local traffic patterns. This relates to RTC 14,

Whether Part T of the Application correctly identified elected officials, including the
Honorable Tracy King. This relates to RTC 47.

Whether the Application correctly identiftes the owners of the property on which the
facility is proposed to be located. ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. is an owner of such
property, but is not identified as such in the Application, This relates to RTC 44,

Whether the Applicant owns all the land within the proposed permit boundary. This
relates to RTC 44,

Whether the Application complies with 30 TAC § 330.59(dX2) (regarding property
owner affidavit) and that it does not include a properly owner’s affidavit executed on
behalf of ANB Cattle Company, Ltd., an owner of the property on which the facility is
proposed to be located. This relates to RTC 44,

Whether the Applicant, Rancho Vigjo Waste Management, LLC, has a sufficient
ownership interest in or right to use the property on which the facility is proposed to be
located for a municipal solid waste landfill facility. This relates to RTC 43.

Whether the proposed facility will be compatible with land uses, and adversely impact
propeity located, in the surrounding area, This relates to RTC 9 and 11,

Whether the proposed facility is a compatible land use because persons and/or entities
other than Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC have sufficient ownership interests in
and/or rights to use the property for purposes of exploring for, developing, producing,
and transporting minerals, including oil and gas. This relates to RTC 43,

Whether the Application correctty identifies the location and extent of all easements,
pipelines, and roadways located within the property on which the facility is proposed to
be located. This relates to RTC 3,




11.

12.

13.

14,

15,

16.

17.

18.
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Whether the proposed facility is a compatible land use because the waste management
unit is proposed to be located in wetlands.

Whether the proposed facility is a compatible land use because the waste management
unit is proposed to be located within the 100-year floodplain. This relates to RTC 25.

Whether the Application adequately addresses sites of potential historical significance,
The location evaluated by the State Historic Preservation Officer is not specified and the
cultural resources in the Application states that “the presence of...resources within the
[project area] is unknown,” This relates to RTC 15,

Whether the Application demonstrates compliance with the easement protection location
restriction in 30 TAC 330.543(a) and, because easements, pipelines, and roadways other
than those shown in the Appfication are located within the property on which the facility
is proposed to be located, whether the facility as proposed will comply with this location
restriction. This relates to RTC 3.

Whether the Application demonstrates compliance with the floodplains location
restriction in 30 TAC 330.547 and, because the waste management unit is proposed to be
located within the 100-year floodplain, whether the facility as pxoposed will comply with
this location restriction. This relates fo RTC 25.

Whether the Application demonstrates compliance with the endangered and threatened
species location restriction in 30 TAC 330.551. This relates to RTG 21.

Whether the Applicaut’s evidence of competency comphes with 330.59(e). The
Applicant and Application lacks any landfilling and earthmoving experience, and
provides insufficient detail on key personnel, and the number/size of each type of
equipment to be dedicated to facility operation.” The information provided on equipment
is inconsistent with equipment identified in Part II of the Application. This relates to
RTC 37,

Whether the Application’s waste acceptance plan is adequate for the Applicant’s
proposed operations, According to the waste acceptance plan the landfill will be only a
Type I municipal solid waste Jandfill. Additionally, the waste acceptance plan does not
provide information on the sources and characteristics of wastes proposed to be received
at the proposed landfill, including, but not limited to, the sources and characteristics of
waste from Mexico. This relates to RTC 34.




19.

20.
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22.

23.

24,

25,

26.

Whether the general location maps depiet the current status of the swrrounding roads.
This relates to RTC 2.

Whether the Application’s facility layout maps are adequate and show the general
locations of main interior roadways for the entire proposed landfill, the locations of
monitor wells, provisions for the maintenance of any natural windbreaks, plans for
screening the facility from public view, landfill units/cells, buffer zones, and oil and gas
operations. This relates to RTC 4,

Whether the Application’s aerial photograph is dated and provides current information,
This relates to RTC 5.

Whether the Application’s land-use map is dated and provides current information. This
relates to RTC 5.

Whether the information in the Application related to transportation provides adequate
data on “the availability and adequacy of roads that the owner or operator will use to
access the site,” including Jordan Road, the road extending from Jordan Road to the
proposed landfill, and the direct rail access road. Additionally, maps included with the
Application identify multiple access roads to the site that are not addressed. This relates
to RTC 2.

Whether the Application provides information on the volume of vehicular traffic on
access roads within one mile of the proposed landfill, both existing and expected, as
required by 330.61(i)(2) or the size/weight of such vehicular traffic. The letter from the
Webb County Judge included in the Application assumes that proposed landfill will be
served by rail and not impact traffic, which is not consistent with the Application. Nor is
there a discussion of the interaction between oil and gas related traffic and landfill related
traffic. The Application fails to consider the proposed landfill’s operating hours in
relation to vehicular traffic. This relates to RTC 2,

Whether the information in the Application related to general geology and soils is
adequate and meets the requirements of 330.61(j). There are no figures, cross-sections,
strat columns, or soil maps. This refates to RTC 28.

Whether the Applicant has complied with 330.555. The area has experienced withdrawal
of crude oil, natural gas, sulfur, etc., or significant amounts of groundwater, This relates
to RTC 28.




27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

33
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Whether the Application contains the information necessary to determine if the arvea is
unstable as required by 330.559(1)-(3). Additionally, whether the Application lacks the
demonstration required by 330.559, This relates to RTC 28,

Whether the roadways that the owner or operator proposes to use to access the facility are
adequate, This relates to RTC 2.

Whether the Applicant provides sufficient information about groundwater and sutface
water as required by 330.61(k). The Application does not contain data on surface water
at and near the site, such as the size and characteristics of the water bodies, and does not
include information related to the proposed landfill design, including drainage controls.
This relates to RTC 24,

Whether the Application contains ail the information required by 330.61(1), which
requires that the owner or operator “provide the executive director with writien
certification that these wells have been properly capped, plugged, and closed in
accordance with all applicable rules and regulations of the Railroad Commission at the
time of application.” Such certification is missing from the Application, This relates to
RTC 6.

Whether the Application contains a wetlands determination that meets the requirements
of 330.61(m)(2) or wetlands demonstrations required by 330.553. This relates to RTC
26, :

Whether the information in the Application related to endangered and threatened species
complies with 330.61(n). The proposed example protection measures for the indigo
snake reference the wrong snake. Additionally, the Application does not contain
correspondence from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service on locations and
specific data relating to endangered and threatened species in Texas. This relates to RTC
21.

Whether the Application complies with 330.55(a). Under 330.55(a) owners or cperators
of certain waste management facilities should consult with the TCEQ’s Air Permits
Division on or before the date that the municipal solid waste application is filed with the
executive director, The Application does not indicate whether such consultation tock
place, Additionally, whether the Applicant has provided an analysis on whether its
proposed landfill operations can comply with & standard air permit, This relates to RTC
17.




34. Whether the Applicant has provided information in response to 330.55(b) (Water
polution control). This relates to RTC 7,

35, Whether the Application provides details on how construction and operation of the
proposed landfill will comply with 330.15. Section 18 of Part I of the Application
simply recites the general prohibitions contained in 330.15. This relates to RTC 38.

The Hurds reserve the right to identify additional issues regarding this Application and
any future revisions/parts of it.
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Attorney for the Hurds

DCM/sm



Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 11:40 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OLC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374
Attachments: 2013-04-29 Hurd Comments_2.pdf
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From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 11:36 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: dmiller@msmtx.com [mailto:dmiller@msmtx.com]
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2013 11:26 AM

To: donotReply@tceq.state,ix,us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
- RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: Dan Miller

E-MAIL: dmiller@msmtx.com

COMPANY: McElroy, Sullivan, Miiler, Weber & Olmstead, LLP

ADDRESS: PO BOX 12127
AUSTIN TX 78711-2127

POONE: 5123278111 /J)
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COMMENTS: Please see attached comments.
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McEvLrov, SvLrivan, MILLER,

Weser & OvmsTEAD, L.L.P,
Attorneys at Law

MAJLING ADDRESS 1201 SPYGLASS DRIVE TELEPHONE

P.0, BOX 12127
AUSTIN, TX 78711 AUSTIN, TX 78746

SUITE 200 (512)327-8111

FAX
(512) 327-6566

April 29, 2013

Via Electronically

Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ
Mail Code MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

RE:  Pescadito Environmental Resource Center — Webb County; Municipal
Solid Waste Permit — Land Use Compatibility Determination Application
No. 2374

To Whom It May Concern:

Hurd Enterprises, Ltd, (“Hurd”) offers the following comments on Rancho Viejo Waste

Management, LL.C’s (“Applicant™) application for proposed Municipal Solid Waste Permit No.
2374, Parts T and II, Land Use Compatibility (“the Application’), Webb County, Texas:

L.

Notice of the Application was not provided as required by Chapter 39 and Chapter 330.

The Application does not conform to provisions of the regional solid waste management
plan of the South Texas Development Council, including ensuring long-range disposal
capacity (Goal 1), protecting water and other environmental resources (Recommendation
10.2), general land use compatibility, visual impacts, impacts to environmental features
including the 100-year floodplain and wetlands located on the proposed site, and impacts
to local traffic patterns,

Part 1 of the Application does not correctly identify the State Representative within
whose district the facility is proposed to be located, The Honorable Tracy King.

The Application does not correctly identify the owners of the property on which the
facility is proposed to be located. ANB Cattle Company, Ltd. is an owner of such
property, but is not identified as such in the Application,

The Application does not include & property owner’s affidavit execited on behalf of
ANB Cattle Company, Ltd., an owner of the property on which the facility is proposed to
be located.




10.

11

12,

13.

14,

15.

The Applicant, Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC, does not have a sufficient
ownership interest in or right to use the property on which the facility is proposed to be
located for a municipal solid waste landfil} facility.

The proposed facility is not a compatible land use because persons and/or entities other
than Rancho Viejo Waste Management, LLC have sufficient ownership interests in
and/or rights to use the property for purposes of exploring for, developing, producing,
and transporting minerals, including oil and gas.

The Application does not correctly identify the location and extent of all easements,
pipelines, and roadways located within the property on which the facility is proposed to
be located,

The proposed facility is not a compatible land use because the waste management unit is
proposed to be located in wetlands.

The proposed facility is not a compatible land use because the waste management unit is
proposed to be located within the 100-year floodplain,

The Application does not adequately address sites of potential historical significance. The
Jocation evaluated by the State Historic Preservation Officer is not specified and the
cultural resources in the Applioafibn states that “the presénce of...resources within the
[project area] is unknown.”

The Application does not demonstrate compliance with the easement protection location
restriction in 30 TAC 330, 543(a) and, because easements pipelines, and roadways other
than those shown.in the Apphcatmn are located within the property on which the facility
is proposed to be located, the facility as ploposed will not comply with thls location
restriction,

The Application does not demonstrate compliance with the floodplains location
restriction in 30 TAC 330.547.and, because the waste management unit is proposed to be
located within the 100-year ﬂoodplam the facility as p1oposed w111 not comply with this
location restriction,

The Application does not demonstrate compliance with the endangered and threatened
species location restriction in 30 TAC 330.551.

The Applicant’s evidence of competency does not comply with 330.59(e). The Applicant
and Application lacks any landfilling and earthmoving experience, and provides
insufficient detail on key personnel, and the number/size of each type of equipment to be
dedicated to facility operation. The information provided on equipment is inconsistent
with equipment identified in Part II of the Application,




16.

17.

18.

19,

20,

21

22,

23.

The Application’s waste acceptance plan is inadequate for the Applicant’s proposed
operations. According to the waste acceptance plan the landfill will be only a Type I
municipal solid waste landfill. Additionally, the waste acceptance plan does not provide
information on the sources and characieristics of wastes proposed to be received at the
proposed landfill, including, but not limited to, the sources and characteristics of waste
from Mexico.

The general location maps do not depict the current status of the surrounding roads,

The Application’s facility layout maps are inadequate and do not show the general
locations of main interior roadways for the entire proposed landfill, the locations of
monitor wells, provisions for the maintenance of any natural windbreaks, plans for
screening the facility from public view, landfill units/cells, buffer zones, and oil and gas
operations.

‘The Application’s aerial photograph is dated and does not provide current information.
The Application’s land-use map is dated and does not provide current information.

The information in the Application related to transportation fails to provide adequate data
on “the availability and adequacy of roads that the owner or operator will use to access
the site,” including Jordan Road, the road extending from Jordan Road to the proposed
landfill, and the direct rail access road. Additionally, maps included with the Application
identify multiple access roads to the site that are not addressed. The Application does not
provide information on the volume of vehicular traffic on access roads within one mile of
the proposed landfill, both existing and expected, as required by 330.61(i)(2) or the
size/weight of such vehicular traffic. The letter from Webb County Judge included in the
Application assumes that proposed landfill will be served by rail and not impact traffic,
which is not consistent with the Application. Nor is there a discussion of the interaction
between oil and gas related traffic and landfill related traffic. The Application fails to
consider the proposed landfill’s operating hours in relation to vehiculat traffic,

The information in the Application related to general geclogy and soils is inadequate and
fails to meet the requirements of 330.61(j). The information provided is too general for
the public, including Hurd, to meaningfully comment. There are no figures, cross-
sections, strat columns, or soil maps, The Applicant has not complied with 330.555. The
area has experienced withdrawal of crude oil, natural gas, sulfur,.etc.,, or significant
amounts of groundwater., The information in the Application does not contain the
information necessary to determine whether the area is unstable as required by
330.559(1)-(3). Additionally, the Application lacks the demonstration required by
330.559.

The roadways that the owner or operator proposes to use to access the facility are not
adequate,




T

24. The Applicant failed to provide sufficient information about groundwater and surface
water as required by 330.61(k). The Application does not contain data on surface water
at and pear the site, such as the size and characteristics of the water bodies, and does not
include information related to the proposed landfill design, including drainage controls.

25. The Application does not contain all the information required by 330.61(1), which
requires that the owner or operator “provide the exccutive director with written
certification that these wells have been properly capped, plugged, and closed in
accordance with all applicable rules and regulations of the Railroad Commission at the
time of application.” Such certification is missing from the Application.

26. The Application does not contain a wetlands determination that meets the requirements of
330.61(m)(2) or wetlands demonstrations required by 330.533.

27. The information in the Application related to endangered and threatened species does not
comply with 330.61(n). The proposed example protection measures for the indigo snake
reference the wrong snake.  Additionally, the Application does not contain
correspondence from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service on locations and
specific data relating to endangered and threatened species in Texas.

28, Under 330.55(a) owners or operators’ of certain waste management facilities shouid
consult with the TCEQ’s Air Permits Division on or before the date that the municipal
solid ‘waste application is filed with the executive.director. The Application does not
indicate: whether- such: consultation took place. - The Applicant has: not. provided an
analysis on whether its proposed landfill operations can comply with a standard air
permit. -

29, The. Applicant has also not provided information in response fo 33-0.-55(13). (Water
pollution control). :

30, Section 18 of Part I of the Application simply reciles the general prohibitions contained
in 330.15. The Application does not provide details on how construction and operation
of the proposed landfit] will comply with 330.13.

Hurd reserves the nght to sﬁbmitﬁ __édditionai comments on this Application and any future
revisions/parts of the Application. Hurd also requests a contested case hearing and & public
meeting, o .

Respectfully submitted,

e
D nMillel/ -+

/ -
Attorney for Hurd Enterprises, Ltd.

DCM/dp




Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105, TCEQ

P.O.BOX 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
OPA

July 21, 2011 9 Ju%ﬂﬁ
77 N\
VA A

RE: Permit No. 2374

Dear Sir/Madam,

£

pun B
Villatreal Real Estate Company Inc., owns 334.0176 acres adjacent torthe
land for the proposed waste management facility by Rancho Viejo Waste =~
Management, LCC. If allowed, it will face my front yard.

I object to the approval of permit # 2374 for the following reasons:
1) It will devaluate my property.

2) It will pollute the land and the underground and stock tanks water.

3) It will be unsightly.

4) 1t will cause adverse conditions for wildlife and domestic animals.

5) It will interfere with the usual and acceptable use of the land.

6) It will cause traffic congestions.

7) It will generate unacceptable odors.

8) It will introduce foreign waste material.

9) It will introduce rodents and other pests foreign to the area.

I request a contested case hearing.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

(Lot

Miguel A. Villarreal, Presidént
1400 Lincoln St.

Laredo, Texas 78040
mvvecol@sbeglobal.net v

(956)722-2471
(956)220-5079
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AN Volz Logistics, Ltd. ' \
Y 'Warehouse & Yard: 1701 Markley Lane Laredo, TX 78041 PA

§ 0\\3 Mailing Address: 1510 Houston St. Laredo, TX 7804¢ _~ g
o Ph: 956-753-2224 Fax: 956-753-2225 UL 18 201
E-Mail: infol@velzlogistics.com am
v By

James R. Volz,
1510 Houston St.
Laredo, TX 78041

I James R. Volz have 762 acres of land adjoining the property in question on the North East side
of Laredo, TX, “

I object to the approval of PERMIT: #2374 for the following reasons:

Devaluation of property
Pollution of land and underground water

Unsightly conditions
Adverse conditions for wildlife and domestic animals

Interference with the usual and acceptable use of land

‘These are a few of the reasons | oppose. PLEASE ask for a public hearing prior to land

approval.
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Regards,
Mr, James R. Volz

X%Mo%
D)

o



I NQ

AN
iels 1@{\@3

v
[®)2]

AL
AN,
NCI

L
. o £t R
S _Iu;_ug .z<§ Omo._«, s

, i mH ._:_.

o .,__H,_-m>momm |

0600 ST S
SISO 810 Iz

vt Ehend

WIN

Lo P mﬁ |
R . . IS NOLSNOH bigh
= | . . isnoleno |




%%mw
UL 22 201

: Mary L. Wied
By sl 4913 Elmwood
Pkwy.
Metairie,La
70003
1-504-888-3454
| . 9 /N

Office of the Chief Clerk G q}

MC105 TCEQ (S‘ Y

P.0. Box 13087 A

Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 0(

I, Mary L. Wied, of 4813 Elmwood Parkway Metairie,La 70003; phone#1-504-888-3454 would

like it made known that

| object to the approval of permit: #2374.

1, Mary L. Wied, own 520 acre of land adjoining the properiy in question to the East side of

Laredo, Texas.

} oppose for the following reasons and ask for a Public Hearing:

1. DEVALUATION OF PROPERTY
2. POLLUTION OF LAND AND UNDERGROUND

WATER .
3. UNSIGHTLY CONDITIONS
4, ADVERSE CONDITIONS FOR WILDLIFE AND
DOMESTIC
ANIMALS
5. HUMAN HEALTH HAZARDS
8. INTERFERANCE WITH THE USUAL AND
ACCEPTABLE
USE OF LAND
Sincerely,
Mary L. Wled
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Q\q/ ‘ Robert F. Wied
OPA 4913 Elmwood

Plwy.

Metairie,La
JoL 22 201 Motal
BY 'gji'\ 1-504-888-3454
Office of the Chief Clerk L)\D .
MC105 TCEQ (Y

P.O. Box 13087 "(0/7&}

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

I, Robert F. Wied, of 4913 Elmwood Parkway,Metairie La 70003; phone#1-504-888-3454 would
like it made known that

{ object to the approval of permit: #2374.

AT

1, Robert F. Wied, own 520 acre of land adjoining the property in question fo the East side of
Laredo, Texas.
| oppose for the following reasons and ask for a Public Hearing:

1. DEVALUATION OF PROPERTY
2. POLLUTION OF LAND AND UNDERGROUND

WATER ’
3. UNSIGHTLY CONDITIONS
4. ADVERSE CONDITIONS FOR WILDLIFE AND
DOMESTIC
ANIMALS
5. HUMAN HEALTH HAZARDS
6. INTERFERANCE WITH THE USUAL AND
ACCEPTABLE
USE OF LAND
Sincerely,
Robert F. Wied
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Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT

Sent: Monday, August 13, 2012 8:30 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0CC2 DYEN

Subject: FW. Pubiic comment on Permit Number 2374 {({j ‘Y
,X\9

H /}(

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, August 10, 2012 12:27 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

From: bwied@wiedfamily.us [mailto:bwied @wiedfamily.us]
Sent: Friday, August 10, 2012 12:25 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.bc.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2374

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER
RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEJO WASTE MANAGEMENT LILC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: MR Robert F Wied, JR

E-MAIL: bwied@wiedfamilv.us

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 5147 OVERLOOK LN
CANANDAIGUA NY 14424-9112

PHONE: 2037334062

FAX:

K%
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COMMENTS: ROBERT F WIED:QJr 5147 Overlook Lane Canandaigua, fN ::’ 14424 203-733-4062 August 10,
2012 Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105, TCEQ P O Box 13087 Austin , TX 78711 RE: Rancho Viejo Waste
Management Facility Webb County, Texas TCEQ Permit # 2374 To whom it may concern: My name is Robert
F Wied, Jr. and my family owns property [(Abstract 2625, Survey 260, T C Jordan(254.8 acres), Abstract 1296,
Survey 1643 G C and SF (123.47 acres), Abstract 1759, Survey 2258, J M Swisher (7.06 acres), Abstract 2624,
Survey 1642, F C Jordan (10.32 acres), Abstract 2625, Survey 260, F C Jordan (115.7 acres)]adjacent to the
Yugo Ranch very near the proposed Rancho Viejo Waste Management Facility proposed in Webb County,
Texas. Our family has owned this property for nearly 7 generations over the past 130 years. I am in receipt of
your letter issued July 12, 2012 regarding the referenced application and preliminary decision. I find it very
disconcerting that the preliminary decision by the commission has made a determination that this application is
“compatible with surrounding land use”. A project of this magnitude will have permanent irreparable harm and
negative environmental effects on not only the immediate surrounding properties but to those for miles around.
This project is not only immense and overwhelming in it size, but potentially in duration as well and it will most
certainly change the character of this area through the next 100 plus years of its anticipated operation. For this
application to malke representations, as it does in Section 8, that this facility “will not have an inverse impact on
human health or the environment in the area surrounding the facility” and that “no adverse impacts on the
environment of the area are anticipated from the proposed landfill operations” are simply unsubstantiated
thetoric without any truth in fact. Because of the close proximity of this project to my family’s property this
project if approved would have serious negative economic impact on the value of our property, pose a serious
threat to the ground water underlying our property, cause a severe nuisance because of noise and smells
emanating from the project and create significant health and public safety concerns because of issues related to,
but without limitation, traffic, vermin, aesthetics. I do on behalf of my family hereby join in a request for a
contested case hearing to review this matter further and in more detail. Regards,
Robert F Wied, Jr.




ROBERT F WIED, Jr
5147 Qverlook Lane
Canandaigua, NY 14424
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Municipal Solid Waste Permits Section/ MC124
PO BOX 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

ARTS # UL dod 1 (J4901993)

DUE DATE —_—
RE: Rancho Viejo Waste Management Facility pm Teres
Webb County, Texas TEAM CADMIN ET1 DU

TCEQ Permit # 2374

To whom it may concern:

My name is Robert F Wied, Jr. and my family owns property [(Abstract 2625, Survey 260, T C
Jordan{254.8 acres}, Abstract 1296, Survey 1643 G C and SF (123,47 acres), Abstract 17'59,
Survey 2258, ] M Swisher (7.06 acres), Abstract 2624, Survey 1642, F C Jordan (10.32 acres),
Abstract 2625, Survey 260, F C Jordan {115.7 acres)ladjacent to the Yugo Ranch very near the
proposed Rancho Viejo Waste Management Facility proposed in Webb County, Texas. Our
family has owned this property for nearly 7 generations over the past 130 years. We have for all
our lives, grown up enjoying not only the beauty of the land but also the diverse flora and fauna
that this portion of the South Texas Plains has to offer. You can sit quietly out on this property
at any time of the day and at any time of season and watch the countryside come alive with
different birds, mammals and reptiles. This region, as unforgiving and treacherous as it appears
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to a passerby, is part of a very delicately balanced ecosystem and long to heal from disruption
or disturbance of any kind.

| am dumbfounded that as an adjacent property owner and or certainly a “potentially affected”
fandowner, this project has heen allowed to proceed to this point in the review process without
even so much as a requirement to notify me as an interested landowner. The names listed in
the application for this project is in no way a complete list of adjacent or potentially affected
landowners. A project of this magnitude will have permanent negative effects on not only the
immediate surrounding properties but to those for miles around. The annual tonnage of “trash”
anticipated to be handled by this facility dwarfs the Laredo landfill and will ultimately handle
over 5 times the tonnage generated today by that landfill. This project is not only immense and
overwhelming in it size, but potentially in duration as well and it will certainly change the
character of this area through the next 100 pius years of its anticipated operation.

Has there been any requirement to conduct any significant environmental review other than a
woefully inadequate traffic study and investigation of the impact on aviation in the area. While
the highways may have the capacity to handle the additional truck trips, the surrounding land
does not. Between truck trips from Laredo and railcars from Mexico, this area will never be the
same and does not have the capacity to deal with the impact from this type or size of facility. If
there ever was a project that rose to the level of requiring a full Environmental Impact
Statement, then this is it! How in the world can a 1100 acre landfill be the “next stage of land
use for” any site and be “fully compatible ...with cattle ranching” as is claimed in the application
by Applicant. If he feels that it is fully compatible then he maybe should consider moving the
landfill to a more central focation on his ranch so that the cattle don’t have to travel all the way
to the east side of his 12, 194 acre ranch to find their “compatible” food. This application paints
a picture of Jordan Road “dead ending “ into the Yugo Ranch, as if there is no one else out
there, and this is simply not accurate. And if Jordan Road is paved, will that increase our taxes,
again?

" Since as is stated in the application, “the site is situated in an upland area near the top of the
watershed”, it sounds to me that the runoff from this site could go in almost any direction,
unobstructed. If this is the case then why is there no proposal for a system of dikes and
retaining/detention ponds and related storm water management facilities around the site to be
constructed so as to restrain any runoff, Even though it is obvious that there is relatively low
annual rainfall in this area, if anyone has witnessed this area during a significant rainstorm, as
can be generated by an occasional hurricane or tropical storm, then you know that the entire
area becomes flooded without restraint of water flow.



The application indicates that there will be a buffer from adjacent landowners of at least ¥4 of a
mile and, yes the plans indicate a buffer of 1350, which is 30’ greater than % mile. This
proposed buffer is a joke, if this project has so little impact on surrounding properties and land
use then we would propose that the buffers be extended to 1 mile minimum and any response
or argument by Applicant, that the facility does not own that land makes a mockery of us all.
Applicant knows this project will affect the balance of his Yugo Ranch and that is why he has
pushed this location to the extreme eastern side of his property. Another reason is because of
the predominate wind directions depicted on the “Wind Rose Map”, he does not want the
smell over his property either.

For all of the reasons discussed thus far and for those following, for this application to make
statements as it does in Section 8, that this facility “will not have an inverse impact on human
health or the environment in the area surrounding the facility” is absolutely ludicrous! Are you
kidding me! Another paragraph in Section 8 states that “no adverse impacts on the
environment of the area are anticipated from the proposed landfill operations”, come on get
real, the facility contemplated by this application will likely be one of, if not the largest of its
kind in the US and it will have negative impacts upon people and diminish the local land values
forever!

For there to be a statement in this application in the Section dealing with human health, that
flies, rats and mice “are not being considered any further in this analysis because the waste
storage and processing methods being employed at the facility will prevent propagation or
reproduction” is laughable, are they kidding? Well on second thought, maybe they are
contemplating spreading some of their industrial waste from Mexico or some of the waste from
the contemplated underground injection wells over the site to help resolve the potential pest
issue. And oh, by the way, why are we importing waste from Mexico to dispose of here in Webb
County, don’t we have enough environmental challenges here on our own without having to
import industrial waste here for disposal? | have never seen a sea gull on this land in my entire
life, but if this type of facility is approved here they will be mating with the quail and the
roadrunners, there will be so many of them!

Allow me if you will another few thoughts on this issue of human health. Anyone who has ever
spent time in this part of the country, and this portion of Webb County, is no exception, is
familiar with the problems of feral pigs. This area of southern Texas is a finely balanced
ecosystem already struggling to cope with the introduced feral hog species. This proposed
landfill would provide a large food source for this already problematic hog population, An
increase in the hog population is inevitable with such a large food source readily available to
them. Hogs “compete with wildlife and livestock for habitat, harbor endemic and exotic
diseases, and transmit parasites to domestic livestock and humans.” {“Feral Hogs in Texas”, by



Texas Cooperative Extension). So lets talk about how these hogs will destroy the ecosystem.
This rich food source will provide the optimal environment for a population explosion. As
mentioned above hogs harbor diseases that are a threat to both humans and livestock alike.
More hogs will increase the probability of cattle and humans more readily coming into contact
with them causing an increase in swine brucellosis, pseudo rabies, tuberculosis, tularemia,
trichinosis, plague and anthrax just to name a few. This landfill will not only cause a horrific
smell for everyone in the area, pollute the ground water, but also cause an increase in the feral
hog populations causing diseases and parasites to spread to humans, livestock and wildlife
alike.

Section 8 also states that there is or will be, as a result of the wind direction, “negligible
chances of adverse health effects” to surrounding properties. What is a “negligible chance”,
how can you and how would you quantify that potential. Do we want to accept an application
that is as vague as this one when dealing with health and welfare issues to the land and its
people. And has anyone ever been around a landfill site that did not absolutely stink, nuisance
smells are not even discussed in this application. Surface disturbance will also create a huge
issue with dust control in this region because of the lack of potable water to control the dust
and encourage vegetative growth while the site remains open and exposed. This is yet another
issue not addressed or even discussed in the application.

The application, in Section 8 suggests that “ground monitoring wells will be designed and
installed to check groundwater quality”, however in Section 4 of the application states that
“none are proposed at this time”. Regardless of the potential for useable/potable water wells
to be drilled in the area, continuous groundwater monitoring all around a site of this scope
should be continuous throughout and beyond the life of any facility contemplated at this or any
focation. Because the quality of the existing groundwater is poor is no reason to allow for toxic
carcinogens to be allowed to be introduced unchecked into whatever groundwater underlies
this area.

Section 8 once again, states that “no other residential, récreational, commercial, agricultural or
industrial land uses exist for several miles” other than oil and gas operations and cattle
ranching. This is nearly accurate, there are very few and we like it like that , what is wrong with
having a nice place in the country to sit around and enjoy the peace and quiet of south Texas.
What is wrong with spending a quiet afternoon in a deer blind as you watch the sun set or what
about spending a Saturday afternoon with family fishing in the local tank for bass, or what
about spending a day in the saddle with your favorite horse, these are all land uses that exist on
our property as well as that of other neighbors, friends and family in the area. If 1 seem a little
cynical in this letter it is truly because | am. This is a huge project that has enormous potential
for negative impact on our property and that of everyone around. There are so many issues, |



can only begin to scratch the surface of concerns that are problematic in a project of this
magnitude. This project should be pared down in scope, buffers increased and not be allowed
to proceed any further without a full environmental impact statement being prepared and
wjfbg,g;t,lhe opportunity for additional public input through the Public Hearing process.

7 /

Robert F Wied, Jr.



From: PUBCOMMENT-CPA

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2
Date: 8/22/2011 8:45 AM
Subject: Fwd: Public caomment on Permit Number 2374

Place: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2 _ - /3}\
) | g@

>>> PUBCOMMENT-OCC 8/19/2011 10:24 AM >>> />\/>\

>>> <bwied@wiedfamily.us> 8/19/2011 10:17 AM >>>

REGULATED ENTY NAME PESCADITO ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER

RN NUMBER: RN106119639

PERMIT NUMBER: 2374

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: WEBB

PRINCIPAL NAME: RANCHO VIEIO WASTE MANAGEMENT LLC

CN NUMBER: CN603835489

FROM

NAME: MR Robert F Wied, IR

E-MAIL: bwied@wledfamily.us

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 5147 OVERLOOK LN

CANANDAIGUA NY 14424-9112

PHONE: 2037334062 -

EAX:

COMMENTS: ROBERT F WIED, Jr 5147 Overlook Lane Canandaigua, NY 14424 August 18, 2011 RE: Rancho Viejo Waste
Management Facility Webb County, Texas TCEQ Permit # 2374 To whom it may concern: My name Is Robert F Wied, Jr. and my
family owns property [(Abstract 2625, Survey 260, T C Jordan{254.8 acres), Abstract 1296, Survey 1643 G C and SF (123.47
acres), Abstract 1759, Survey 2258, 1 M Swisher (7.06 acres), Abstract 2624, Survey 1642, F C Jordan {10.32 acres), Abstract
2625, Survey 260, F C Jordan (115.7 acres)Jadjacent to the Yugo Ranch very near the proposed Rancho Viejo Waste Management
Facility proposed in Webb County, Texas. Our family has owned this property for nearly 7 generations over the past 130 years. We
have for all our lives, grown up enjoylng not only the beauty of the land but also the diverse flora and fauna that this portion of the
South Texas Plains has to offer. You can sit guietly out on this property at any time of the day and at any time of season and watch
the countryside come alive with different birds, mammals and reptiles. I am dumbfounded that as an adjacent property owner and
or certainly a "potentially affected" landowner, this project has been allowed to proceed to this point in the review process without
even so much as a requirement to notify me as an interested landowner. The names listed in the application for this project is in no
way a complete list of adjacent or potentially affected landowners. A project of this magnitude will have permanent negative effects
on not onfy the Immediate surrounding properties but to those for miles around. The annual tonnage of "trash" anticipated to be
handled by this facility dwarfs the Laredo landfill and will ultimately handle over 5 times the tonhage generated today by that
landfill. This project is not only immense and overwhelming in It size, but potentially in duration as well and it will certainly change
the character of this area through the next 100 plus years of its anticipated operation. Has there been any requirement to conduct
any significant environmental review other than a woefully inadequate traffic study and Investigation of the impact an aviation in the
area. While the highways may have the capacity to handle the additional truck trips, the surrounding land does not. Between truck
trips from Lareda and railcars from Mexico, this area will never be the same and does not have the capacity to deal with the Impact
from this type or size of facility. If there ever was a praject that rose to the level of requiring a full Environmental Impact Statement,
then this is it! How in the world can a 1100 acre landfill be the "next stage of land use for" any site and be "fully compatible ...with
cattle ranching” as is claimed in the application by Applicant. If he feels that It is fully compatible then he maybe should consider
moving the landfill to a more central location on his ranch so that the cattle don't have to travel ail the way to the east side of his
12, 194 acre ranch to find their "compatible" food. This application palnts a picture of Jordan Road "dead ending " Into the Yugo
Ranch, as if there is no one else out there, and this is simply not accurate. And If Jordan Road is paved, will that increase our taxes
; again? Since as Is stated in the application, "the site is situated in an upland area near the top of the watershed", it sounds to me
that the runoff from this site could go in almost any direction, unobstructed. If this is the case then why is there na proposal for a
system of dikes and retaining/detention ponds and related storm water management facilities around the site to be constructed so
as to restrain any runoff, Even though It is obvious that there is relatively low annual rainfall in this area, if anyone has witnessed
this area during a significant rainstorm, as can be generated by an occasional hurricane or tropical storm, then you know that the
entire area becomes flooded without restraint of water flow. The application Indicates that there will be a buffer from adjacent
landowners of at least ¥ of a mile and, yes the plans indicate a buffer of 1350', which is 30" greater than Y4 mile. This proposed
buffer is a joke, if this project has so little Impact on surrounding properties and land use then we would propose that the buffers
be extended to 1 mile minimum and any respanse or argument by Applicant, that the facility does not own that land makes a
mockery of us all. Applicant knows this project will affect the balance of his Yugo Ranch and that is why he has pushed this location
to the extreme eastern side of his property. Another reason is because of the predominate wind directions deplicted on the "Wind
Rose Map", he does not want the smell over his property elther. For all of the reasons discussed thus far and for those following, for —
this application to make statements as it does In Section 8, that thls facility "will not have an inverse impact on human health or the
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environment fn the area surrounding the facility" is absolutely ludicrous! Are you kidding mel Another paragraph In Section 8 states
that "ne adverse impacts on the environment of the area are anticipated from the proposed landfill operations"; come on get real,
the facility contemplated by this application will likely be ane of, if not the largest of its kind in the US and it will have negative
impacts upon people and diminish the local land values forever! Far there to be a statement In this application in the Section dealing
with human health, that files, rats and mice “are not being considered any further In this analysis because the waste storage and
processing methods being employead at the facility will prevent propagation or reproduction” is laughable, are they kidding? Well on
second thought, maybe they are conternplating spreading some of their Industrial waste from Mexico or some of the waste from the
contemplated underground injectiont wells over the site to help resalve the potential pest issue. And oh, by the way, why are we
importing waste from Mexico to dispose of here ih Webb County, don't we have enough environmental challenges here on aur own
without having to import Industrial waste here for disposal? I have never seen a sea gull on this land In my entire life, but if this
type of facility is approved here they will be mating with the quall and the roadrunners, there will be so many of them! Allow me if
you will another few thoughts on this issue of human health. Anyone who has ever spent time in this part of the country, and this
portion of Webb County, is no exception, is familiar with the problems of feral pigs. This proposed landfill would provide a large food
source for this already problematic hog population. An increase in the hog population Is inevitable with such a large food source
readily avallable ta them. Hogs "compete with wildlife and livestock for habitat, harbar endemic and exotic diseases, and transmit
parasites to domestic tivestock and humans.” {"Feral Hogs in Texas", by Texas Cooperative Extension). Section 8 also states that
there is or will be, as a resuit of the wind direction, "negligible chances of adverse health effects" to surrounding properties. What is
a "negllgible chance", how can you and how would you guantify that potential. Do we want to accept an application that is as vague
as this one when dealing with health and welfare Issues to the land and its people. And has anyone ever been around a landfill site
that did not absolutely stink, nuisance smells are nat even discussed in this application. Surface disturbance will also create a huge
isste with dust control in this region because of the lack of potable water to control the dust and encourage vegetative growth while
the site remains opean and exposed. The application, in Sectlon 8 suggests that "ground monitoring wells will be designed and
installed to check groundwater quality", however in Section 4 of the application states that "none are proposed at this time".
Regardless of the potential for useable/potable water wells to be drilled in the area, continuous groundwater monitoring all around a
site of this scope should be continuous throughout and beyand the life of any facility conterplated at this or any location. Because
the quality of the existing groundwater Is poor is no reason to allow for toxic carcinogens to be allowed to be introduced unchecked
into whatever groundwater underlies this area. Sectlon 8 once again, states that "no other resldential, recreationat, commercial,
agricultural or industrial land uses exist for several mlles" other than olf and gas operations and cattle ranching. This Is nearty
accurate, there are very few and we like it fike that , what Is wrong with having a nice place In the country to sit around and enjoy
the peace and quiet of south Texas. What is wrong with spending a qulet afterncon In a deer blind as you watch the sun set or
what about spending a- Saturday afternoon with family fishing In the local tank for bass, or what about spending a day In the saddle
with your favorite horse, these are all fand uses that exist on our property as well as that of other neighbors, friends and family in
the area. If I seem a little cynical in this letter it is truly because I am. This Is a huge project that has enormous potential for
negative impact on our property and that of everyone around. There are so many issues, I can only begin to scratch the surface of
concerns that are problematic in a project of this magnitude. This project should be pared down in scope, buffers increased and not
be allowed to proceed any further without a full environmental impact statement being prepared and without the opportunity for
additional public input through the Public Hearing process, Regards, Robert F Wied, Jr.
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ATTENTION Chief Clerk From: Robert F. Wied, Jr.
Fax: 512/239-3311 Pages: 6 A
Phone: Date: [Pick tgﬂ// l%/

Public Comment in opposition to
Rancho Viejo Waste Management Facility
Re: TCEQ Permit #2374 (“Project”)

D Urgent |:|

Comments:

REViWED

Please conﬁrﬂm receipt by call 203-733-4062 and leaving a message is sufficient.

s

MAR 5§ 2013
y

Attached is a 5 page letter in Opposition to TCEQ Permit #2374, to become part of public record. A
hard copy of this letter is being mailed to the address above.

By
£
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ROBERT F WIED, lr.
5147 Overlook Lane, Canandaigua, NY 14424
Tel 203-733-4062 Email bwied@wiedfamily.us

February 28, 2013
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Office of the Chief Clerk tHO= e
Mail Code MC-105 T nER
P O Box 13087 3 o AP
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 Frr om “—_’z’%g &
RE: Public comment in Opposition to = ZL
Rancho Viejo Waste Management Facility e — j
Webb County, Texas (.

TCEQ Permit # 2374(“Project”)

To whom it may concern:

My name is Robert F Wied, Jr. and my family owns property [(Abstract 2625, Survey 260, T C Jordan
(254.8 acres), Abstract 1296, Survey 1643 G C and SF (123.47 acres), Abstract 1759, Survey 2258, J M
Swisher (7.06 acres), Abstract 2624, Survey 1642, F C Jordan (10.32 acres), Abstract 2625, Survey 260,
F C Jordan (115.7 acres)]adjacent to the Yugo Ranch very near the proposed Rancho Viejo Waste
Management Facility proposed in Webb County, Texas. This property has been in our family for nearly 7
generations spanning over 130 years. We have for all our lives, grown up enjoying not only the beauty of
the land but also the diverse flora and fauna that this portion of the South Texas Plains has to offer. This
Project threatens everything we know and love about our ranch, “The Ranch™.

With all due respect to the TCEQ, how can the TCEQ have made a “preliminary decision that the location
is compatible with surrounding land uses”? How in the world can a 1100 acre landfill be the “next stage
of land use for” any site and be “fully compatible ...with caitle ranching”, or anything else for that matter,
as is claimed in the application for this Project(“Application™)? Any project of this magnitude will have
permanent negative effects on not only the immediate surrounding properties but on those for miles
around as well. The annual tonnage of “trash” anticipated to be handled by this facility dwarfs the Laredo
fandfill and will ultimately handle over 5 tithes the tonnage generated today by that landfill. This Project
is not only immense and overwhelming in its size, but potentially in duration as well and it will certainly
change the character of this area through the next 100 plus years of its anticipated operation. Think about
that ...100 plus years !

I have reviewed the Application on file and I oppose this Project for the following reasons:

The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this Project on
Human Health, How was the information regarding “individuals” and “potential target receptors”
residing about the Project obtained? Qur family maintains a “residential structure” that is less than 1.4
miles SE of the Project (approximately lat 27.53324, long-99.14748), and we are “not accounted” for in
the Application AT ALL and neither is our water well, how many others that will be significantly



negatively impacted have been similarly unaccounted for? And how does the Application deal with the
issue of disease vectors such as flies, rats and mice? In fact it does not other than to totally dismiss them
because as is stated in the Application the “waste storage and processing methods” will deny them access
to the waste generated by this facility....come on are you kidding me, let’s be realistic about this as it is of
very serious concern. This Application states that there is or will be, as a result of the wind direction,
“negligible chances of adverse health effects” to surrounding properties. What is a “negligible chance”,
how can you and how would you quantify that potential and what’s more, does living in constant and
continuous stench constitute an adverse health affect? Do we want to accept an application that is as
vague as this one when dealing with health and welfare issues to the land and its people? And has anyone
ever been around a landfill site that did not absolutely REEK, nuisance smells are not even discussed in
this application. Surface disturbance will also create a huge and ongoing issue with dust control in this
region because of the lack of potable water to control the dust and encourage vegetative growth while the
site remains open and exposed. While some of those close residences identified by the Application may
not have to deal with the prevailing wind direction, we certainly do. While the “Wind Rose” figure is a bit
confusing and I am not sure how it is to be interpreted or what data it purports to disseminate, our home
appears to be directly within line of the most intense area identified by the “Wind Rose”, so not only will
the flies and other windborne pests be blown to our home, but we will suffer the onslaught of continuous
unrelenting and putrid smells and 24/7 noise emanating from this Project for the next 100 years. This
Application totally dismisses any potential degradation of the upper aquifer and any potential for
“current”, and for that matter “future”, use of groundwater from the upper aquifer because it “is too poor
to be used for human consumption™. In this specific case the TECQ is acting as the “ward” or our
groundwater and left to the Applicant with this type of cavalier attitude toward the local aquifers, we may
never have an opportunity to utilize updated technology in an attempt to use water from either the upper
or deeper aguifers.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

» The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on the Environment. Our family and those of others adjacent to and near this Project
will see and hear and smell and this Project everyday and forever. We will never be able to
utilize water from any of the underlying aquifers. We will face the dangers of truck traffic going
to and from our home EVERY day, How in the world can the TECQ undertake a thorough,
complete and comprehensive review this Project Application with any sense of integrity, when
the applicant implies that the gnly impacts on and to the environment are those of debris and
noise generation? This Project demands a complete and comprehensive Environmental Impact
Study be undertaken to understand the TOTAL and COMPLETE impact of this Project on every
aspect of the environment.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

* The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on the Compatibility with the Surrounding Area. The Application states that “no
adverse impacts on the environment of the area are anticipated from the proposed landfili



operations”, come on get real, the facility contemplated by this application will likely be one of, if
not the largest of its kind in the US and it will have negative impacts upon people and diminish
the local land values forever! This Project is NOT compatible with the sutrounding area, at the
very least the scope of this Project is too massive o be compatible with ANY area and the
buffers along each property lines are severely inadequate. Additional study should be undertaken
by computer modeling to access whether or not ANY setback distances are sufficient so as to
guarantee that no smell or noise or dust can escape the boundary of this property. NO one around
or adjacent to this proposed facility should be forced to endure and thus subsidize for the
economic benefit of Mr. Benavides, these types of negative impacts forever. Why do you think
this facility was sited along the east side of Mr. Benavides multi-thousand acre ranch?....it’s
because of the wind, he does not want this Project upwind from HIS ranch. We will hear and
smell and receive the dust from everything that occurs at the Project 24/7 as we are downwind
and extremely close in proximity....for the next 100 plus years. Anyone who has or will ever step
foot on this property knows that noise here travels forever across the plain and that evenl mile
offers little to no relief from noise or smell or dust, much less the quarter mile buffer being
proposed in this Application. We have a home here, we raise cattle on our property, and we use
our property for recreation. How can the Application simply dismiss the use and eccupancy of
our property and that of others which is adjacent to or near this Project with total disregard for
such? And think about this, a 90 foot increase in the base elevation (aka Trash Mountain)
resulting from the deposit of compacted trash over the site will cause the sun to set on our
property 10 to 15 minutes eatlier each day....for eternity....think about that impact to any
property.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effecis of this
Project on Transportation in the area. The Application speaks of an additional 260 trips per
day on Jordan road, given the numbers for daily tonnage anticipated in the Application this
number of trips at best, according to the most basic calculations undertaken by the writer, ONLY
accounts for truck trips actually bringing trash into the facility and it does not take into account
ANY other trips into the facility either by employees, contractors, invitees, guests or otherwise.
These trucks are big and noisy and dangerous and there will be too many of them going to and
from this Project. A project of this magnitude should require a full and comprehensive traffic
study to be done in conjunction with a full Environmental Impact Study.

For these and.other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Geology and Soils. Anticipating major excavation of up to 90 feet over some or
portions of the project site, there will be a huge disruption of local soils within that area, more
information is needed to understand that impact of this huge volume of soil removal and how it
may impact the integrity of the clay base.



For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

e The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Groundwater and Subsurface Water in the area. The Application suggests that
“ground monitoring wells will be designed and installed to check groundwater quality”, however
in contradictory language the Application states that “none are proposed at this time”. Regardless
of the potential for useable/potable water wells to be drilled in the area, continuous groundwater
monitoring all around a site of this scope should be continuous throughout and beyond the life of
any facility contemplated at this or any location. Because the quality of the existing groundwater
may be poor is no reason to allow for toxic carcinogens to be allowed to be introduced unchecked
into whatever groundwater underlies this area. The Applicant does not mention any ongoing
intent to monitor surface and subsurface water sources off site, nor is there mention of any
“bonding” requirement in the event that there is harm to these waters from the anticipated
operation of this Project and these types of omissions in the Application are consistent with
someone who is apathetic and indifferent to such impacts off site.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

¢ The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Floodplains and Wetlands in the area. The Applicant has stated essentially in its
Application that it is electing NOT to obtain any required COE wetland permits at this time but
rather to address this issue when “development of these areas of the site are closer to reality”
when in reality, the Applicant knows that such permits are very time consuming and may be
difficult to obtain. This Project should be viewed as a comprehensive development and all
environmental issues should be addressed and resolved prior to any permitting and NOT after any
operations has begun. In this manner the Applicant will be estopped from arguing potential
hardship variances for such issues in the future. TECQ should not allow any segmentation of this
Project whatsoever because if it does the Applicant will simply agree for the sake of being
permitted and then apply for modifications to that permit at a later date. For miles around this
facility there is very little variance in the topography, a storm water control plan for at least a five
hundred (500) year flood should be a minimal requirement for this application because even a
100 year storm, in this area, will cause extreme {looding and along with that, the potential for
significant surface and subsurface exposure to hazardous and toxic pollutants emanating from the
Project.
For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadeguate and the
Application should be denied

e The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Threatened or Endangered Species in the area, Anyone wha has ever spent time in
this part of the country, and this portion of Webb County, is no exception, is familiar with the



problems of feral pigs. This proposed landfill would provide a large food source for this already
problematic hog population. An increase in the hog population is inevitable with such a large
food source readily available to them. Hogs “compete with wildlife and livestock for habitat,
harbor endemic and exotic diseases, and transmit parasites to domestic livestock and humans.”
(“Feral Hogs in Texas”, by Texas Cooperative Extension).

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

This is a huge project that has enormous potential for negative impact on all property within miles of this
proposed facility. There are so many issues here one can only begin to scratch the surface of concerns that
are problematic in a project of this magnitude.

This letter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment opposing the Application and
should it be deficient in any way then please advise, so that it can be revised and/or supplemented as may
be necessary for acceptance as a part of the record for this Application.

I can bsneon‘t_%;ated by any means as set forth herein above.

7
s—"/Reg’Etrds / R

J

Robert F Wied, Jr.
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ROBERT F WIED, Jr.
5147 Overlook Lane, Canandaigua, NY 14424
Tel 203-733-4062 Emai! bwied @wiedfamily.us /

February 28, 2013

Office of the Chief Clerk RE@ENE@

Mail Code MC-105 - "
P O Box 13087 ep 98 10
Anstin, Texas 78711-3087 :

G
RE: Public comment in Opposition to &ﬁ ?i}%‘ﬂiﬁ m%&s““
Rancho Viejo Waste Management Facility

Webb County, Texas

TCEQ Permit # 2374(“Project™)

To whom it may concern:

My name is Robert F Wied, Jr. and my family owns property [(Abstract 2625, Survey 260, T C Jordan
(254.8 acres), Abstract 1296, Survey 1643 G C and SF (123.47 acres), Abstract 1759, Survey 2258, ] M
Swisher (7.06 acres), Abstract 2624, Survey 1642, F C Jordan (10.32 acres), Abstract 2625, Survey 260,
F C Jordan (115.7 acres)]adjacent to the Yugo Ranch very near the proposed Rancho Viejo Waste
Management Facility proposed in Webb County, Texas. This property has been in our family for neasly 7
generations spanning over 130 years. We have for all our lives, grown up enjoying not only the beauty of
the land but also the diverse flora and fauna that this poriion of the South Texas Plains has to offer. This
Project threatens everything we know and love about our ranch, “The Ranch™.

With all due respect to the TCEQ, how can the TCEQ have made a “preliminary decision that the location
is compatible with surrounding tand uses™? How in the world can a 1100 acte landfill be the “next stage
of land use for” any site and be “fully compatible ... with caifle ranching”, or anything else for that mater,
as is claimed in the application for this Project(“ Application™)? Any project of this magnitude will have
permanent negative effects on not only the immediate surrounding properties but on those for miles
around as well. The annual tonnage of “trash” anticipated to be handled by this facility dwarfs the Laredo
landfill and will ultimately handle over 3 times the tormage generated today by that landfill. This Project
is not only immense and overwhelming in its size, but potentially in duration as well and 1t will certainty
change the character of this area throngh the next 100 plus years of its anticipated operation. Think about
that ... 100 plas years !

T have reviewed the Application on file and I oppose this Project for the following reasons:

The Applicition does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this Project on
Heman Health. How was the information regarding “individuals” and “potential target receptors”
residing about the Project obtained? Our family maintains a “residential structure” that is less than 1.4
miles SE of the Project (approximately lat 27,53324, long-99.14748), and we are “not accounted” for in
the Application AT ALL and neither is our water well, how many others that will be si gnificantly



negagively impacted have been similarly unaccounted for? And how does the Application deal with the
issue of disease vectors such as flies, rats and mice? In fact it does not other than to totally dismiss them
because as is stated in the Application the “waste storage and processing methods” will deny them access
to the waste generated by this facility ... .come on are you kidding me, let’s be realistic about this as it is of
very serious concern, This Application states that there is or will be, as a result of the wind direction,
“negligible chances of adverse health effects” to surrounding properties. What is a “negligible chance”,
how can you and how would you quantify that potential and what’s more, does living in constant and
continuons stench constitute an adverse health affect? Do we want to accept an application that is as
vague as this one when dealing with health and welfare issues to the land and its people? And has anyone
ever been around a landfill site that did not absolutely REEK, nuisance smells are not even discussed in
this application, Surface disturbance will also create a huge and ongoing issue with dust control in this
region because of the lack of potable water to control the dust and encourage vegetative growth while the
site remains open and exposed. While some of those close residences identified by the Application may
not have to deal with the prevailing wind direction, we certainly do. While the “Wind Rose” figure is & bit
confusing and I am not sure how it is to be interpreted or what data it purports to disseminate, our home
appears to be directly within line of the most intense area identified by the “Wind Rose”, so not only will
the flies and other windborne pests be blown to our home, but we will suffer the onslaught of continuous
unrelenting and putrid smells and 24/7 noise emanating from this Project for the next 100 years, This
Application totally dismisses any potential degradation of the upper aquifer and any potential for
“current”, and for that matter “future”, use of groundwater from the upper aquifer because it “is too poor
to be used for human consumption”. In this specific case the TECQ is acting as the “ward” or our
groundwater and left to the Applicant with this type of cavalier attitude toward the local aquifers, we may
never have an opportunity to utilize updated technology in an attempt to use water from either the upper
or deeper aquifers.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

» The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on the Environment, Our family and those of others adjacent to and near this Project
will see and hear and smell and this Project everyday and forever. We will never be able fo
utilize water from any of the underlying aquifers. We will face the dangers of truck traffic going

complete and comprehensive review this Project Application with any sense of integrity, when

}g ) to and from our home EVERY day. How in the world can the TECQ undertake a thorongh,
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the applicant implies that the gnly impacts on and to the environment are those of debris and
noise generation? This Project demands a complete and comprehensive Environmental Impact
Study be undertaken to understand the TOTAL and COMPLETE impact of this Project on every
aspect of the environment. '

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application sheuld be denied

o The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on the Compatibility with the Surrounding Area. The Application states that “no
adverse impacts on the environment of the area are anticipated from the proposed langf 1& E!v Eﬁ
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operations”, come on get real, the facility contemplated by this application will likely be one of, if
not the largest of its kind in the US and it will have negative impacts upon people and diminish
the local land values forever! This Project is NOT compatible with the surrounding area, at the
very least the scope of this Project is too massive to be compatible with ANY arca and the
buffers along each property lines are severely inadequate. Additional study should be undertaken
by computer modeling to access whether or not ANY setback distances are sufficient so as to
guarantee that no smell or noise or dust can escape the boundary of this property. NO one around
or adjacent to this proposed facility should be forced to endure and thus subsidize for the
economic benefit of Mr. Benavides, these types of negative impacts forever. Why do you think
this facility was sited along the east side of Mr. Benavides multi-thousand acre ranch?... it’s
becanse of the wind, he does not want this Project upwind fron HIS ranch. We will hear and
smell and receive the dust from everything that occurs at the Project 24/7 as we are downwind
and extremely close in proximity ... for the next 100 plus years. Anyone who has or will ever step
foot on this property knows that noise here travels forever across the plain and that evenl mile
offers little 1o no relief from noise or smell or dust, much less the guarter mile buffer being
proposed in this Application. We have a home here, we raise cattle on our property, and we use
our property for recreation. How can the Application simply dismiss the use and occupancy of
our property and that of others which is adjacent to or near this Project with total disregard for
snch? And think about this, a 90 foot increase in the base elevation (aka Trash Mountain)
resulting from the deposit of compacted trash over the site will cause the sun to set on our
property 10 to 15 minutes earlier cach day... for eternity... think about that impact to any
property.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Transportation in the area. The Application speaks of an additional 260 trips per
day on Jordan road, given the numbers for daily tonnage anticipated in the Application this
number of trips at best, according to the most basic calculations undertaken by the writer, ONLY
accounts for truck trips actually bringing trash into the facility and it does not take mto account
ANY other trips into the facility either by employees, contractors, invitees, guests or atherwise,
These trucks are big and noisy and dangerous and there will be too many of them going to and
from this Project. A project of this magnitude should reguire a full and comprehensive traffic
study to be done in conjunction with a full Environmental Impact Study.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Geology and Soils. Anticipating major excavation of up to 90 feet over some or
portions of the project site, there will be a huge disruption of local soils within that area, more
information is needed to understand that impact of this huge volume of soil removal and how it

A may impact the integrity of the clay base.
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For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Groundwater and Subsurface Water in the area. The Application suggests that
“ground monitoring wells will be designed and installed to check groundwater quality”, however
in contradictory language the Application states that “none are proposed at this time”. Regardless
of the potential for uscable/potable water wells to be drilled in the area, continuous groundwater
monitoring all around a site of this scope should be continuous throughout and beyond the life of
any facility contemplated at this or any location. Because the quality of the existing groundwater
may be poor is no reason to allow for toxic carcinogens to be allowed to be introduced unchecked
into whatever groundwater underlies this area. The Applicant does not mention any ongeing
intent to monitor surface and subsurface water sources off site, nor is there mention of any
“bonding” requirement in the event that there is harm to these waters from the anticipated
operation of this Project and these types of omissions in the Application are consistent with
someone who is apathetic and indifferent to such impacts off site.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Floodplains and Wetlands in the area. The Applicant has stated essentially in its
Application that it is electing NOT to obtain any required COE wetland permits at this time but
rather to address this issue when “development of these areas of the site are closer to reality”
when in reality, the Applicant knows that such permits are very time consuming and may be
gifficult to obtain. This Project should be viewed as a comprehensive development and all
environmental issues should be addressed and resolved prior to any permitting and NOT after any
opetations has begun. In this manner the Applicant will be estopped from arguing potential
hardship variances for such issues in the future. TECQ should not allow any segmentation of this
Project whatsoever because if it does the Applicant will simply agres for the sake of being
permitied and then apply for modifications to that permit at a later date. For miles around this
facility there is very little variance in the topography, a storm water control plan for at least a five
hundred (500) year flood should be a minimal requirement for this application because even a
100 year storm, in this area, will cause exireme flooding and along with that, the potential for
significant surface and subsurface exposure to hazardous and toxic pollutants emanating from the
Project.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

o The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of this

Project on Threatened or Endangered Species in the area, Anyone who has ever spent time in
this part of the country, and this portion of Webb County, is no exception, is familiar with the
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problems of feral pigs. This proposed landfill would provide a large food source for this already
problematic hog population. An increase in the hog population is inevitable with such a large
food source readily available to them. Hogs “compete with wildlife and Hvestock for habitat,
harbor endemic and exotic diseases, and transmit parasites to domestic livestock and humans.”
(“Feral Hogs in Texas”, by Texas Cooperative Extension).

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

This is a huge project that has enormous potential for negative impact on all property within miles of this
proposed facility, There are so many issues here one can only begin to scratch the surface of concerns that
are problematic in a project of this magnitude.

This letter is intended to serve as my formal written Public Comment opposing the Application and
should it be deficient in any way then please advise, so that it can be revised and/or supplemented as may
be necessary for acceptance as a part of the record for this Application.

I can be contacted by any means as set forth herein above.

Regards,

Robert F Wied, Jr.
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Received

TCEQ Permit # 2374("Project"’)

To whom it may concern:

My name is Robert F Wied, Jr. and my family owngs property [(Abstract 2625, Survey 260, I' C Jordan
(254.8 acres), Abstract 1296, Survey 1643 G C and SF (123.47 acres), Abstract 1759, Survey 2258, J M
Swisher (7.06 acres), Abstract 2624, Survey 1642, F C Jordan (10.32 acres), Abstract 2625, Survey 260,
F C Jordan {115.7 acres)]adjacent to the Yugo Ranch very near the proposed Rancho Viejo Wasle
Management Facility proposed in Webb County, Texas, This property has been in our family for nearly 7
generations spanning over 130 years. We have for all our lives, grown up enjoying not only the beauty of
the land but also the diverse flora and fauna that this portion of the South Texas Plains has to offer. This
Project threatens everything we know and love about our ranch, “The Ranch”,

With all due respect to the TCEQ, how can the TCEQ have made a “preliminary decision that the [ocation
is compatible with surrounding land uses™™? 1low in the world can a ] {00 acre landfill be the “next stage
of fand use for” any site and be “fully compatible .., with cattle ranching”, or anything else for that mater,
as is claimed in the application for this Project(“Application™)? Any project of this magnitude will have
permanent negative effects on not only the immediate surrounding properties but an those for miles
around as well. The annual tonnage of “trash” anticipated to be handled by this facitity dwarfs the Laredo
landfifl and will ultimately handle over § times the tonnage generated 1oday by that landfill. This Project
is not only immense and overwhelming in its size, but potentially in duration as well and it will certainly

change the character of this area through the next 100 plus years of its anticipated operation. Think about
that ...100 plus yeusrs !

I have reviewed the Application on file and | oppose this Project for the following reasons:

The Application does not adequately zod sufficiently address the possible effects of this Project on
Human Health. How was the information regarding “individuals' and “potential target receptors”
residing about the Project obtained? Qur family maintains a “residential structure” that is fess than 1.4
miles SE of the Project (approximately lat 27.53324, long-99.14748), and we are “not accounted” for in

the Application AT ALL and neither is our water well, how many others that will be significantly //D
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negatively impacted have been sifmilarly unaccounted for? And how does the Application deal with the
issue of diseasc vectors such as flies, rats and mice? In fact it does not other than 1o totally dismiss them
because as is stated in the Application the “waste storage and processing methods" will deny them access
to the waste generated by this facility....come on are you kidding me, lev's be realistic about this as it is of
very serious concern. This Appiication states that there is or will be, as a result of the wind direction,
“negligible chances of adverse health effects” to surrounding properties. What is a “negligible chance”,
how can you and how would you quantify that potential and what's more, does |iving in constant and
continuous stench constitute an adverse health affec1? Do we want to accept an application that is as
vague as this one when dcaling with health and welfare issues 10 the land and its people? And has anyone
ever been around a landfill site that did not absolutely REEK, nuisance smells are not even discussed in
this application. Surface disturbance will also create a huge and ongoing issue with dust control in this
region because of the Tack of potable water ta control the dust and encourage vegetative growth while the
site remains open and exposed. While some of those close residences identified by the Application may
not have to deal with the prevailing wind direction, we certainly do. While the “Wind Rose” figure is a bit
confusing and | am not sure haw it is to be interpreted or what data it purports to disseminate, our home
appears Lo be directly within linc of the most intensc area identified by the “Wind Rose”, so not only will
the flies and other windbome pests be blown to our home, but we will suffer the onslaught of continuous
unrelenting and putrid smells and 24/7 noise emanating from this Project for the next 100 years. This
Application totally dismisses any potential degradation of the upper aquifer and any potential for
“current”, and for that matter “future”, use of groundwater from the upper aquifer because it “is too poor
to be used for human consumption”, In this specific case the TECQ is acting as the “ward” or our
groundwater and left 1o the Applicant with this type of cavalier attitude toward the local aquifers, we may
never have an opportunity to utilize updated technology in an attempt to use water from cither the upper
or deeper aquifers.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application Is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

e The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of thiy
Project on the Environment. Qur family and those of others adjacent to and near this Project
will see and hear and smell and this Project everyday and forever. We will never be able 10
utilize water from any of the underlying aquifers. We will face the dangers of truck traffic going
to and from our home EVERY day, How in the world can the TECQ undertake a (thorough,
complete and comprehensive review this Project Application with any sense of integrity, when
the applicant implies that the gnly impacts on and to the environment are those of debris and
noise generation? This Project demands a complete and comprehensive Environmental Impact
Study be undertaken to understand the TOTAL and COMPLETE impact of this Praject on every
aspect of the environment.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

= The Application does not adequately and sulficlently address the possible eflects of this
Project on the Compatibility with the Surrounding Area. The Application states that “no
adverse impacts on the environment of the area are anticipated from the proposed landfill
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operations”, corne on get real, the facility contemplated by this application will likely be one of, if
not the largest of its kind in the US and it will have negative impacts upon people and diminish
the Jocal land values forever! This Project is NOT compatible with the surrounding arca, at the
very least the scope of this Project is too massive to be compatible with ANY area and the
buffers along each property lines are severely inadequate. Additional study should be undenaken
by computer modeling to access whether or not ANY setback distances are sufficient so as to
guarantee that no smell or noise or dust can escape the boundary of this property. NO one around
or adjacent to this proposed facility should be forced to endure and thus subsidize for the
economic benefit of Mr. Benavides, these types of negative impacts forever. Why do you think
this facility was sited along the east side of Mr. Benavides multi-thousand acre ranch?....it's
because of the wind, he does not want this Project upwind from HIS ranch. We will hear and
smell and receive the dust from everything that occurs at the Project 24/7 as we are downwind
and extremely close in proximity... for the next 100 plus ycars. Anyone who has or will ever step
foot on this property knows that noise here travels forever across the plain and that evenl mile
offers little to no relief from noise or smell or dust, much less the quarter mile buffer being
proposed in this Application. We have a home here, we raise catle on our property, and we use
our property for recreation. How can the Application simply dismiss the use and occupancy of
our property and that of others which is adfacent to or near this Project with total disregard for
such? And think about this, 2 90 foot increase in the base elevation (aka Trash Mountain)
resulting from the deposit of compacted trash over the site will cause the sun to set on our
property 10 to 15 minutes earlier each day....for eternity....think about that impact to any
property.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

The Application does not adequately and safficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Trangportation in the area. The Application speaks of an additionai 260 trips per
day on Jordan road, given the numbers for daily tonnage anticipated in the Application this
number of trips at best, according to the most basic calculations undertaken by the writer, ONLY
accounts for truck trips actually bringing trash into the facility and it does not take into account
ANY other trips into the facility either by employees, contractors, invitees, guests or otherwise.
These trucks are big and noisy and dangerous and there will be too many of them. going to and
from this Project. A project of this magnitude should require a full and comprehensive vaffic
study to be done in conjunction with a full Environmental Impact Study.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate snd the
Application should be denied

The Application docs pot adequately and sufliciently address the possible effects of this
Project on Geology and Soils. Anticipating major excavation of up 1o 90 feel over some or
portions of the project site, there will be a huge disruption of local s0ils within that area, more
information is needed to understand that impact of this huge volume of soil removal and how it
may impact the integrity of the clay base.
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For these and other reasons thig portion of the Application 13 inadequate and the
Application should be denied

* The Application does not adequately and sufficiently address the possible effects of thig
Project on Groundwater and Subsurface Water in the area. The Application suggests that
“ground monitoring wells will be designed and installed te check groundwater quality”, however
in contradictory language the Application states that “none are proposed at this time™, Regardless
of the potential for useable/potable water wells to be drilled in the area, continuous groundwater
monitoring all around a site of this scope should be continuous throughout and beyond the life of
any facility contemplated at this or any location, Because the quality of the existing groundwater
may be poor is no reason to ailow for toxic carcinogens to be aflowed to be introduced unchecked
into whatever groundwater underlies this area. The Applicant does not mention any ongoing
intent to monitor surface and subsurface water sources off site, nor is there mention of any
“bonding” requirement in the event that there is harm to these waters from the anticipated
operation of this Project and these types of omissions in the Application are consistent with
someone who is apathetic and indifferent to such impacts off site.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application shonid be denicd

v The Application does not adeguately and sufficiently address the passible effects of this
Project on Floodplains and Wetlands in the area. The Applicant has stated essentially in its
Application that it is electing NOT 1o obtain any required COE wetland permits at this time but
rather to address this issue when “development of these areas of the site are closer to reality”
when in reality, the Applicant knows that such permits are very time consuming and may be
difficult to obtain. This Project should be viewed as a comprehensive development and all
environmental issues should be addressed and resolved prior to any permitting and NOT after any
operations has begun. In this manner the Applicant will be estopped from arguing potential
hardship variances for such issues in the future. TECQ should not allow any segimentation of this
Project whatsoever because if it does the Applicant will simply agree for the sake of being
permitted and then apply for modifications to that permit at a later date. For miles eround this
facility there is very little variance in the topography, a storm water control plan for at [east a five
hundred (500) year flood should be a minimal requirernent for this application because even a
100 year storm, in this area, will cause extreme flooding and along with that, the potential for
significant surface and subsurface exposure to hazardous and toxic pollutants emanating from the
Project.

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application is inadequate and the
Application should be denied

* The Application does not adequatcly and sufficiently address the possible effects of this
Project on Threatened or Endangered Species in the area. Anyone who has ever spent time in
this part of the country, and this portion of Webb County, is no cxception, is familiar with the
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probiems of feral pigs. This proposed landfill would provide a large food source for this already
problematic hog population. An increase in the hog population is inevitable with such a large
food source readily available to them. Hogs “compete with wildlife and livestock for habitat,
harbor eademic and exotic diseases, and transmit parasites to domestic livestock and humans,”
("Feral lHogs in Texas", by Texas Cooperative Extension).

For these and other reasons this portion of the Application {s inadequate and the
Application should be denied

This is & huge project that has enormous potential for negative impact on all property within miles of this
proposed facility. There are so many issues here one can only begin to scratch the surface of concerns that
arc problematic in a project of this magnitude.

This letter is intended to serve as my forma) written Public Comment opposing the Application and
should it be deficient in any way then please advise, so that it can be revised and/or supplemented as may
be necessary for acceptance as a part of the record for this Application.

[ can he-eommapted by any means as set [orth herein above.

Reghrds, - :

Robern IF Wied, Jr. J
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To: Office of the Chief Clerk MC-105 e
TCEQ
PO Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711

ATTENTION Chief Clerk From: Robert F. Wicd, Jr.
Fax: 512/239~3311 Pages: 6
Phone: Date: [Pick the datc]

Public Commient in opposition to
Rancho Viejo Wagte Management Facility

Res TCEQ Permit #2374 (“Project’)

D Urgent |:|

Comments:

Attached is a 5 page letter in Opposition to TCEQ Permit #2374, (o become part of public record. A
hard copy of this letter is being mailced to the address abave,

Pleasc conﬁrm recclpt by call 203-733-4062 and leaving a message is sullicient,

AN

{Pick the date]
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