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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO HEARING REQUESTS and 

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

 
I. Introduction 

The Executive Director (ED) of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 

(TCEQ or Commission) files this Response to Hearing Requests (RTH) on the 

application by DHJB Development, LLC (DHJB) for a major amendment to Texas Land 

Application Permit (TLAP) Permit Number WQ0014975001.   Patricia Lux Graham and 

Robert Fly, Jr. (on behalf of Geosource) submitted contested case hearing (CCH) 

requests.  Robert Fly, Jr. withdrew his hearing request on December 20, 2013. 

Attached for Commission consideration are the following: 

Attachment A - Technical Summary & Proposed Permit 
Attachment B - ED’s Response to Comments (RTC) 
Attachment C - Compliance History 
Attachment D - ED's GIS Map 
 

II. Description of the Facility 

DHJB applied to the TCEQ for a major amendment to its permit to authorize an 

increase in the discharge of treated domestic wastewater from a daily average flow not 

to exceed 75,000 gallons per day to a daily average flow not to exceed 350,000 gallons 

per day.  The major amendment would also convert the existing permit from authorizing 

DHJB to dispose of treated effluent via subsurface drip irrigation (TLAP) to authorizing 

the disposal of treated effluent via discharge into water in the state via a Texas Pollutant 
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Discharge Elimination System (TPDES) permit.  The current permit authorizes the 

disposal of treated domestic wastewater at a daily average flow not to exceed 75,000 

gallons per day via a public access subsurface drip irrigation system with a minimum 

area of 750,000 square feet.  This permit amendment does not continue the 

authorization for DHJB to use a subsurface drip irrigation system.  

The wastewater treatment facility is located approximately 0.7 mile north of 

Farm-to-Market Road 1863 and 0.5 mile east of US Highway 281 in Comal County, 

Texas 78163.  If the amendment is authorized, the treated effluent will be discharged to 

an unnamed tributary; then to Upper Cibolo Creek in Segment No. 1908 of the San 

Antonio River Basin. The unclassified receiving water use is limited aquatic life use for 

the unnamed tributary. The designated uses for Segment No. 1908 are primary contact 

recreation, public water supply, aquifer protection and high aquatic life use. The 

proposed outfall will be located in the Edwards Aquifer Contributing Zone above the 

Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone.  The effluent limitations in the proposed permit will 

maintain and protect the existing instream uses. 

III. Procedural Background 

TCEQ received the permit application on September 24, 2012 and declared it 

administratively complete on November 7, 2012.  The Notice of Receipt of Application 

and Intent to Obtain a Water Quality Permit (NORI) was published on November 21, 

2012 in the New Braunfels Herald-Zeitung.  The application was declared technically 

complete on May 2, 2013.  The Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision (NAPD) 

was published on May 17, 2013 in the New Braunfels Herald-Zeitung. The combined 
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Spanish language NORI/NAPD was published in the La Voz on August 30, 2013. The 

public comment period ended on September 30, 2013, the ED Final Decision Letter and 

RTC was mailed on November 21, 2013.  The hearing request period ended on 

December 23, 2013.   

This  application was administratively complete on or after September 1, 1999; 

therefore, this application is subject to the procedural requirements adopted pursuant to 

House Bill 801 (76th Legislature, 1999). 

IV. Evaluation of Hearing Requests 

House Bill 801 established statutory procedures for public participation in 

certain environmental permitting proceedings.  For those applications declared 

administratively complete on or after September 1, 1999, it established new procedures 

for providing public notice and public comment, and for the Commission’s 

consideration of hearing requests.  This application was declared administratively 

complete on November 7, 2012, and therefore, is subject to the HB 801 requirements.  

The Commission implemented HB 801 by adopting procedural rules in Title 30 of the 

Texas Administrative Code (30 TAC) chapters 30, 50, and 55.  The regulations 

governing requests for CCH are found at 30 TAC Chapter 55.   

A. Response to Requests 

  “The Executive Director, the public interest counsel, and applicant may submit 

written responses to [hearing] requests . . . .” 30 TAC § 55.209(d). 

 Responses to hearing requests must specifically address: 
 

(a) whether the requestor is an affected person; 
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(b) whether issues raised in the hearing request are disputed; 
 
(c) whether the dispute involves questions of fact or law; 
 
(d) whether the issues were raised during the public comment period; 
 
(e) whether the hearing request is based on issues raised solely in a public 

comment withdrawn by the commenter in writing by filing a withdrawal 
letter with the chief clerk prior to the filing of the Executive Director’s 
Response to Comment; 
 

(f) whether the issues are relevant and material to the decision on the 
application;  and 
 

 (g) a maximum expected duration for the contested case hearing. 
  
30 TAC § 55.209(e). 
 
B. Hearing Request Requirements 

In order for the Commission to consider a hearing request, the Commission must 

first determine whether the request meets certain requirements. 

A request for a contested case hearing by an affected person must be in writing, 
must be filed with the chief clerk within the time provided . . . and may not be 
based on an issue that was raised solely in a public comment withdrawn by the 
commenter in writing by filing a withdrawal letter with the chief clerk prior to the 
filing of the Executive Director’s Response to Comment.   30 TAC § 55.201(c).  
 

A hearing request must substantially comply with the following: 
 

(1) give the name, address, daytime telephone number, and where possible, 
fax number of the person who files the request.  If the request is made by a 
group or association, the request must identify one person by name, 
address, daytime telephone number, and where possible, fax number, who 
shall be responsible for receiving all official communications and 
documents for the group; 

 
(2) identify the person’s justiciable interest affected by the application, 

including a brief, but specific, written statement explaining in plain 
language the requestor’s location and distance relative to the proposed 
facility or activity that is the subject of the application and how and why 
the requestor believes he or she will be adversely affected by the proposed 
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facility or activity in a manner not common to members of the general 
public; 

 
(3) request a contested case hearing; 
 
(4) list all relevant and material disputed issues of fact that were raised during 

the public comment period and that are the basis of the hearing request.  
To facilitate the commission’s determination of the number and scope of 
issues to be referred to hearing, the requestor should, to the extent 
possible, specify any of the executive director’s responses to comments 
that the requestor disputes and the factual basis of the dispute and list any 
disputed issues of law or policy; and 

 
 (5) provide any other information specified in the public notice of application.  
 
30 TAC § 55.201(d). 
 
C. Requirement that Requestor be an Affected Person 

In order to grant a contested case hearing, the commission must determine that a 

requestor is an affected person. 

(a) For any application, an affected person is one who has a personal justiciable 
interest related to a legal right, duty, privilege, power, or economic interest 
affected by the application.  An interest common to members of the general 
public does not qualify as a personal justiciable interest. 
 

(b) Governmental entities, including local governments and public agencies with 
authority under state law over issues raised by the application may be 
considered affected persons. 

 
(c) In determining whether a person is an affected person, all factors shall be 

considered, including, but not limited to, the following: 
 

 
(1) whether the interest claimed is one protected by the law under 

which the application will be considered; 
(2) distance restrictions or other limitations imposed by law on the 

affected interest; 
(3) whether a reasonable relationship exists between the interest 

claimed and the activity regulated; 
(4) likely impact of the regulated activity on the health and safety of the 

person, and on the use of property of the person; 
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(5) likely impact of the regulated activity on use of the impacted natural 
resource by the person; and 

(6) for governmental entities, their statutory authority over or interest 
in the issues relevant to the application. 

 
30 TAC § 55.203. 

 
D. Referral to the State Office of Administrative Hearings 

“When the commission grants a request for a contested case hearing, the 

commission shall issue an order specifying the number and scope of the issues to be 

referred to SOAH for a hearing.”  30 TAC § 50.115(b).  “The commission may not refer 

an issue to SOAH for a contested case hearing unless the commission determines that 

the issue:  (1) involves a disputed question of fact; (2) was raised during the public 

comment period; and (3) is relevant and material to the decision on the application.”  30 

TAC § 50.115(c). 

V. Analysis of the Hearing Request 

A. Analysis of the Hearing Requests  

The Executive Director analyzed the hearing requests to determine whether they 

comply with Commission rules, who qualifies as an affected person, what issues may be 

referred for a contested case hearing, and what is the appropriate length of the hearing.  

The public comment period for this permit application ended on September 30, 

2013.  The period for timely filing a request for a contested case hearing on this permit 

application ended on December 23, 2013.   
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B. Whether the Requestors Complied with 30 TAC § 55.201 (c) and (d). 

1. Patricia Lux Graham.  Ms. Graham filed her written requests for a 

Contested Case hearing on May 15, 2013 and December 6, 2013 with TCEQ’s Office of 

the Chief Clerk.  Ms. Grahm’s request included her contact information and raised 

issues that were raised during the comment period.  Ms. Graham also described what 

she believes are her personal justiciable interest affect by the application.   The ED 

concludes that Ms. Graham’s hearing requests substantially comply with the 

requirements in 30 TAC § 55.201 (c) and (d). 

2. Robert Fly, Jr. (on behalf of Geosouce).    Mr. Fly filed his written request 

for a Contested Case hearing on November 27, 2012 with TCEQ’s Office of the Chief 

Clerk.  Mr. Fly’s request included his contact information and raised issues that were 

raised during the comment period.  Mr. Fly also described what he believes are his 

personal justiciable interest affect by the application.   Mr. Fly withdrew his hearing 

request on December 20, 2013. 

C. Whether the Requestors Meet the Affected Person Requirements.  

1.  Patricia Lux Graham.  According to the landowner map provided by DHJB as 

part of the application, Ms. Graham owns property along the discharge route, less than 

one mile downstream of the proposed outfall.   

Ms. Graham’s hearing request raised the following issues:  1) whether the future 

uses of her the property would be impermissibly adversely impacted; 2) whether the 

unnamed tributary is privately owned; 3) whether the unnamed tributary is navigable; 

4) whether DHJB must obtain permission from adjacent downstream landowners to use 
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the discharge route; 5) whether the discharge route is a State controlled watercourse; 6) 

whether the discharge route was properly characterized; 7) whether DHJB would be 

able to change the discharge route after  the permit is issued; 8) whether the bed and 

banks of the discharge route will be damaged; 9) whether the treated effluent will 

negatively impact the cattle that currently graze in the area; 10) whether the northerly 

fork of the tributary will be destroyed by DHJB during construction of the development; 

11) whether an adjacent landowner can fill a portion of the discharge route to prevent 

the discharge; 12) whether the Domel v. City of Georgetown case is valid legal 

precedent; and 13) whether the public should be allowed to comment on the Executive 

Director’s RTC.  

Because of Ms. Graham’s location relative to the proposed wastewater treatment 

facility and the issues she raised, she has an interest that could potentially by affected by  

the DHJB application that is not common to members of the general public.  

The Executive Director recommends that the Commission find that Patricia Lux 

Graham’s hearing request substantially complies with 30 TAC § 55.201 and Patricia Lux 

Graham is an affected person.  

3. Robert Fly, Jr.  According to Mr. Fly’s hearing request, Geosource owns 38 

acres approximately 1,200 feet downstream of the proposed facility.  Mr. Fly withdrew 

his hearing requests on December 20, 2013.  Accordingly, Mr. Fly’s hearing requests and 

the issues raised in the hearing requests are no longer before the commission.  
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C. Whether Issues Raised Are Referable to State Office of Administrative 

Hearings (SOAH) for a Contested Case Hearing. 

In addition to recommending to the Commission those persons who qualify as 

affected persons, the ED analyzes the issues raised in accordance with the regulatory 

criteria.  None of the listed issues were withdrawn.  All identified issues in the response 

are considered disputed, unless otherwise noted. 

Issue 1.   Whether the current or future use and enjoyment of property 
downstream of the wastewater treatment facility would be 
impermissibly adversely impacted by the DHJB application.    

 
This issue was raised and addressed in Comment 13 of the Executive Director’s 

RTC.  This issue involves a disputed question of fact and is relevant and material to the 

Commission’s decision on the application.   If the permit is issued, it does not grant 

DHJB the right to use private or public property for conveyance of wastewater along the 

discharge route, including property belonging to any individual, partnership, 

corporation or other entity.  Additionally, the permit does not authorize any invasion of 

personal rights or any violation of federal, state, or local laws or regulations. 

The Executive Director concludes that this issue is relevant and material and 

recommends that the Commission refer this issue to SOAH. 

Issue 2: Whether the unnamed tributary is privately owned. 

This issue was raised and addressed in Comment 14 of the Executive Director’s 

RTC.  This issue involves a disputed question of law which is not relevant and material 

to the Commission’s decision on the application.  TCEQ’s rules provide that only 

disputed issues of fact may be referred to SOAH.  30 TAC 50.115(c).  

The Executive Director concludes that this issue is not a disputed issue of fact and 
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therefore recommends that the Commission not refer this issue to SOAH. 

Issue 3:  Whether the unnamed tributary is navigable. 
 

This issue was raised and addressed in Comment 14 of the Executive Director’s 

RTC.  This issue involves a disputed question of law which is not relevant and material 

to the Commission’s decision on the application. TCEQ’s rules provide that only 

disputed issues of fact may be referred to SOAH.  30 TAC 50.115(c).  

The Executive Director concludes that this issue is  an issue of law and therefore 

recommends that the Commission not refer this issue to SOAH. 

 Issue 4: Whether DHJB must obtain permission from adjacent 
downstream landowners to use the discharge route.  

 
This issue was raised and addressed in Comment 15 of the Executive Director’s 

RTC.  This issue involves a disputed question of law which is not relevant and material 

to the Commission’s decision on the application. TCEQ’s rules provide that only 

disputed issues of fact may be referred to SOAH.  30 TAC 50.115(c).  

The Executive Director concludes that this issue is not a disputed issue of fact and 

therefore recommends that the Commission not refer this issue to SOAH. 

Issue 5: Whether the discharge route has been properly characterized  
 

This issue was raised and addressed in Comments 4, 5 and 6 of the Executive 

Director’s RTC.  This issue involves a disputed question of fact and is relevant and 

material to the Commission’s decision on the application.    

The treated effluent will be discharged to an unnamed tributary; then to Upper 

Cibolo Creek in Segment No. 1908 of the San Antonio River Basin. The unclassified 

receiving water use is limited aquatic life use for the unnamed tributary. The designated 
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uses for Segment No. 1908 are primary contact recreation, public water supply, aquifer 

protection and high aquatic life use.  

The Executive Director concludes that this issue is relevant and material and 

recommends that the Commission refer this issue to SOAH. 

Issue 6:  Whether DHJB can change the discharge route after the permit 
is issued. 

 
This issue was raised and addressed in Comment 15 of the Executive Director’s 

RTC.  This issue involves a disputed question of law which is not relevant and material 

to the Commission’s decision on the application.  TCEQ’s rules provide that only 

disputed issues of fact may be referred to SOAH.  30 TAC 50.115(c).  

The Executive Director concludes that this issue is not a disputed issue of fact and 

therefore recommends that the Commission not refer this issue to SOAH. 

Issue 7: Whether the treated effluent will negatively impact the cattle 
that currently graze in the area. 

 
This issue was raised and addressed in Comment 1 of the Executive Director’s 

RTC.  This issue involves a disputed question of fact and is relevant and material to the 

Commission’s decision on the application.  Water in the state must be maintained to 

preclude adverse toxic effects on aquatic life, terrestrial life, livestock, and domestic 

animals resulting from contact, consumption of aquatic organisms, or consumption of 

water.   

The Executive Director concludes that this issue is relevant and material and 

recommends that the Commission refer this issue to SOAH. 

Issue 8:  Whether the discharge route is a State controlled watercourse. 
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This issue was not raised during the comment period.  The Texas Water Code § 

5.556(e) and TCEQ’s rules (30 TAC §50.115(c)(2)) provide that all issues the 

Commission refers to SOAH must have been raised during the public comment period. 

The Executive Director recommends that because this issue was not raised during 

the comment period the Commission not refer this issue to SOAH. 

Issue 9:  Whether the bed and banks of the discharge route will be 
damaged. 

 
This issue was not raised during the comment period.  The Texas Water Code § 

5.556(e) and TCEQ’s rules (30 TAC §50.115(c)(2)) provide that all issues the 

Commission refers to SOAH must have been raised during the public comment period. 

The Executive Director recommends that because this issue was not raised during 

the comment period the Commission not refer this issue to SOAH. 

Issue 10:  Whether the northerly fork of the tributary will be destroyed by 
the Applicant during construction of the development.  

 
This issue was not raised during the comment period.  The Texas Water Code § 

5.556(e) and TCEQ’s rules (30 TAC §50.115(c)(2)) provide that all issues the 

Commission refers to SOAH must have been raised during the public comment period. 

The Executive Director recommends that because this issue was not raised during 

the comment period the Commission not refer this issue to SOAH. 

Issue 11:  Whether an adjacent landowner can fill a portion of the 
discharge route to prevent the discharge.    

 
This issue was not raised during the comment period.  The Texas Water Code § 

5.556(e) and TCEQ’s rules (30 TAC § 55.201(d)) provide that all issues the Commission 

refers to SOAH must have been raised during the public comment period. 
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The Executive Director recommends that because this issue was not raised during 

the comment period the Commission not refer this issue to SOAH. 

Issue 12: Whether the Domel v. City of Georgetown case is valid legal 
precedent. 

 
This issue was not raised during the comment period.  The Texas Water Code § 

5.556(e) and TCEQ’s rules (30 TAC §50.115(c)(2)) provide that all issues the 

Commission refers to SOAH must have been raised during the public comment period. 

The Executive Director recommends that because this issue was not raised during 

the comment period the Commission not refer this issue to SOAH. 

Issue 13: Whether the public should be allowed to comment on the 
Executive Director’s responses in his response to comments.   

 
This issue was not raised during the comment period.  The Texas Water Code § 

5.556(e) and TCEQ’s rules (30 TAC §50.115(c)(2)) provide that all issues the 

Commission refers to SOAH must have been raised during the public comment period. 

The Executive Director recommends that because this issue was not raised during 

the comment period the Commission not refer this issue to SOAH. 

VI. REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION 

Patricia Lux Graham also filed a Request for Reconsideration (RFR).  The RFR 

was filed concurrently with Ms. Graham’s request for a contested case hearing filed on 

December 6, 2013.   Ms. Graham asserts that the ED should deny DHJB’s application 

because the ED does not understand what DHJB has proposed.   Ms. Graham raises five 

issues in her RFR that are discussed in the ED’s response to HR above.  Specifically, Ms. 

Graham asserts that the ED should reconsider his decision because: 1) Domel v. City of 
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Georgetown case should not be considered legal precedent; 2) the discharge route was 

not properly characterized;  3) she should have been allowed to respond to the ED’s 

RTC; 4) the discharge route is a state controlled watercourse; and 5) DHJB intends on 

rerouting the watercourse if the permit is issued.  Issues 2, 4, and 5 are fact issues which 

Ms. Graham raised during the comment period and were adequately addressed in the 

ED’s RTC.  Issues 1 and 3 are questions of law and do not warrant reconsideration of the 

ED’s decision.  The RFR did not raise any new fact issues, as such the ED recommends 

that it be denied. 

The ED recommends the Commission deny the RFR. 
 

VII. Executive Director’s Recommendations 

The ED recommends the following actions by the Commission: 

1. The ED recommends that the Commission deny the RFR. 

2. The ED recommends that the Commission find Patricia Lux Graham is an 

affected person and grant her hearing requests. 

3. The ED recommends that the Commission find Robert Fly, Jr. withdrew 

his hearing request and both the hearing request and the issues raised in 

the hearing request are no longer before the commission. 

4. If referred to SOAH, first refer the matter to Alternative Dispute 

Resolution for a reasonable period. 

5. If referred to SOAH, refer the following issues as identified by the ED: 

Issue 1. Whether the current or future use and enjoyment of property 

downstream of the wastewater treatment facility would be impermissibly 



_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Executive Director’s Response to Hearing Request     Page 15 
DHJB Development, LLC 
TPDES Permit No. WQ0014975001 
TCEQ Docket No. 2013-2228-MWD 

adversely impacted by the DHJB application. 

Issue 5.  Whether the discharge route was properly characterized. 

Issue 7.   Whether the treated effluent will negatively impact the cattle that 

currently graze in the area. 

6. If referred to SOAH, deny all other issues as identified by the ED 

7. If referred to SOAH, the ED recommends that the duration between 

preliminary hearing and the presentation of a proposal for decision to the 

Commission be nine months. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
TEXAS COMMISSION ON 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
 
Richard A. Hyde, P.E., Executive Director 
 
Robert Martinez, Director 
Environmental Law Division 
 
 
By __________________________ 
Kathy J. Humphreys, Staff Attorney 
Environmental Law Division 
State Bar No. 24006911 
P.O. Box 13087, MC 173 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
(512) 239-3417 
(512) 239-0606 (fax) 
 
REPRESENTING THE  
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE  
TEXAS COMMISSION ON  
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 



 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I hereby certify that on March 17, 2014 the original and seven true and correct copies of 
the Executive Director’s Response to Hearing Request relating to the application for 
DHJB Development, LLC, for a major amendment to TCEQ Permit No. WQ0014975001 
were filed with the Chief Clerk of the TCEQ and a copy was served to all persons listed 
on the attached mailing list via hand delivery, electronic mail, facsimile transmission, 
inter-agency mail, or by deposit in the U.S. Mail. 

 
 
 
______________________________ 
Kathy J. Humphreys, Staff Attorney 
Environmental Law Division 
State Bar No. 24006911 
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MAILING LIST 
DHJB DEVELOPMENT, LLC 
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FOR THE APPLICANT: 
Charlie Hill 
DHJB Development, LLC 
102A Cordillera Ridge 
Boerne, Texas 78006 
Tel: (830) 336-2518 
Fax: (830) 336-3540 

 
Nelson Rivera 
Bury + Partners, Inc. 
221 West 6th Street, Suite 600 
Austin, Texas 78701-3400 
Tel: (512) 328-0011 
Fax: (512) 328-0325 

 
FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
via electronic mail: 

 
Kathy Humphreys, Staff Attorney 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Environmental Law Division, MC-173 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-0600 
Fax: (512) 239-0606 

 
David Akoma, Technical Staff 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Water Quality Division, MC-148 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-1444 
Fax: (512) 239-4430 

Brian Christian, Director 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Small Business and Environmental 
Assistance Division 
Public Education Program, MC-108 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-4000 
Fax: (512) 239-5678 
 
FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL 
via electronic mail: 
 
Mr. Blas J. Coy, Jr., Attorney 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Public Interest Counsel, MC-103 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-6363 
Fax: (512) 239-6377 
 
FOR ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE 
RESOLUTION 
via electronic mail: 
 
Mr. Kyle Lucas 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Alternative Dispute Resolution, MC-222 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-4010 
Fax: (512) 239-4015 
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FOR THE CHIEF CLERK: 
Ms. Bridget C. Bohac 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-3300 
Fax: (512) 239-3311 

 
 

REQUESTER(S): 
Patricia Lux Graham 
102 Alma Ln 
Rockport Tx 78382-8004 
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ATTACHMENT C 



The TCEQ is committed to accessibility. 
To request a more accessible version of this report, please contact the TCEQ Help Desk at (512) 239-4357.

Compliance History Report
PUBLISHED Compliance History Report for CN604156356, RN104912704, Rating Year 2013 which includes Compliance 
History (CH) components from September 1, 2008, through August 31, 2013.

NOT NULLNOT NULL
Customer, Respondent, 
or Owner/Operator:

CN604156356, DHJB Development, LLC Classification: UNCLASSIFIED Rating: -----

Regulated Entity: RN104912704, JOHNSON RANCH WWTP Classification: UNCLASSIFIED Rating: -----

Complexity Points: Repeat Violator: 2 NO

CH Group: 08 - Sewage Treatment Facilities

Location: 3695 FM 1863 BULVERDE TX 78163 COMAL, TX, COMAL COUNTY

TCEQ Region: REGION 13 - SAN ANTONIO

ID Number(s):
WASTEWATER PERMIT WQ0014975001

Compliance History Period: September 01, 2008 to August 31, 2013 Rating Year: 2013 Rating Date: 09/01/2013

Date Compliance History Report Prepared: March 12, 2014

Agency Decision Requiring Compliance History: Permit - Issuance, renewal, amendment, modification, denial, suspension, or 
revocation of a permit.

Component Period Selected: September 01, 2007 to August 31, 2012

TCEQ Staff Member to Contact for Additional Information Regarding This Compliance History. 

Name: Phone: TCEQ Staff Member (512) 239-1000

Site and Owner/Operator History:

1) Has the site been in existence and/or operation for the full five year compliance period? YES

2) Has there been a (known) change in ownership/operator of the site during the compliance period? NO NO
3) If YES for #2, who is the current owner/operator? N/A

4) If YES for #2, who was/were the prior 
owner(s)/operator(s)?

N/A

5)  If YES, when did the change(s) in owner or operator 
occur?

N/A

Components (Multimedia) for the Site Are Listed in Sections A - J

A. Final Orders, court judgments, and consent decrees:
N/A

B. Criminal convictions:
N/A

C. Chronic excessive emissions events:
N/A

D. The approval dates of investigations (CCEDS Inv. Track. No.):
N/A

E. Written notices of violations (NOV) (CCEDS Inv. Track. No.):
A notice of violation represents a written allegation of a violation of a specific regulatory requirement from the commission to a 
regulated entity.  A notice of violation is not a final enforcement action, nor proof that a violation has actually occurred.

N/A
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F. Environmental audits:
N/A

G. Type of environmental management systems (EMSs):
N/A

H. Voluntary on-site compliance assessment dates:
N/A

I. Participation in a voluntary pollution reduction program:
N/A

J. Early compliance:
N/A

Sites Outside of Texas:
N/A

Published Compliance History Report for CN604156356, RN104912704, Rating Year 2013 which includes Compliance History (CH) 
components from September 01, 2007, through August 31, 2012.
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