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November 6, 2014 

TO:  Persons on the attached mailing list. 

RE: Indeck Wharton, LLC 
Permit Nos. 111724 and PSDTX1374 

Decision of the Executive Director. 

The executive director has made a decision that the above-referenced permit application 
meets the requirements of applicable law.  This decision does not authorize 
construction or operation of any proposed facilities.  This decision will be 
considered by the commissioners at a regularly scheduled public meeting before any 
action is taken on this application unless all requests for contested case hearing or 
reconsideration have been withdrawn before that meeting. 

Enclosed with this letter is a copy of the Executive Director’s Response to Comments.  A 
copy of the complete application, draft permit and related documents, including public 
comments, is available for review at the TCEQ Central office.  A copy of the complete 
application, the draft permit, and executive director’s preliminary decision are available 
for viewing and copying at the TCEQ central office, the TCEQ Houston regional office, 
and at the El Campo City Hall, 315 East Jackson Street, El Campo, Wharton County, 
Texas.  The facility’s compliance file, if any exists, is available for public review at the 
TCEQ Houston Regional Office, 5425 Polk Street, Suite H, Houston, Texas. 

If you disagree with the executive director’s decision, and you believe you are an 
“affected person” as defined below, you may request a contested case hearing.  In 
addition, anyone may request reconsideration of the executive director’s decision.  A 
brief description of the procedures for these two requests follows. 

How To Request a Contested Case Hearing. 

It is important that your request include all the information that supports your right to a 
contested case hearing.  You must demonstrate that you meet the applicable legal 
requirements to have your hearing request granted.  The commission’s consideration of 
your request will be based on the information you provide.  

The request must include the following: 

(1) Your name, address, daytime telephone number, and, if possible, a fax number. 

(2) If the request is made by a group or association, the request must identify: 

http://www.tceq.state.tx.us/


(A) one person by name, address, daytime telephone number, and, if possible, 
the fax number, of the person who will be responsible for receiving all 
communications and documents for the group; and 

(B) one or more members of the group that would otherwise have standing to 
request a hearing in their own right.  The interests the group seeks to 
protect must relate to the organization’s purpose.  Neither the claim 
asserted nor the relief requested must require the participation of the 
individual members in the case. 

(3) The name of the applicant, the permit number and other numbers listed above so 
that your request may be processed properly. 

(4) A statement clearly expressing that you are requesting a contested case hearing.  
For example, the following statement would be sufficient: “I request a contested 
case hearing.” 

Your request must demonstrate that you are an “affected person.”  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.  Your request must 
describe how and why you would be adversely affected by the proposed facility or 
activity in a manner not common to the general public.  For example, to the extent your 
request is based on these concerns, you should describe the likely impact on your health, 
safety, or uses of your property which may be adversely affected by the proposed facility 
or activities.  To demonstrate that you have a personal justiciable interest, you must 
state, as specifically as you are able, your location and the distance between your 
location and the proposed facility or activities.  A person who may be affected by 
emissions of air contaminants from the facility is entitled to request a contested case 
hearing. 

Your request must raise disputed issues of fact that are relevant and material to the 
commission’s decision on this application.  The request must be based on issues that 
were raised during the comment period.  The request cannot be based solely on issues 
raised in comments that have been withdrawn.  The enclosed Response to Comments 
will allow you to determine the issues that were raised during the comment period and 
whether all comments raising an issue have been withdrawn.  The public comments 
filed for this application are available for review and copying at the Chief Clerk’s office at 
the address below. 

To facilitate the commission’s determination of the number and scope of issues to be 
referred to hearing, you should: 1) specify any of the executive director’s responses to 
comments that you dispute; and 2) the factual basis of the dispute.  In addition, you 
should list, to the extent possible, any disputed issues of law or policy. 

  



How To Request Reconsideration of the Executive Director’s 
Decision. 

Unlike a request for a contested case hearing, anyone may request reconsideration of the 
executive director’s decision.  A request for reconsideration should contain your name, 
address, daytime phone number, and, if possible, your fax number.  The request must 
state that you are requesting reconsideration of the executive director’s decision, and 
must explain why you believe the decision should be reconsidered. 

Deadline for Submitting Requests. 

A request for a contested case hearing or reconsideration of the executive director’s 
decision must be received by the Chief Clerk’s office no later than 30 calendar days 
after the date of this letter.  You may submit your request electronically at 
http://www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/comments or by mail to the following address: 

Bridget C. Bohac, Chief Clerk 
TCEQ, MC-105 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 

Processing of Requests. 

Timely requests for a contested case hearing or for reconsideration of the executive 
director’s decision will be referred to the alternative dispute resolution director and set 
on the agenda of one of the commission’s regularly scheduled meetings.  Additional 
instructions explaining these procedures will be sent to the attached mailing list when 
this meeting has been scheduled. 

How to Obtain Additional Information. 

If you have any questions or need additional information about the procedures 
described in this letter, please call the Public Participation and Education Program, toll 
free, at 1-800-687-4040. 

Sincerely, 

 
Bridget C. Bohac 
Chief Clerk 

BCB/ms 

Enclosure

http://www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/comments


 

 

MAILING LIST 
for 

Indeck Wharton, LLC 
Permit Nos. 111724 and PSDTX1374 

FOR THE APPLICANT: 

Mike Ferguson 
Vice President Operations 
Indeck Wharton, LLC 
600 North Buffalo Grove Road, 
Suite 300 
Buffalo Grove, Illinois  60089 

James S. Schneider, P.E. 
Senior Environmental Engineer 
Indeck Wharton, LLC 
600 North Buffalo Grove Road, 
Suite 300 
Buffalo Grove, Illinois  60089 

INTERESTED PERSONS: 

See attached list. 

FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
via electronic mail: 

Brian Christian, Director 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Environmental Assistance Division 
Public Education Program MC-108 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 

Jennifer Furrow, Staff Attorney 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Environmental Law Division MC-173 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 

Sean O’Brien, Technical Staff 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Air Permits Division MC-163 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL 
via electronic mail: 

Vic McWherter, Attorney 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Public Interest Counsel MC-103 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 

FOR THE CHIEF CLERK 
via electronic mail: 

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



ACUNA JR , DOMINGO 

10222 COUNTY ROAD 409

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5545

ACUNA , IGNACIA 

PO BOX 381

DANEVANG TX 77432-0381

ADAMS , E A 

1317 WENDEL ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2142

ADAMS , JIMMY 

369 RIVER VALLEY DR

WHARTON TX 77488-9739

ADAMS , MARY 

1317 WENDEL ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2142

AGUILAR , CHRISTINA 

PO BOX 343

DANEVANG TX 77432-0343

AGUILAR , REBECCA 

PO BOX 343

DANEVANG TX 77432-0343

ALBA , LAURA 

10328 COUNTY ROAD 409

EL CAMPO TX 77437-4668

ARAGUZ , EVIE 

5882 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6590

AYERS , MITCH 

501 W HWY 212

GRANITE FALLS MN 56241

BALDERAS , DELORES 

1009 E CALHOUN ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-4621

BARNES , MARIA 

3562 COUNTY ROAD 422

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7138

BERNDT , E E 

11865 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6583

BERNDT , SUZAN 

11865 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6583

BRAM , BARBARA 

PO BOX 358

DANEVANG TX 77432-0358

BRAM , BARBARA  & CLIFTON 

PO BOX 358

DANEVANG TX 77432-0358

BRAM , CLIFTON 

PO BOX 358

DANEVANG TX 77432-0358

BRAM , CRAIG 

2483 COUNTY ROAD 315

LOUISE TX 77455-4433

BRAM , TANYA 

2483 COUNTY ROAD 315

LOUISE TX 77455-4433

BROWN , ANN 

4065 COUNTY ROAD 357

EL CAMPO TX 77437-4694

BUBELA , FRANK 

412 ASH ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2934

BUBELA , PATSY 

412 ASH ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2934

CADRIEL , JENNIFER 

PO BOX 484

DANEVANG TX 77432-0484

CASTRO , RACHEL 

514 WILBUR ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6610

CERNY , PAUL 

2660 CR 318

LOUISE TX 77455

CERNY , TIM S 

315 MARGARET ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-4498

CHAPPELL , MARILYN 

PO BOX 295

DANEVANG TX 77432-0295

CHAVEZ , CARLOS A 

PO BOX 425

DANEVANG TX 77432-0425

CHAVEZ , ISAIAS 

PO BOX 425

DANEVANG TX 77432-0425

CHAVEZ , MARIA 

3590 COUNTY ROAD 422

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7138



CHLEBEK , SUSAN 

PO BOX 149

EL CAMPO TX 77437-0149

CHRISTENSEN , KENNETH 

4432 FM 2674 RD

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6413

CHRISTENSON , O V 

PO BOX 336

DANEVANG TX 77432-0336

CONTRERAS , NESTOR 

502 E STRAND ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-3032

COOK , DEBRA CATES 

2908 MYATT LN

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2020

DAVIS , JOE TOM 

PO BOX 386

EL CAMPO TX 77437-0386

DAVIS , KATHERINE H 

1210 QUAIL HOLLOW DR

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9365

DELEON , PATRICIA A 

PO BOX 275

DANEVANG TX 77432-0275

DIPPEL , DONNA 

1285 COUNTY ROAD 408

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6801

DIPPEL , DORABEL M 

PO BOX 304

DANEVANG TX 77432-0304

DIPPEL , JOHN A 

411 BRUNS ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5129

DIPPEL , MARY K 

411 BRUNS ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5129

DIPPEL , NEIL 

1285 COUNTY ROAD 408

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6801

DYBALA , EVELYN 

1907 WAYNE ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9529

EILTS , RACHAEL GOYNES 

388 COUNTY ROAD 410

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5586

ELLIS , CAROLYN 

1207 ALVIN ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-3901

ELLIS , JESSE 

1207 ALVIN ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-3901

ELY , JOHN W 

208 W HILLJE ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-4322

ESPITIA , LINDA 

10333 S STATE HIGHWAY 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9746

FINK , MARY 

9919 FM 960 RD

WHARTON TX 77488-4392

FINK , WALTER 

9919 FM 960 RD

WHARTON TX 77488-4392

GAONA JR , DANIEL 

2750 CR 424

DANEVANG TX 77437

GAONA , VENESSA 

2750 CR 424

DANEVANG TX 77437

GARAY , ANDREA 

404 AVENUE D

EL CAMPO TX 77437-4126

GARZA , ASHLEY 

562 COUNTY ROAD 322

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2554

GOELZER , CAROLYN W 

PO BOX 391

EL CAMPO TX 77437-0391

GONZALES , ANNABEL 

PO BOX 412

DANEVANG TX 77432-0412

GONZALES , DANIEL 

PO BOX 412

DANEVANG TX 77432-0412

GONZALES , ROSE MARY 

PO BOX 281

DANEVANG TX 77432-0281

GONZALEZ , CECILIA 

805 AUGUST ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6003



GORDON , KEVIN 

813 COUNTY ROAD 424

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7123

GOSSELINK , PAUL 

816 CONGRESS AVE STE 1900

AUSTIN TX 78701-2478

GOYNES , FRED 

388 COUNTY ROAD 410

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5586

GOYNES , VALARIE KIM 

388 COUNTY ROAD 410

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5586

GUTIERREZ , JAIME 

PO BOX 146

DANEVANG TX 77432

GUZMAN , BLANCA 

PO BOX 251

EL CAMPO TX 77437-0251

GUZMAN SR , OCTAVIO 

5058 S STATE HIGHWAY 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9640

HALE , KEVIN 

601 N RUSK ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437

HANSEN , CHARLOTTE 

PO BOX 473

LOUISE TX 77455-0473

HANSEN , JAMES 

PO BOX 473

LOUISE TX 77455-0473

HANSEN , JEFF 

1839 FM 1163 RD

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5671

HANSEN , MYRNA 

PO BOX 344

DANEVANG TX 77432-0344

HARTON , JENNIFER 

6091 COUNTY ROAD 424

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7144

HARTON , JIM W 

6091 COUNTY ROAD 424

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7144

HARTON , LAVERNE 

1908 COUNTY ROAD 426

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7147

HERRERA , OSCAR J 

PO BOX 423

DANEVANG TX 77432-0423

HINOJOSA , ESTEFANIA 

3590 COUNTY ROAD 422

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7138

HLAVATY , BARBARA 

1181 COUNTY ROAD 426

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7109

HLAVATY , DOUG 

1181 COUNTY ROAD 426

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7109

HLAVATY , PAISLEY 

1181 COUNTY ROAD 426

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7109

HOFFER , DARELL 

1874 COUNTY ROAD 362

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9773

HOLLAND , GLENN H 

3311 DORIS ST

BAY CITY TX 77414-4527

HOLUB , EDMUND 

4001 S STATE HIGHWAY 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9713

HOLUB , FARRYL DAVID 

LISTEN!

PO BOX 367

DANEVANG TX 77432-0367

HOLUB , GLORIA 

4001 S STATE HIGHWAY 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9713

HOLUB , JILLIAN 

PO BOX 367

DANEVANG TX 77432-0367

HOLUB , MARTI 

PO BOX 367

DANEVANG TX 77432-0367

JASINSKI , JOYCE 

PO BOX 851

EL CAMPO TX 77437-0851

JENSEN , BRIAN 

PO BOX 1484

EL CAMPO TX 77437-1484

JENSEN , BRIANNA 

11547 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6748



JENSEN , CARL H 

3810 TRAILSTONE LN

KATY TX 77494-2472

JENSEN , JACKSON 

11547 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6748

JENSEN , SARAH J 

PO BOX 366

DANEVANG TX 77432-0366

JENSEN , STEPHANIE 

11547 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6748

KACAL , FRANK S 

1317 WALLACE ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2139

KAINER , JAMES 

549 FM 960 RD

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5390

KAISER , HUBERT B 

397 CLIFFORD ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9643

KAISER , MARY JANE 

397 CLIFFORD ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9643

KRISTIANSEN , JAY 

3318 COUNTRY MEADOWS CT

PEARLAND TX 77584-2081

LAFOUR , RONAL 

411 BRUNS ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5129

LANDESS , BOBBIE 

405 W NORRIS ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2919

LEACH , JAMES H 

PO BOX 828

EL CAMPO TX 77437-0828

LIMON , ALAN GUZMAN 

5058 S STATE HIGHWAY 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9640

LIMON , KEYLY GUZMAN 

5058 S STATE HIGHWAY 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9640

LIMON , MELINA 

5058 S STATE HIGHWAY 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9640

MAHALITC , ANTHONY 

10852 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6536

MAHALITC , CINDY 

10852 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6536

MAREK , TINA 

821 COUNTY ROAD 123

WHARTON TX 77488-5165

MATHEWS , DOUG 

6676 FM 2765 RD

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6727

MAYHALL , SHARON 

PO BOX 274

DANEVANG TX 77432-0274

MEANS , CAROL 

902 E CALHOUN ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-4620

MEHNERT , MARY A 

2907 WILLOW CREEK DR

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2171

MELANSON , DIANA 

2602 MYATT LN

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2124

MENDEZ , ANTONIO 

105 LENORA LN

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9581

MENDOZA , ALEXANDERO 

3590 COUNTY ROAD 422

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7138

MENDOZA , MIRNA 

3590 COUNTY ROAD 422

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7138

MIKSIK , DARLEEN 

11663 COUNTY ROAD 403

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6324

MIKSIK , JUHL 

11663 COUNTY ROAD 403

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6324

MIKSIK , WESLEY 

11663 COUNTY ROAD 403

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6324

MILLS , GALON 

11231 S STATE HIGHWAY 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6744



MILLS , KRISTEN 

11231 S STATE HIGHWAY 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6744

MILLS , TYLER 

11231 S STATE HIGHWAY 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6744

MURRAY , EDDIE B 

3808 COUNTY ROAD 422

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7118

MURRAY , MAE JEAN 

3808 COUNTY ROAD 422

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7118

NAVARRO , MARIA O 

562 COUNTY ROAD 322

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2554

NETARDUS , JIMMIE JOYCE 

2202 ROSEMARY ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2451

OCAMPO , IRENE 

PO BOX 423

DANEVANG TX 77432-0423

ONTIVEROS , JULIA 

292 EDEN LN

DANEVANG TX 77432

ORTIZ , ANTONIO 

PO BOX 273

DANEVANG TX 77432-0273

PEREZ , CESAR ANTONIO 

779 CR 414

DANEVANG TX 77432

PEREZ , ROBERT 

PO BOX 353

DANEVANG TX 77432-0353

PETERSEN , RALPH E 

PO BOX 306

BLESSING TX 77419-0306

PETERSEN , SANDRA F 

1314 CROSSFIELD DR

KATY TX 77450-4304

POENITZSCH , LINDSEY 

211 SAM HOUSTON DR

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9682

PRIESMEYER , MADELINE 

2805 WEST LOOP APT 108

EL CAMPO TX 77437-8002

RANGEL , CARLOS 

PO BOX 425

DANEVANG TX 77432-0425

RANGEL , CHRISTOPHER 

PO BOX 448

DANEVANG TX 77432-0448

RANGEL , HECTOR 

PO BOX 448

DANEVANG TX 77432-0448

RANGEL , JOANN 

PO BOX 448

DANEVANG TX 77432-0448

RANGEL , JUAN 

PO BOX 448

DANEVANG TX 77432-0448

RANGEL , KAREN 

PO BOX 448

DANEVANG TX 77432-0448

REYNA , EDWARD 

10184 COUNTY ROAD 409

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5544

RIVERA , BEN  & ESTHER 

PO BOX 423

DANEVANG TX 77432-0423

RIVERA , ERIN 

10962 S SH 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437

RIVERA , MEAGAN 

10962 S SH 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437

RUMBAUGH , BEN 

PO BOX 1626

EL CAMPO TX 77437-1626

RUMBAUGH , JESSICA 

PO BOX 1626

EL CAMPO TX 77437-1626

SANCHEZ , ANTONIO 

PO BOX 475

DANEVANG TX 77432-0475

SANCHEZ , ANTONIO 

PO BOX 284

DANEVANG TX 77432-0284

SANCHEZ , JORGE 

2240 S STATE HIGHWAY 71

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9747



SANCHEZ , ROSARIO 

PO BOX 475

DANEVANG TX 77432-0475

SANDERS , LYDIA 

1629 FM 1163 RD

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2347

SCHAER , ANN  & DOYLE 

PO BOX 307

DANEVANG TX 77432-0307

SCHAER , DOYLE 

PO BOX 307

DANEVANG TX 77432-0307

SCHMIDT , ADELINE 

5714 COUNTY ROAD 424

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7149

SCHMIDT , EARL 

4756 COUNTY ROAD 424

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7100

SCHMIDT , JEANETTE 

4550 COUNTY ROAD 424

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7120

SCHMIDT , JOHANNA 

4756 COUNTY ROAD 424

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7100

SCHMIDT , STACY L 

4550 COUNTY ROAD 424

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7120

SCHMIDT , STAVEN 

5714 COUNTY ROAD 424

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7149

SKINNER , LINDA 

PO BOX 1432

EL CAMPO TX 77437-1432

STAFF , RECIE 

PO BOX 1572

EL CAMPO TX 77437-1572

STANKOWSKI , RAY 

303 2ND ST FL 7

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94107-1366

STEPHENSON , THE HONORABLE PHIL STATE 
REPRESENTATIVE
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES DISTRICT 85

PO BOX 2910

AUSTIN TX 78768-2910

STRNADEL , ROBERT W 

PO BOX 351

EL CAMPO TX 77437-0351

TAYLOR , DAMIAN 

PO BOX 367

EL CAMPO TX 77437-0367

TAYLOR , DAMION 

PO BOX 357

DANEVANG TX 77432-0357

TERRAZAS , JOSE 

5840 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6590

TERRAZAS , RAQUEL 

5840 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6590

THOMPSON , ROSIE 

2718 BROOK BEND LN

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2126

TORRES , ALMA 

274 LANTANA LN

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5572

TORRES , MIGUEL 

11243 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6566

TREYBIG , MARY 

302 SAM HOUSTON DR

EL CAMPO TX 77437-9757

TUPA , DANNY 

PO BOX 438

DANEVANG TX 77432-0438

TUPA , MATTHEW W 

404 AVENUE D

EL CAMPO TX 77437-4126

VACEK , BETTY 

PO BOX 442

DANEVANG TX 77432-0442

VACEK , EDDIE 

PO BOX 442

DANEVANG TX 77432-0442

VAJDOS , BOOTSIE 

PO BOX 466

LOUISE TX 77455-0466

VALDEZ , ELIAS 

10296 CR 409

DANEVANG TX 77432

VALDEZ , ELLIE 

285 HICKORY LN

DANEVANG TX 77432



VALDEZ JR , JOE 

PO BOX 351

DANEVANG TX 77432-0351

VALDEZ , JOE A 

PO BOX 512

DANEVANG TX 77432-0512

VALDEZ , JUAN 

PO BOX 385

DANEVANG TX 77432-0385

VALDEZ , KAYLEE 

PO BOX 351

DANEVANG TX 77432-0351

VARGAS , SANJUANA 

PO BOX 448

DANEVANG TX 77432-0448

VEGA , EUSEBIO 

1 CR 403

DANEVANG TX 77432

VELASQUEZ , FRANCISCO 

PO BOX 373

DANEVANG TX 77432-0373

VELASQUEZ , MARINA 

PO BOX 373

DANEVANG TX 77432-0373

VELASQUEZ , REMIGIO 

PO BOX 373

DANEVANG TX 77432-0373

VELAZQUEZ , CECILIA 

3590 COUNTY ROAD 422

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7138

VELAZQUEZ , HUMBERTO 

5840 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6590

VELAZQUEZ , MARIA CARMEN 

PO BOX 425

DANEVANG TX 77432-0425

VELAZQUEZ , NORMA 

5840 COUNTY ROAD 405

EL CAMPO TX 77437-6590

WARD , HELEN 

1509 CHARLIE ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-5809

WARD , STEVEN 

803 MABLE ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-2719

WELSH , MELISSA 

902 E CALHOUN ST

EL CAMPO TX 77437-4620

WILLIAMS , JOHN 

6 BASH PL

HOUSTON TX 77027-5602

WILSON , GINA 

750 CR 425

BAY CITY TX 77414

WILSON , STEVEN 

750 CR 425

BAY CITY TX 77414

YANEZ , BETTY  & MANUEL 

3210 COUNTY ROAD 422

EL CAMPO TX 77437-7006

YANEZ , MARTIN 

PO BOX 261

DANEVANG TX 77432-0261
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TCEQ AIR QUALITY PERMIT NUMBERS 111724 and PSDTX1374 


 
APPLICATION BY 
INDECK WHARTON, LLC 
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BEFORE THE 
 
TEXAS COMMISSION ON 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 


EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT 


The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) files this 
Response to Public Comment (Response) on the New Source Review Authorization application 
and Executive Director’s preliminary decision. 
As required by Title 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) § 55.156, before an application is 
approved, the Executive Director prepares a response to all timely, relevant and material, or 
significant comments.  The Office of Chief Clerk received timely comments from numerous 
persons. Commenters listed in Appendix A submitted comments using form letters with 
substantially the same content; these commenters are annotated with “Group A” in the 
comments. Commenters listed in Appendix B submitted comments with one co-signed letter; 
these commenters are annotated with “Group B” in the comments.  Also, five individuals and 
one group had unique comments: Doyle and Ann Schaer, Betty and Eddie Vacek, Farryl Holub, 
and the organization LISTEN! An Alliance to Protect the People and Property of Wharton 
County (LISTEN!).  This Response addresses all timely public comments received, whether or 
not withdrawn.  If you need more information about this permit application or the permitting 
process please call the TCEQ Public Education Program at 1-800-687-4040.  General 
information about the TCEQ can be found at our website at www.tceq.texas.gov. 


BACKGROUND 


Description of Facility 


Indeck Wharton, LLC has applied to the TCEQ for a New Source Review Authorization under 
Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), §382.0518.  This will authorize the construction of a new facility 
that may emit air contaminants. 


This permit will authorize the applicant to construct three new natural gas fired combustion 
turbine generators (CTGs).  The CTGs will either be the General Electric 7FA (~214 MW each) or 
the Siemens SGT6-5000F (~227 MW each) operating as peaking units in simple cycle mode.  
The facility is located on west side of State Route 71, 3350 feet south of the intersection of Route 
71 and County Road 424 in Danevang, about 0.50 mile south of the center of Danevang, in 
Wharton County, Texas.  Contaminants authorized under this permit include nitrogen oxides 
(NOx), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (SO2), particulate matter (PM) including 
particulate matter with diameters of 10 microns or less (PM10) and 2.5 microns or less (PM2.5), 
volatile organic compounds (VOC), and hazardous air pollutants. 



http://www.tceq.texas.gov/
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Procedural Background 


Before work is begun on the construction of a new facility that may emit air contaminants, the 
person planning the construction must obtain a permit from the TCEQ.  This permit application 
is for an initial issuance of Air Quality Permit Numbers 111724 and PSDTX1374. 


The permit application was received on June 18, 2013, and declared administratively complete 
on July 11, 2013.  The Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain an Air Quality Permit (public 
notice) for this permit application was published in English on August 7, 2013, in the El Campo 
Leader-News. The Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision for an Air Quality Permit was 
published on May 17, 2014, in English in the El Campo Leader-News.  A public meeting was 
held on September 30, 2014, in El Campo.  The notice of public meeting was mailed to 
interested parties on September 9, 2014. The notice of public meeting was published in English 
on September 10, 2014, in the El Campo Leader-News.  Although the public notices were also 
required to be published in a Spanish language newspaper of general circulation, this 
requirement was waived pursuant to 30 TAC § 39.405(h)(8) because the applicant certified that 
no Spanish language newspaper of general circulation exists in the municipality  or county 
where the proposed facility is located. The public comment period ended on September 30, 
2014. 


COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 


COMMENT 1: Commenters request a copy of the complete TCEQ Form Number 20244 
submitted by the applicant. (Betty and Eddie Vacek) 


RESPONSE 1: The completed form was emailed to the commenters on May 9, 2014. 


COMMENT 2: Commenters state they have not seen any newspaper notices nor required signs 
posted on the proposed property and were not notified about the project. (Betty and Eddie 
Vacek) 


Notices were disguised or lacked adequate disclosure so as to have gone unnoticed by local 
residents and that residents and property owners were not informed. (Group A) 


Commenter states the applicant attempted to hide the project from the public and that required 
signs were obscured from public view. (LISTEN!, Farryl Holub) 


RESPONSE 2: The Executive Director directs applicants to provide public notice as required 
by TCEQ rules, in accordance with statutory requirements. The required newspaper notice 
invites citizens to request mailed notice on matters of interest by submitting their contact 
information to the Office of the Chief Clerk, so that they may receive information regarding 
particular matters. The Executive Director is required to mail notice to persons on mailing lists 
maintained by the Office of the Chief Clerk. Additionally, for certain air quality applications, 
including this application, applicants are required to post signs at the site that provide notice of 
the filing of an application and TCEQ contact information. 


For Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain an Air Quality Permit, the applicant submitted a 
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sworn affidavit dated August 7, 2013 from the publisher of the El Campo Leader-News stating 
the public notice was published on August 7, 2013.  


Additionally, per 30 TAC § 39.604, signs must be placed, at the applicant’s expense, at the site of 
the existing or proposed facility. The sign(s) must declare the filing of an application for a 
permit and state the manner in which the TCEQ may be contacted for further information. The 
applicant must provide verification to the commission that the sign posting was conducted in 
accordance with TCEQ rules. Each sign placed at the site must be located within ten feet of every 
property line paralleling a public highway, street, or road. Signs must be also visible from the 
street and spaced at not more than 1,500-foot intervals. A minimum of one sign, but no more 
than three signs shall be required along any property line paralleling a public highway, street, or 
road. The applicant certified that it met the requirements of the rule.  The applicant submitted 
the Public Notice Verification Form signed September 12, 2013, stating that the required signs 
were posted in accordance with the regulations and instruction of the TCEQ.   


For Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision, the applicant submitted a sworn affidavit 
dated May 19, 2014 from the publisher of the El Campo Leader-News stating the public notice 
was published on May 17, 2014. 


COMMENT 3: Commenters want to know when the Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain an 
Air Quality Permit public comment period ends. (Betty and Eddie Vacek) 


Commenters request more time for the public to learn about the project and comment. 
(LISTEN!, Farryl Holub) 


RESPONSE 3: The public comment period lasted over a year, beginning on August 7, 2013, 
and ending at the close of the public meeting held on September 30, 2014.  The application was 
submitted on June 18, 2013, and made available for public review at TCEQ offices in Austin, the 
TCEQ Regional Office in Corpus Christi, and at the El Campo City Hall for that time period. The 
application continues to be available for review at until such time the commissioners of the 
TCEQ take action on the application or refer issues to the State Office of Administrative 
Hearings.  


In addition to the information about the project contained in the public notices, a public 
meeting held on September 30, 2014.  The public meeting provided additional information 
about the project and offered an opportunity for an informal question and answer session 
between the public, representatives for the applicant, and representatives from TCEQ. The 
public meeting also included a formal comment session. 


COMMENT 4: Commenters state they have not seen the draft permit nor had an opportunity 
to review it. (Betty and Eddie Vacek) 


RESPONSE 4: Prior to publication of the Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision, the 
applicant is required to place the draft permit in a public place identified in the public notice, 
where it is to remain through the public comment period. The applicant submitted the TCEQ’s 
Public Notice Verification Form signed July 1, 2014, stating that the draft permit was made 
available at the El Campo City Hall, 315 E. Jackson Street, El Campo, Wharton County, Texas. 
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As noted in the public notice, the documents are also available at 
http://www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/cid. 


COMMENT 5: Commenters are concerned about the effect of the project on their property 
values. (Betty and Eddie Vacek) 


Commenters are concerned about the effect of the proposed facilities on the beauty of their 
property and the effect on tourism to their property. (Group B) 


Commenters state the building will be unsightly and the sound will be an environmental hazard 
to area wildlife and people. (Doyle and Ann Schaer) 


Commenters request that the applicant move to a different site. (Group A, Group B) 


RESPONSE 5: The TCEQ’s jurisdiction is established by the Legislature and is limited to the 
issues set forth in statute. Accordingly, the TCEQ does not have jurisdiction to consider noise or 
light pollution, zoning, visual appearance, or effects on property values when determining 
whether to approve or deny a permit application, unless state law imposes specific distance 
limitations that are enforceable by the TCEQ. Zoning and land use are beyond the authority of 
the TCEQ for consideration when reviewing air quality permit applications and such issues 
should be directed to local officials.  


COMMENT 6: Commenters are concerned about the effect of the project on their health, the 
health of sensitive population groups with respiratory and other health problems, and in 
general, the emission of air contaminants from the proposed facilities. (Group A, Group B, Doyle 
and Ann Schaer, and Farryl Holub) 


Commenters are concerned about the reaction of stack emissions from the proposed facilities 
with chemicals used on the surrounding agricultural land. (Group A, LISTEN!, and Farryl 
Holub) 


Commenters note that they grow crops and raise horses and cattle on tracts of land near the 
proposed site. (LISTEN!, Farryl Holub) 


RESPONSE 6: TCEQ has reviewed the permit application and has found it to be in compliance 
with all applicable federal and state regulatory requirements. 


For many permits, potential impacts to human health and welfare or the environment are 
determined by comparing air dispersion modeling predicted emission concentrations from the 
proposed facility to appropriate state and federal standards and effects screening levels.1, 2 The 
specific health-based standards or guidance levels employed in evaluating the potential 
emissions include the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS); TCEQ standards 
                                                      
1 See the document “Air Quality Modeling Guidelines” for details on air modeling at the TCEQ website at 
www.tceq.texas.gov/permitting/air/guidance/newsourcereview/nsr_mod_guidance.html. Also visit the 
agency air modeling page at www.tceq.texas.gov/permitting/air/nav/modeling_index.html. 
2 Documents referenced in this response that are available on the TCEQ website are also available in 
printed form at a small cost from the TCEQ Publications office at 512-239-0028. 



http://www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/cid

http://www.tceq.texas.gov/permitting/air/guidance/newsourcereview/nsr_mod_guidance.html

http://www.tceq.texas.gov/permitting/air/nav/modeling_index.html
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contained in 30 TAC Chapter 111, Control of Air Pollution from Visible Emissions and 
Particulate Matter, specifically 30 TAC § 111.151, Allowable Emissions Limits, and 30 TAC  
§ 112.3, Net Ground Level Concentrations; and TCEQ Effect Screening Levels (ESLs).3 


NAAQS are created by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and are 
defined in the federal regulations 40 CFR § 50.2, Scope, include both primary and secondary 
standards. The primary standards are those which the Administrator of the EPA determines are 
necessary, with an adequate margin of safety, to protect the public health, including sensitive 
members of the population such as children, the elderly, and individuals with existing lung or 
cardiovascular conditions. Secondary NAAQS are those which the Administrator determines are 
necessary to protect the public welfare and the environment, including animals, crops, 
vegetation, and buildings, from any known or anticipated adverse effects associated with the 
presence of an air contaminant in the ambient air. The standards are set for criteria pollutants: 
ozone, lead, carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (SO2), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), and 
particulate matter (PM) including particulate matter with diameters of 10 micrometers or less 
(PM10) and 2.5 micrometers or less (PM2.5).  


For most permit applications, including the applications for these permits, air dispersion 
modeling is performed. After a permit application’s modeling review is complete, in most 
instances, the modeling results are then sent to the TCEQ’s toxicology section to evaluate 
whether emissions from the proposed facility are expected to cause health or nuisance problems. 
The toxicology section reviews the results from air dispersion modeling by comparing those 
results to the TCEQ Effects Screening Levels (ESLs).  


ESLs are constituent-specific guideline concentrations used in TCEQ’s effects evaluation of 
constituent concentrations in air. These guidelines are derived by the Toxicology Division and 
are based on a constituent’s potential to cause adverse health effects, odor nuisances, and effects 
on vegetation. Health-based screening levels are set at levels lower than levels reported to 
produce adverse health effects, and as such are set to protect the general public, including 
sensitive subgroups such as children, the elderly, or people with existing respiratory conditions. 
Adverse health or welfare effects are not expected to occur if the air concentration of a 
constituent is below its ESL. If an air concentration of a constituent is above the screening level, 
it is not necessarily indicative that an adverse effect will occur, but rather that further evaluation 
is warranted. Generally, maximum concentrations predicted to occur at a sensitive receptor 
which are at or below the ESL would not be expected to cause adverse effects. 


For this specific permit application, appropriate air dispersion modeling was performed with the 
air quality model AERMOD. The likelihood of whether adverse health effects caused by 
emissions from the applicant’s proposed facilities could occur in members of the general public, 
including sensitive subgroups such as children, the elderly, or people with existing respiratory 
conditions, was determined by comparing each facility’s predicted air dispersion computer 
modeling concentrations to the relevant state and federal standards and effects screening levels. 
The permit reviewer used modeling results to verify that predicted ground level concentrations 
(GLC) from the proposed facilities are not likely to adversely impact off-property receptors. 


                                                      
3 To view the ESL list or obtain more information on ESLs, visit the TCEQ website at 
www.tceq.texas.gov/toxicology/esl/list_main.html 



http://www.tceq.texas.gov/toxicology/esl/list_main.html





Executive Director’s Response to Public Comment 
Indeck Wharton, LLC, Permit Nos. 111724 and PSDTX1374 
Page 6 of 11 
 
 
TCEQ approved background concentrations from the geographic area surrounding the site or 
other appropriate background are added to the modeled concentrations when applicable. The 
overall evaluation process provides a conservative prediction that is protective of the public. The 
modeling predictions were reviewed by the TCEQ Air Dispersion Modeling Team (ADMT), and 
the modeling analysis was determined to be acceptable. 


An air dispersion modeling analysis was performed for the following criteria pollutants: PM10, 
PM2.5, SO2, NO2, and CO. 


Particulate matter consists of solid particles and liquid droplets found in the air. PM10 is referred 
to as “coarse” particles and PM2.5 is referred to as “fine” particles. Sources of coarse particles 
include wind-blown dust, dust generated by vehicles traveling on unpaved roads, and material 
handling. Fine particles are usually produced via industrial and residential combustion 
processes and vehicle exhaust. 


The NAAQS for PM10 is based on a 24-hour time period. The measurement for predicted 
concentrations of air contaminants in modeling exercises is expressed in terms of micrograms 
per cubic meter (µg/m3). One microgram is 1/1,000,000 of a gram, or 2.2/1,000,000,000 of a 
pound (approximately the weight of a dust mite) of air contaminant per cubic meter of ambient 
air. The air volume of a cubic meter is approximately the size of a washing machine. Predicted 
air concentrations occurring below the 24-hour NAAQS of 150 µg/m3 are not expected to 
exacerbate existing conditions or cause adverse health effects. Modeling for this facility resulted 
in predicted maximum GLC of PM10 concentrations to be 1.19 µg/m3 (24-hour) which is below 
the de minimis level for the NAAQS of 5 µg/m3 and therefore would not be expected to cause 
significant deterioration of the ambient air. 


The NAAQS for PM2.5 is based on 24-hour and annual time periods. Predicted air concentrations 
occurring below the 24-hour NAAQS of 35 µg/m3 and the annual NAAQS of 12 µg/m3 are not 
expected to exacerbate existing conditions or cause adverse health effects. Modeling for this 
facility resulted in predicted maximum GLC of PM2.5 concentrations to be 0.66 µg/m3 (24-hour) 
and 0.1 µg/m3 (annual) which are below the de minimis levels for the NAAQS of 1.2 µg/m3 (24 
hour) and 0.3 µg/m3 (annual) and therefore would not be expected to cause significant 
deterioration of the ambient air. 


SO2 was also evaluated for Indeck Wharton’s facilities. The SO2 NAAQS is based on one-hour, 
24-hour, and annual time periods. Predicted SO2 air concentrations occurring below the 
one-hour, twenty-four hour, and annual NAAQS of 196 µg/m3, 365 µg/m3, and 80 µg/m3, 
respectively, are not expected to exacerbate existing conditions or cause adverse health effects. 
Modeling of this facility resulted in predicted air concentrations of SO2 of 1.37 µg/m3 (one-
hour), 2.53 µg/m3 (twenty-four hour), and 0.05 µg /m3 (annual), which are below the de 
minimis levels for the SO2 NAAQS of 7.8 µg/m3 (one-hour), 5 µg/m3 (twenty-four hour), and 1 
µg/m3 (annual) and therefore would not be expected to cause significant deterioration of the 
ambient air quality.  


Nitrogen dioxide (NO2) was also evaluated. The NO2 NAAQS is based on one-hour and annual 
time periods. Predicted NO2 air concentrations occurring below the one-hour and annual 
NAAQS of 188 µg/m3 and 100 µg/m3, respectively, are not expected to exacerbate existing 
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conditions or cause adverse health effects. Modeling of this facility resulted in predicted air 
concentrations of NO2 of 19.3 µg/m3 (one-hour) and 1.8 µg/m3 (annual) which are above the de 
minimis levels for the NAAQS of 7.5 µg/m3 (one-hour) and 1 µg/m3 (annual) requiring a full 
NAAQS analysis. The result of the full analysis was 173.3 µg/m3 (one-hour) and 21.5 µg/m3 
(annual) which are below the NAAQS. Since the predicted concentrations are below the NO2 
NAAQS for each of the respective averaging times, adverse effects from emissions of this 
pollutant are not expected to cause adverse health effects. 


Carbon monoxide (CO) was also evaluated for Indeck Wharton. The CO NAAQS is based on one-
hour and 8-hour time periods. Predicted CO air concentrations occurring below the one-hour 
and 8-hour NAAQS of 40,000 µg/m3 and 10,000 µg/m3, respectively, are not expected to 
exacerbate existing conditions or cause adverse health effects. Modeling of these facilities 
resulted in predicted air concentrations of CO to be 363 µg/m3 (one-hour) and 65.5 µg/m3 (8-
hour), which are below the de minimis levels for the NAAQS of 2000 µg/m3 (one-hour) and 500 
µg/m3 (8-hour) and therefore would not be expected to cause deterioration of the ambient air 
quality. 


In summary, based on the potential concentrations reviewed by the Executive Director’s staff, it 
is not expected that existing health conditions will worsen, or that there will be adverse health 
effects in the general public, sensitive subgroups, or animal life as a result of exposure to the 
expected levels of PM10, PM2.5 ,SO2, NOX, or CO. 


Additionally, the applicant performed an air dispersion modeling analysis for the following non-
criteria pollutants according to TCEQ’s guidance entitled, “Modeling Effects and Review 
Applicability.” The following pollutants were below their respective ESLs and would not be 
expected to cause adverse effects: acetaldehyde, acrolein, arsenic (metal and inorganic 
compounds), benzene, cadmium (metal & compounds), chromium metal, formaldehyde, 
mercury (alkyls), naphthalene, nickel (metal & compounds), polycyclic aromatic HC’s 
(particulate, <10% b(a)p, not otherwise classified), propylene oxide, selenium oxide, toluene, 
and xylene mixture. 


ESLs are chemical concentrations in the air that are safe. ESLs are mainly used in the air 
permitting process to assess the protectiveness of substance-specific emission rate limits for 
facilities undergoing air permit reviews. If predicted airborne levels of a chemical did not exceed 
its ESL, the TCEQ Toxicology Division (TD) did not review the predicted levels of chemicals. If 
predicted airborne levels of a chemical exceeded its ESL, adverse health or welfare effects would 
not necessarily be expected to result, but a more in-depth review would be triggered. In this 
review, the TD examines the modeled worst-case off-property ground-level air concentrations 
resulting from the emissions from a new or existing facility and compares them to the ESLs to 
determine whether any adverse health or welfare effects would be expected. Because the 
modeled concentrations are based on a proposed facility’s worst-case operating scenario, it 
assumes the facility is operating at full capacity at all times, which rarely happens. 


The method for deriving ESLs addresses both cumulative and aggregate exposures. For 
noncancer-causing chemicals, the TCEQ derives a scientifically sound, safe level, and then 
tightens that number by 70 percent for evaluating air permit applications to account for 
cumulative and aggregate exposures. The risk-management goal for cancer-causing chemicals is 
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1 in 100,000, which is the theoretical added cancer risk that a chemical may cause over a 
lifetime of exposure in the most sensitive portions of the population. Thus, the ESL derivation 
includes conservative safety factors to acknowledge that some members of the general 
population such as children, the elderly, and people with pre-existing disease, may be more 
susceptible to the effects of an air constituent than other people; ESLs are derived to protect 
these susceptible populations. 


The TCEQ evaluates cumulative and aggregate exposures from air during the air permitting 
process.  Typically, when evaluating the maximum concentration predicted to occur at a 
sensitive receptor, the concentration must be at or below the ESL.  The ESL is derived 
conservatively and layers of conservative assumptions are made in the worst-case modeling 
analysis itself.  Each facility the TCEQ TD staff reviews is evaluated against this criterion, so 
multiple facilities in the area have been reviewed to the same level of protectiveness.   


Modeled emissions that are predicted to occur at the Indeck Wharton facilities are less than 
their respective ESLs. Based on the fact that there are no exceedances of the ESL, which takes 
into account cumulative and aggregate exposures, and considering the conservative nature of 
the model, short- or long-term adverse health effects are not anticipated to occur among the 
general public as a result of exposure to the proposed emissions from these facilities. 


COMMENT 7: Commenters request the TCEQ deny the permit application. (Doyle and Ann 
Schaer) 


RESPONSE 7: Air quality permit applications are evaluated to determine whether standards 
outlined in the TCAA and applicable state and federal rules and regulations are met. As part of 
the permit evaluation process, the permit reviewer identifies all sources of air contaminants at 
the proposed facility, assures that the facility will be using Best Available Control Technology for 
the sources and types of contaminants emitted, and determines that no adverse effects to public 
health, general welfare, or physical property are expected to result from a facility’s proposed 
emissions. TCEQ will not issue the permit until a demonstration is made. 


COMMENT 8: Commenters state that a pipeline ruptured on property immediately adjacent to 
the applicant’s proposed site.  Various wells are used to monitor groundwater contamination 
from the spill. Commenters are concerned that this groundwater and/or surface contamination 
may somehow interact with applicant’s operation and emissions. (LISTEN!, Farryl Holub) 


RESPONSE 8: While the TCEQ is responsible for the environmental protection of all media, 
including water, this is an application for an air quality permit. The TCAA specifically addresses 
air-related issues. The scope of this air quality permit application review does not include a 
water assessment or consideration of issues involving groundwater monitoring on adjacent 
property. The issuance of an air quality permit does not negate the responsibility of an applicant 
to apply for any additionally required authorizations prior to constructing or operating a facility. 
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CHANGES MADE IN RESPONSE TO COMMENT 


No changes to the draft permit have been made in response to public comment. 


 
Respectfully submitted, 


Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 


Richard A. Hyde, P.E., Executive Director 


Caroline Sweeney, Deputy Director 
Office of Legal Services 


Robert Martinez, Division Director 
Environmental Law Division 


 
 
Ms. Jennifer Furrow, Staff Attorney 
Environmental Law Division 
State Bar Number 24078524 
PO Box 13087, MC 173 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
(512) 239-1439 


REPRESENTING THE  
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE 
TEXAS COMMISSION ON  
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
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APPENDIX A (“Group A”) 


Commenters listed in this appendix submitted comments against the permit using form letters 
with substantially the same content. 


Domingo Acuna Jr., Ignacia Acuna, E.A. Adams, Jimmy Adams, Mary Adams, Christina Aguilar, 
Rebecca Aguilar, Laura Alba, Elvie Araguz, Delores Balderas, E.E. Berndt, Suzan Berndt, 
Barbara Bram, Clifton Bram, Craig Bram, Tanya Bram, Ann Brown, Frank Bubela, Patsy Bubela, 
Jennifer Cadriel, Rachel Castro, Paul Cerny, Tim S. Cerny, Carlos A. Chavez, Isaias Chavez, 
Maria Chavez, Susan Chlebek, Kenneth Christiensen, Nestor Contreras, Debra Cates Cook, Joe 
Tom Davis, Katherine H. Davis, Patricia A. Deleon, Donna Dippel, Dorabel M. Dippel, John A. 
Dippel, Mary K. Dippel, Neil Dippel, Evelyn Dybala, Rachel Goynes Eilts, Carolyn Ellis, Jesse 
Ellis, John W. Ely, Linda Espitia, Mary Fink, Walter Fink, Juan Flores, Daniel Gaona Jr., 
Venessa Gaona, Andrea Garay, Carolyn W. Goelzer, Daniel Gonzales, Rose Mary Gonzales, 
Cecelia Gonzales, Jose Antonio Gonzalez, Kevin Gordon, Fred Goynes, Valerie Kim Goynes, Sher 
Larsen Green, Jaime Gutierrez, Blanca Guzman, Octavio Guzman, Kevin Hale, Charlotte 
Hansen, James Hansen, Jeff Hansen, Myrna Hansen, Jennifer Harton, Jim W. Harton, Laverne 
Harton, Robert W. Hernandez, Oscar J. Herrera, Estefania Hinojosa, Barbara Hlavaty, Doug 
Hlavaty, Paisley Hlavaty, Glenn H. Holland, Edmund Holub, Farryl David Holub, Gloria Holub, 
Jillian Holub, Marti Holub, Joyce Jasinski, Brian Jensen, Brianna Jensen, Carl H. Jensen, 
Jackson Jensen, Sarah J. Jensen, Stephanie Jensen, Frank S. Kacal, Hubert B. Kaiser, Mary 
Jane Kaiser, Jay Kristiansen, Ronal Lafour, Bobbie Landress, James H. Leach, Alan Guzman 
Limon, Keyly Guzman Limon, Melina Limon, Anthony Mahalitc, Cindy Mahalitc, Tina Marek, 
Sharon Mayhall, Carol Means, Mary A. Mehnert, Diana Melanson, Antonio Mendez, Alexandero 
Mendoza, Mirna Mendoza, Galon Mills, Kristen Mills, Tyler Mills, Eddie B. Murray, Mae Jean 
Murray, Jimmie Joyce Netardus, Julia Ontiveros, Antonio Ortiz, Cesar Antonio Perez, Robert 
Perez, Ralph E. Petersen, Sandra F. Petersen, Lindsey Poenitzsch, Madeline Priesmeyer, Carlos 
Rangel, Christopher Rangel, Hector Rangel, Joann Rangel, Juan Rangel, Karen Rangel, Edward 
Reyna, Ben Rumbaugh, Jessica Rumbaugh, Antonio Sanchez (two separate commenters), Jorge 
Sanchez, Rosario Sanchez, Lydia Sanders, Adeline Schmidt, Earl Schmidt, Jeanette Schmidt, 
Johanna Schmidt, Stacy L. Schmidt, Staven Schmidt, Linda Skinner, Recie Staff, Robert W. 
Strnader, Damion Taylor, Jose Terrazas, Raquel Terrazas, Rosie Thompson, Alma Torres, 
Baltazar Torres, Manuel Torres, Miguel Torres, Mary Treybig, Danny Tupa, Matthew W. Tupa, 
Betty Vacek, Eddie Vacek, Bootsie Vajdos, Elias Valdez, Ellie Valdez, Joe A. Valdez, Joe Valdez 
Jr., Juan Valdez, Kaylee Valdez, Sanjuana Vargas, Eusebio Vega, Francisco Velasquez, Marina 
Velasquez, Remigio Velasquez, Cecilia Velazquez, Humberto Velaquez, Maria Carmen 
Velazquez, Norma Velazquez, Helen Ward, Melissa Welsh, Gina Wilson, Steven Wilson, Betty 
and Manual Yanez, Martin Yanez, and Rafael Yanez. 
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APPENDIX B (“Group B”) 


Commenters listed in this appendix submitted comments in opposition to the permit using a petition with 
a list of signatures. 


Maria Barnes, Marilyn Chappell, O.V. Christensen, Ashley Garza, Annabel Gonzales, Darleen Miksik, 
Juhl Miksik, Wesley Miksik, , Maria O. Navarro, Irene Ocampo, Ben Rivera, Erin Rivera, Esther Rivera, 
Meagan Rivera, Ann Schaer, Doyle Schaer, Damion Taylor. 
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