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March 9, 2015

TO: Persons on the attached mailing list.

RE: 3 B&J Wastewater Company Inc.
TPDES Permit No. WQ0014911002

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. Unless a timely request
for contested case hearing or reconsideration is received (see below), the TCEQ
executive director will act on the application and issue the permit.

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 Georgetown Public Library, 402 West 8t Street, Georgetown,
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) Iftherequest is made by a group or association, the request must identify:

(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
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(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.

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 Education Program, toll free, at 1-800-
687-4040.

Sincerely,

Bridget C. Bohac
Chief Clerk

BCB/ka

Enclosure
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MAILING LIST

3 B&J Wastewater Company Inc.
TPDES Permit No. WQ0014911002

FOR THE APPLICANT:

Daniel Burns, Vice President
3 B&J Wastewater Company Inc.

c¢/o Austin-Ronald Reagan Boulevard LLC

4521 Sharon Road, Suite 115
Charlotte, North Carolina 28211

Aaron Laughlin, P.E.
Stegar Bizzell

1978 South Austin, Avenue
Georgetown, Texas 78626

PROTESTANTS/INTERESTED
PERSONS:

Forest D. Cook

Law Offices of Forest D. Cook
P.O. Box 1482

Austin, Texas 78767

JD Head

Fritz, Byrne, Head & Harrison, PLLC
98 San Jacinto Boulevard, Suite 2000
Austin, Texas 78701

Jim Briggs, Interim City Manager &
General Manager of Utilities

City of Georgetown

113 East 8th Street

Georgetown, Texas 78626

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

Michael T. Parr II, Staff Attorney
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Environmental Law Division MC-173
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Larry Diamond, Technical Staff
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Water Quality Division MC-148

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL
via electronic mail:

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




PROPOSED NEW TPDES PERMIT NO. WQ0014911002

APPLICATION BY § BEFORE THE
3 B&J WASTEWATER § TEXAS COMMISSION
CO., INC. FOR TPDES § ON ENVIRONMENTAL
PERMIT NO. § QUALITY
WQ0014911002

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT

The Executive Director (ED) of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the
commission or TCEQ) files this Response to Public Comment (Response) on the
application by 3 B&J Wastewater Company, Inc. (Applicant) for a new Texas Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (TPDES) Permit, permit No. WQ0014911002, and on the
ED’s preliminary decision on the application. As required by Title 30 of the Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) Section (§) 55.156, before a permit is issued, the ED
prepares a response to all timely, relevant and material, or significant comments. The
Office of the Chief Clerk received timely comment letters from J.D. Head and Forest
Cook, both on behalf of Vic McNallie, and on behalf of the City of Georgetown
(Georgetown), Jim Briggs, Interim City Manager and General Manager of Utilities for
Georgetown, Texas. This response addresses all timely public comments received,
whether or not withdrawn. If you need more information about this permit application
or the wastewater permitting process, please call the TCEQ Public Education Program at
1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can also be found at our website
at http://www.tceq.texas.gov/.

BACKGROUND

The Applicant applied to the TCEQ for proposed new TPDES Permit No.
WQ0014911002, which authorizes the discharge of treated domestic wastewater at a
daily average flow not to exceed 950,000 gallons per day at the 3 B&J Wastewater
Treatment Plant No. 1 (proposed facility). Previously, the applicant applied for and the
TCEQ granted TPDES Permit No. WQ0014911001, however, before the proposed facility
was constructed, the Applicant allowed Permit No. WQ0014911001 to expire on
December 1, 2013.

Description of Facility

The proposed facility will be located approximately 0.45 miles northwest of the
intersection of C.R. 248 and Westridge Lane in Williamson County, Texas 78622.

The proposed facility will be an activated sludge process plant operated in the extended
aeration mode. Treatment units in Interim I phase will include a bar screen, grit
chamber, aeration basin, final clarifier, tertiary filter, aerobic digester, and a chlorine
contact chamber. After construction in connection with Interim II phase, the proposed
facility will be an activated sludge process plant operated in the complete mix mode.
Treatment units will include a bar screen, grit chamber, aeration basin, final clarifier,
tertiary filter, aerobic digester, and a chlorine contact chamber. After construction in
connection in the Final phase, the proposed facility will be a parallel complete mix
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facility with the same treatment units as in the Interim II phase. The proposed permit
authorizes a registered transporter to transport the sludge generated at the proposed
facility to the City of Austin Walnut Creek Wastewater Treatment Facility, (permit
No0.WQo0010543011) for digestion, dewatering, and disposal with the sludge already at
the Walnut Creek plant. In addition, the proposed permit authorizes the disposal of
sludge at a TCEQ authorized land application site or co-disposal landfill.

The discharge of treated effluent will first enter an unnamed tributary; then to the North
Fork San Gabriel River in Segment No. 1251 of the Brazos River Basin. The unclassified
receiving water use is limited aquatic life use for the unnamed tributary. The designated
uses for Segment No. 1251 are high aquatic life use, public water supply, aquifer
protection, and primary contact recreation.

In accordance with 30 TAC § 307.5 of the Texas Surface Water Quality Standards
(TSWQS) and the Procedures to Implement the TSWQS (June 2010), an
antidegradation review of the receiving waters was performed. The Tier 1
antidegradation review preliminarily determined that no impairment of existing water
quality uses would result from this permitting action, as the TCEQ expects the proposed
permit to maintain the numerical and narrative criteria protecting the existing uses.
Additionally, because the Tier 1 review preliminarily determined that the stream reach
assessed does not contain water bodies with exceptional, high, or intermediate aquatic
life uses, the TCEQ did not perform a Tier 2 antidegradation review. However, the TCEQ
expects no significant degradation of water quality in water bodies with exceptional,
high, or intermediate aquatic life uses downstream of the discharge, as the TCEQ
expects the proposed permit to protect and maintain the existing uses. If the TCEQ
receives new information, it may reexamine and modify the preliminary determination.

Procedural Background

The TCEQ received the application for a new TPDES permit on May 9, 2014, and
declared it Administratively Complete on August 14, 2014. The Applicant published the
Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain a Water Quality Permit (NORI) in Williamson
County, Texas on September 7, 2014 in English in the Williamson County Sun, and in
Spanish on September 11, 2014 in iahora si!. The ED completed the technical review of
the application on September 15, 2014, and prepared a draft permit, which if approved,
would establish the conditions under which the facility must operate. The Applicant
published the Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision for a Water Quality
Permit (NAPD) in Williamson County, Texas on November 23, 2014, in English in the
Williamson County Sun and on November 27, 2014 in Spanish in iahora si!. The public
comment period closed on December 29, 2014. Because this application was
administratively complete on or after September 1, 19909, it is subject to procedural
requirements adopted pursuant to House Bill 801, 76th Legislature, 1999.

Access to Rules, Laws and Records

All administrative rules: Secretary of State Website: www.sos.state.tx.us

TCEQ rules: Title 30 of the Texas Administrative Code: www.sos.state.tx.us/tac/
(Select TAC Viewer on the right, then Title 30 Environmental Quality)

Texas statutes: http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/

Executive Director’s Response to Public Comment, TPDES Permit No. WQ0014911002 Page 2



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

http://www.sos.state.tx.us/tac/



TCEQ website: http://www.tceq.texas.gov/ (for downloadable rules in
WordPerfect or Adobe PDF formats, select “Rules,” then “Current TCEQ Rules,”
then “Download TCEQ Rules”)

Federal rules: Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.):
www.epa.gov/epahome/ cfr40.htm

Federal environmental laws: www.epa.gov/epahome/laws.htm

Environmental or Citizen Complaints may be filed online at:
http://www.tceq.state.tx.us/enforcement/complaints/index.html.

Or by sending an email to the following address: cmplaint@TCEQ.state.tx.us.

Commission records for the proposed facility are available for viewing and copying at
TCEQ’s main office in Austin, located at 12100 Park 35 Circle, Building E, Room 103
(Central Records, for existing or past permits), or Building F, 1st Floor (Office of Chief
Clerk, for the current application until final action is taken). The permit application,
proposed permit, technical summary, and the ED’s preliminary decision have been
available for viewing and copying at the Georgetown Public Library, 402 West 8th
Street, Georgetown, Texas.

The ED has determined that the proposed permit, if issued, meets all statutory and
regulatory requirements and is protective of the environment, water quality, and human
health. However, if you would like to file a complaint about the facility concerning its
compliance with provisions of its permit or with TCEQ rules, you may contact the
Agency at 1-888-777-3186 or you may contact the TCEQ Region 11 Office at (512) 339-
2929 to address potential permit violations. If an inspection by the Regional office finds
that the facility is out of compliance, the facility may be subject to enforcement actions.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
COMMENT 1

J.D. Head, on behalf of Vic McNallie, commented that Mr. McNallie is concerned that
odors from operation of the proposed wastewater treatment plant will adversely affect
his property. Mr. McNallie is also concerned that sludge management activities at the
proposed facility will create odors adversely affecting his property.

RESPONSE 1

Prior to construction, the Applicant and its facility is required by TCEQ rules, found at
30 TAC § 309.13(e), to meet one of three options to abate and control nuisance odor.
Those options are:

1) Ownership of the buffer zone; lagoons with zones of anaerobic activity (e.g.,
facultative lagoons, un-aerated equalization basins, etc.) may not be closer than 500
feet to the nearest property line. None of the facility’s other treatment units may be
closer than 150 feet to the nearest property line.

2) The Applicant must submit a nuisance odor prevention-request for ED approval.

3) For any part of the buffer zone not owned by the Applicant, the Applicant must
submit sufficient evidence of legal restrictions prohibiting residential structures
within the part of the buffer zone not owned by the Applicant.
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According to the permit application, the Applicant will meet the buffer zone
requirements by ownership. The proposed aerobic digesters in each phase of the
proposed permit for sludge management are subject to the buffer zone requirements. If
nearby residents experience nuisance odor conditions or any other suspected incidents
of noncompliance with the permit or TCEQ rules they may be reported to TCEQ by
calling toll-free 1-888-777-3186 or by calling the TCEQ Region 11 Office in Austin at
(512) 339-2929. Citizen complaints may also be filed on-line at
http://www.tceq.texas.gov/complaints/index.html. If the Applicant fails to comply with
all requirements of the permit, the facility is subject to administrative enforcement
action, fines, and penalties.

In addition, the permit does not limit the ability to seek legal remedies against an
applicant regarding any potential trespass, nuisance, or other causes of action in
response to activities that may result in injury to human health or property or that
interfere with the normal use and enjoyment of property.

COMMENT 2

J.D. Head commented that currently there are not any wastewater discharges to Lake
Georgetown (Segment 1249). Mr. Head also commented that there are not any
discharges in the North Fork of the San Gabriel River in segment No. 1251 of the Brazos
river basin. Mr. Head noted that the designated uses for segment No. 1251 are high
aquatic life use, public water supply, aquifer protection, and primary contact recreation,
and that wastewater discharges from the proposed facility will affect water quality in the
unnamed tributary, the North Fork of the San Gabriel River, and Lake Georgetown
(Segment 1249). Additionally, Mr. Head noted that Mr. McNallie is concerned that
because his property is adjacent to the discharge route, he will be subjected to a polluted
waterway and by the pollutants in the discharge during times of flooding.

RESPONSE 2

The proposed permit’s discharge route for the treated effluent is first to an unnamed
tributary; then to the North Fork San Gabriel River in Segment No. 1251 of the Brazos
River Basin, making the discharge point roughly 4.75 miles from Lake Georgetown.

Other than one currently permitted discharge to Segment 1251 in the North Fork San
Gabriel River watershed (TPDES permit no. WQ0015000001-specifically to an
unnamed tributary of Sowes Branch), there are not any permitted discharges to
Segment 1249 (Lake Georgetown).

However, discharges of treated effluent into water in the state from facilities regulated
under the TPDES program are required to meet the requirements of the Texas Surface
Water Quality Standards (TSWQS). The TSWQS is one of the primary mechanisms for
the TCEQ to protect surface water quality, groundwater, human health, aquatic life, the
environment, and the designated uses of receiving waters. The proposed permit meets
the requirements of the TSWQS, and the TCEQ does not anticipate that constituents in
the discharge will have an adverse effect on the receiving water or its designated uses.

Likewise, the effluent limitations in the proposed permit are designed to maintain and
protect the existing instream uses. The proposed permit’s effluent limitations in the
Interim I phase, based on a 30-day average, are 5 mg/1 five-day carbonaceous
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biochemical oxygen demand (CBODj), 5 mg/] total suspended solids (TSS), 2 mg/1
ammonia-nitrogen (NHs-N), 1 mg/1 Total Phosphorus, 126 colony forming units (CFU)
or most probable number (MPN) of E. coli per 100 ml, and 4.0 mg/] minimum dissolved
oxygen (DO). The effluent must contain a chlorine residual of at least 1.0 mg/1 and must
not exceed a chlorine residual of 4.0 mg/] after a detention time of at least 20 minutes
based on peak flow. The TCEQ expects these treatment measures to maintain the water
quality and protect the existing instream uses. The same effluent limits apply for the
Interim IT and Final phases; however, the Interim IT and Final phases include a
reduction in the effluent limit of Total Phosphorus from 1.0 mg/1 to 0.5 mg/1. These
effluent limits are considered an advanced level of treatment with nutrient limitations.
They are among the strictest effluent limits contained in a TPDES permit.

The permit also includes definitions and standard permit conditions, monitoring and
reporting requirements, operational requirements, and sludge provisions that are all
meant to ensure the protection of water quality and human health.

The TCEQ does not have jurisdiction to regulate flooding in the context of a wastewater
discharge permit. The permitting process is limited to controlling the discharge of
pollutants into water in the state and protecting the water quality of the state’s rivers,
lakes and coastal waters. However, to the extent that an issue related to flooding also
involves water quality, the Applicant is required to comply with all the numeric and
narrative effluent limitations and other conditions in the proposed permit at all times,
including during flooding conditions. Likewise, the proposed permit includes effluent
limits and other requirements that the Applicant must meet even during rainfall events
and periods of flooding. According to the application, the proposed facility is located
above the 100-year flood plain. For additional protection, the proposed permit includes
Other Requirement No. 5, which requires the Applicant to provide protection for the
facility from a 100-year flood.

For any additional flooding concerns, the Commenter may wish to contact the
Floodplain Administrator in his area. The TCEQ Resource Protection Team can provide
assistance in identifying and contacting the local floodplain administrator, by calling
(512)239-4691. Additionally, the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) has
programs that are designed to mitigate damage caused by flooding.

The ED has determined that the proposed draft permit is protective of the environment,
water quality, aquatic life, and human health and that it meets TCEQ rules and
requirements if the Applicant operates and maintains the facility as required by the
proposed permit and regulations. To report complaints about the facility, please contact
the TCEQ at 1-888-777-3186 to reach the TCEQ region office in your area.
Noncompliance with the permit may result in enforcement action against the Applicant.

COMMENT 3

J.D. Head commented that he is concerned that the proposed facility, if at all, will not
consistently meet the stringent discharge parameters for the three phases in the
proposed permit.
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RESPONSE 3

TPDES permits not only include effluent limitations, but operational standards and
safeguards intended to minimize the occurrence of operational mishaps.

For instance, the proposed facility, a Category C facility, must be operated by a chief
operator or an operator holding a Category C license or higher. Therefore, a licensed
chief operator or an operator holding the required level of license or higher must
operate the proposed facility a minimum of five days per week. Likewise, the licensed
chief operator or operator holding the required level of license or higher must be
available by telephone or pager seven days per week. Where shift operation of the
wastewater treatment facility is necessary, each shift that does not have the on-site
supervision of the licensed chief operator must be supervised by an operator in charge
who is licensed not less than one level below the category for the facility.

Operational Requirement No. 1 requires the Applicant to ensure that the proposed
facility and all its systems of collection, treatment, and disposal are properly operated
and maintained at all times. As required by Operational Requirement No. 8(b), “the
plans and specifications for domestic sewage collection and treatment works associated
with [this facility] must be approved by the Commission and failure to secure approval
before commencing construction of such works or making a discharge is a violation of
this permit and each day is an additional violation until approval has been secured.”
Likewise, the proposed facility must be designed in accordance with 30 TAC Chapter 217
(Design Criteria for Domestic Wastewater Systems). Permit Condition 2(g) prohibits
unauthorized discharge of wastewater or any other waste.

Operational Requirement No. 4 makes the Applicant “responsible for installing, prior to
plant start-up, and subsequently maintaining, adequate safeguards to prevent the
discharge of untreated or inadequately treated wastes during electrical power failures by
means of alternate power sources, standby generators, and/or retention of inadequately
treated wastewater.” In this case, the applicant has indicated that the proposed facility
will include a standby power system consisting of a diesel-engine-driven generator with
sufficient capacity to operate the plant lift station, blowers, chemical feed system, and
plant controls for a minimum eight-hour power outage. The plant will generate an alarm
to the operator if any of the following alarm conditions occur: power outage, SCADA
communication failure, lift station high level, clarifier torque overload, tertiary
treatment high turbidity, chlorine leak detection, or aeration basin high level. The
proposed facility is also subject to regular TCEQ inspections both announced and
unannounced. Additionally the plant will be required to submit monthly Discharge
Monitoring Reports (DMRs). These reports are public. You can access them through the
following EPA website http://echo.epa.gov/ and using the EPA Facility ID number:
TX0135402. Please note there will be no DMR reports available until after the plant
starts operation.

Any plant operational concerns, as noted above, can be reported at any time to the
TCEQ Region 11 office or the TCEQ complaint hotline at 1-888-777-3186.
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COMMENT 4

J.D. Head commented that pursuant to 30 TAC Section 305.43(a), it is the duty of the
operator and the owner to submit an application for a TPDES permit.

RESPONSE 4

The language of 30 TAC § 305.43 explains that it is the duty of the owner of a facility to
submit an application for a permit or a post-closure order. However, if the facility is
owned by one person and operated by another and the ED determines that special
circumstances exist where the operator or the operator and the owner should both apply
for a permit or a post-closure order, and for all Texas Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System permits, it is the duty of the operator and the owner to submit an application for
a permit. This permit was reviewed by the Water Quality Division Applications Review
and Processing Team for administrative completeness and for consistency with the
processing of TPDES permits. Typically it is the owner of the land where the proposed
facility will be located and also the owner of the proposed service area. Because the
Applicant has not constructed the facility, it was determined during this permit action
that it was not necessary for the future operator, if different from the owner, to apply for
this new permit.

COMMENT 5

J.D. Head commented that the Texas Special District Local Laws Code (TSDLLC)
governs the creation of the 3 B&J MUD, and specifically TSDLLC §§ 8221.105-8221.107
set out requirements for design and construction of wastewater treatment plants. Mr.
Head commented that TSDLLC §§ 8221.105-8221.106 state that the district must obtain
approval of the Brazos River Authority (BRA) for the design of any treatment facility,
and that only the BRA or a provider approved by the BRA may provide wastewater in
the district.

Both Mr. Head and Jim Briggs both commented that they are concerned that TSDLLC §
8221.107 states that the Applicant must comply with the terms of the Agreement
Regarding Sewer Services Areas and Customers by and between Lower Colorado River
Authority, Brazos River Authority, Georgetown, City of Liberty Hill, and Chisholm Trail
Special Utility District (Agreement) and that issuing the permit does not. Mr. Briggs is
concerned that the issuance of the permit is not in the public interest inasmuch as the
existing water and wastewater service providers have the above listed Agreement for the
provision of wastewater service in the San Gabriel Watershed.

RESPONSE 5

The scope of review in the TPDES permitting process does not include a review of the
Applicant’s responsibilities related to the provisions found in the TSDLLC. The
information submitted by the Applicant formed the basis of the proposed permit’s
review, which focused on compliance with TCEQ rules and regulations. The TCEQ is not
the appropriate entity to enforce the authority of the BRA. If any of the Commenters feel
any action or potential actions of the Applicant conflict with any provision in the
TSDLLC, the TCEQ review does not limit the ability to direct those concerns to the
appropriate entity.

Executive Director’s Response to Public Comment, TPDES Permit No. WQ0014911002 Page 7





Concerning design requirements, the TCEQ rules require a summary submittal letter
from a professional engineer prior to construction confirming that the proposed facility
meets the minimum design specifications of 30 TAC Chapter 217 (Design Criteria for
Domestic Wastewater Systems). In this case, the Applicant submitted design
calculations, flow diagrams, and unit sizing, however, a full technical review of plans
and specs is not part of the permitting process and only after the ED issues the proposed
permit, is a full review conducted. Additionally, the proposed permit requires the
Applicant to submit a summary submittal letter in accordance with the requirements in
30 TAC Section 217.6(c) prior to construction of each proposed phase.

COMMENT 6:

Jim Briggs commented on the need for the proposed facility and regionalization
concerns. Mr. Briggs is concerned that the ownership and operation of the proposed
facility by 3B&J would impede efforts to further regionalize wastewater systems in the
area. Mr. Briggs also commented that the permit should include a condition requiring
that after the Applicant has completed construction of the proposed facility, that
Georgetown or the BRA takes ownership and operational responsibilities of the
proposed facility.

RESPONSE 6:

Texas Water Code § 26.081 enumerates the State’s Regionalization policy. Section
26.081 states that the policy “encourage[s] and promote[s] the development and use of
regional and area-wide waste collection, treatment, and disposal systems to serve the
waste disposal needs of the citizens of the state and to prevent pollution and maintain
and enhance the quality of the water in the state.” In furtherance of that policy the
Texas Water Code § 26.0282 authorizes the TCEQ, when considering the issuance of a
permit to discharge waste, to deny or alter the terms and conditions of a proposed
permit based on need and the availability of existing or proposed area-wide or regional
waste collection, treatment, and disposal systems. To that end, when an Applicant
applies for a new permit or applies for a major amendment to an existing permit to
increase flow, the TCEQ Domestic Wastewater Permit Application, specifically the
“Domestic Technical Report 1.0,” requires Applicants to provide detailed information
regarding regional wastewater treatment facilities or collection systems. First, the
Report requires Applicants to provide information about any domestic permitted
wastewater treatment facilities and/or collection systems located within a three-mile
radius of the proposed facility. Second, whether those facilities currently have the
capacity or are willing to expand to accept the volume of wastewater proposed by
Applicants. Lastly, the Report requires an analysis of expenditures required to connect
to a permitted wastewater treatment facility or collection system located within 3 miles
versus the cost of the proposed facility or expansion. Additionally, Applicants are
required to provide copies of all correspondence with the owners of existing plants
within three miles of the proposed plant regarding connection to their system.

In this case, the Applicant complied with the permit application requirements and
stated that there were no wastewater treatment plants or collection systems within a
three-mile radius of the proposed discharge. Mr. Briggs’ suggestion for a provision for a
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change of ownership is not within the scope of the ED’s authority to fashion conditions
in a TPDES permit.

COMMENT 7:

Jim Briggs commented that the proposed method of sludge disposal at the City of Austin
Walnut Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant does not fit into any regional planning

effort. Mr. Briggs commented that the City of Georgetown has facilities for sludge
disposal that are significantly closer.

RESPONSE 7:

Other Requirement No. 9 of the proposed permit authorizes the Applicant to transport
sludge, by a licensed hauler, from the proposed facility to any other facility authorized
by the TCEQ to accept sludge, for final processing and disposal, in addition to the
authorization to transport sludge to the City of Austin Walnut Creek Wastewater
Treatment Facility, Permit No. WQ0010543011. The proposed permit authorizes any
TCEQ-authorized facility operated by the City of Georgetown to accept sludge from the
proposed facility.

COMMENT 8:

Jim Briggs commented that to be consistent with other existing and planned wastewater
treatment facilities owned and operated by Georgetown, a mechanically cleaned fine
screen, ultraviolet disinfection beyond the Interim I phase, and a belt press and housing
for sludge dewatering with the first plant expansion are requested as permit conditions
or additions by Georgetown.

RESPONSE 8:

The Applicant proposed the manner of treatment and discharge of the effluent in the
application. TCEQ’s permitting authority does not include the authority to mandate the
manner of treatment and discharge of the effluent. Instead, the TCEQ may only
evaluate the proposed wastewater treatment technology and the effect(s) of the treated
wastewater on the uses of the receiving stream starting at the point of discharge, and
must provide the appropriate effluent limitations to protect these uses.

Currently, the proposed permit contains the following method of disinfection in the
Interim I Phase:

The effluent must contain a chlorine residual of at least 1.0 mg/l and must not
exceed a chlorine residual of 4.0 mg/1 after a detention time of at least 20
minutes (based on peak flow), and must be monitored five times per week by
grab sample. An equivalent method of disinfection may be substituted only with
prior approval of the ED.

During the Interim II and Final Phases, the proposed permit requires that the Applicant
utilize an Ultraviolet Light (UV) system for disinfection purposes. In addition, the
Applicant indicated there would be a manually cleaned air screen in all proposed
phases; however, the Applicant did not indicate that there would be a belt press and
housing for sludge dewatering in any of the proposed phases.

Executive Director’s Response to Public Comment, TPDES Permit No. WQ0014911002 Page 9





CHANGES MADE TO THE PERMIT IN RESPONSE TO COMMENT

» The Applicant has proposed the use of an automatic fine screen in all phases of
the proposed permit.

» For the Interim II phase and the Final phase, the Applicant proposes to replace
the chlorination disinfection system utilized in the Interim I phase with
ultraviolet disinfection.

» Asaresult, the testing frequency for E. coli bacteria in the Interim II phase is five
times per week and the frequency of testing is daily for E. coli in the Final phase.

» Because the Applicant no longer proposes the use of chlorine in the Interim II
and Final phases for disinfection, the chlorine effluent limits and monitoring
requirements have been removed in these phases.

» The Applicant has proposed the use of a belt filter press in the Interim II and
Final phases.

» The proposed permit has updated language that allows for disposal of the
proposed facility’s sludge at the City of Georgetown Pecan Branch Wastewater
Treatment Plant, Permit No. WQ0010489005, in all phases.
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