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March 28, 2014

Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087 5
Fax: (512) 239-3311 i

VIA U.S. MAIL

RE:  Comments on Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001. Applicant JPHD, Inc., 17024
Hamilton Pool Road, Austin, Texas 78738.

Dear Chief Clerk:

Enclosed please find 3 copies of the comments Save Our Springs Alljance Inc., (SOS)
filed, electronically and via fax on March 27, 2014, in response to the notice published
on the filing of an adminisiratively complete application for the above referenced Texas
land application permit.

If you have any questions or comments please feel free to contact me by phone at
512. 477.2320 ext. 305 or by email at adam@sosalliance.org,

Sincerely,

0l Do~

Adam Abrams
Staff Attorney

Save Our Springs Alliance
(512) 477-2320 voice P.0. Box 684881 « Austin, Texas 78768 http://www.sosalliance.org
(512) 477-6410 fax 905 West Oltorf Street, Suite A » Austin, Texas 78704 email: sosinfo@sosalliance.org
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Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105 5
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality |
P.O, Box 13087 ‘ a
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 i
Fax: (512) 239-3311

March 27, 2014

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING AND FAX, TO FOLLOW BY U.S. MAIL

RE:  Comments on Proposed Permit No. WQO0015201001, Applicant JPHD, Inc., 17024
Hamilton Pool Road, Austin, Texas 78738,

Dear Chief Clerk:

Save Our Springs Alliance Inc., (SOS) files these comments in response to the
notice published on the filing of an administratively complete application for a Texas
Land Application Permit, regarding TCEQ Proposed Permit No, WQ0015201001 applied
for by JPHD, Inc. SOS has members who would be adversely affected by the application
different from the general public and intends to request a contested case hearing when the
Executive Director publishes responses to public comments and a draft proposed permit.

SOS is a non-profit, charitable organization dedicated to the preservation of the
Edwards Aquifer, its springs and contributing streams, and to the natural and cultural
heritage of the Hill Country region and its watersheds, with a special emphasis on Barton
Springs. SOS has members who live and play in the immediate vicinity of the proposed
facilities, as well as in the downstream areas of Little Barton Creek and Barton Creek.

SOS also has members who research and enjoy the presence of the endangered
Barton Springs Salamander and regularly swim in Barton Springs. These members’
scientific, recreational and aesthetic interests have been harmed by the elevated nitrate

and other pollutants resulting from wastewater irrigation in the Barton Springs watershed. @
Wastewater facilities like the one proposed are already a contributing cause of pollution

and result in harm to SOS members’ interests. If approved as proposed, the proposed -
TLAP will further cause water poltution and harm to existing, listed endangered species @ ot
S

Paper fram
rasponsible sources

and their designated critical habitats. _ ) wemy FOG" C103525
Save Our Springs Alliance
(512) 477-2320 voice P.0. Box 684881 « Austin, Texas 78768 hitp://www.sosalliance.org

(512) 477-6410 fax 905 West Oltorf Straet, Suite A = Austin, Texas 78704 email: sosinfo@sosalliance.org



COMMENTS:

Generally, SOS Alliance respectfully submits that the application will result in
unauthorized discharge of partially treated wastewater to surface and ground waters.
These discharges stem from excessive irrigation of treated waters on a per area basis;
insufficient wastewater storage; insufficient and less than “best available technology”
treatment systems; and inadequate permit conditions to assure proper operation and
monitoring of the proposed fucilities and prevent migration of pollutants from areas
proposed for irvigation. The discharges will add to existing pollution problems in Little
Barton and Barton Creek and in Barton Springs and the Edwards Aquifer, as
documented in studies published by the U.S. Geological Survey, the City of Austin, and
Dr. Lauren Ross, Glenrose Engineering.

More specifically:
1. The application incorrectly indicates the Edwards Aquifer as the underlying

aquifer. As such, the hydrological characterizations of the proposed site are misconstrued
resulting in an application that is misguided and inaccurate.

2. The application does not include boring logs which might provide site specific
information regarding irrigation soils.

3. The irrigation areas are sized only to accommodate daily average flows and do
not take into account wet weather events or inflows into the sewage plant.

4. Mapped groundwater wells in the proposed site’s vicinity are open or uncased
completions which represent a threat of groundwater contamination from effluent
migration into the well bore,

5. Proposed well buffers are not indicated on the irrigation map. A deduction of the
acreage for the necessary well buffers results in an application area that is less than the
application area stated in the permit and less than is required to avoid discharge of
pollutants to Little Barton Creek and/or to groundwater.

6. The application cites to the Llano soil sheet and not the more appropriate Austin
soil sheet.

7. A subsurface drip system will be used to apply the treated effluent throughout the
irrigation area. Subsurface application bypasses the surface soil bartier to chemical and
microbial migration.

8. Although an alternative to a sub-surface drip irrigation system should be used by
the applicant, the effluent storage capacity for this subsurface system should, at
minimum, be sized to mirror the storage capacity for surface application.

9. The soil and crops, namely Bermuda and Rye grass, being irrigated on will not
uptake the nitrogen in the effluent under normal variations in weather, seasons, and
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growing cycles. Large amounts of nitrogen perhaps 70-80% of it and as much as 95% of
it will be leached out of the soil. It will then be carried by water flowing through the soil
wherever that water goes, much of it to Little Barton Creek, then to Barton Creek and
then to the Edwards Aquifer via recharge within the Barton Creek channel.

10.  The manicuring and mowing of the proposed irtigation areas will adversely affect
the proposed vegetation’s already limited ability to uptake nitrogen.

11.  Treatment levels within the treatment plant should be much more protective,
consistent with currently available technology,

12. Proposed irrigation areas have not been demonstrated to be suitable in terms of
soils, geology, slope, and proximity to adjacent streams and proposed development.

Thank you for your consideration. If you have any questions about these
comments, please contact Adam Abrams, Staff Attorney, Save Our Springs Alliance at
905 West Oltorf, Suite A, Austin, Texas 78704 or by phone at 512. 477.2320 ext. 305.

Sincerely,
ﬂamﬂbfamg

Adam Abrams
Staff Attorney

Page 3 of 3
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Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Fax: (512) 239-3311

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING AND FAX, TO FOLLOW BY U.S. MAIL

RE:  Comments on Proposed Permit No. WQ00I5201001. Applicant JPHD, Inc., 17624
Hamilion Pool Road, Austin, Texas 78738.

Dear Chief Clerk:

Save Our Springs Alliance Inc., (SOS) files these comments in response to the
notice published on the filing of an administratively complete application for a Texas
Land Application Permit, regarding TCEG Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001 applied
for by JPHD, Inc. SOS has members who would be adversely affected by the application
different from the general public and intends to request a contested case hearing when the
Executive Director publishes responses to public comments and a draft proposed permit.

SOS is a non-profit, charitable organization dedicated to the preservation of the
Edwards Aquifer, its springs and contributing streams, and to the natural and cultural
heritage of the Hill Country region and its watersheds, with a special emphasis on Barton
Springs. SOS has members who live and play in the immediate vicinity of the proposed
facilities, as well as in the downstream areas of Little Barton Creek and Barton Creek.

Barton Springs Salamander and regularly swim in Barton Springs. These members’

scientific, recreational and aesthetic interests have been harmed by the elevated nitrate

and other pollutants resulting from wastewater irrigation in the Barton Springs watershed. &
Wastewater facilities like the one proposed are already a contributing cause of pollution
and result in harm to SOS members’ interests. If approved as proposed, the proposed .
TLAP will further cause water pollution and harm to existing, listed endangered species @ P

and their designated critical habitats. . ,
Save Qur Springs Alliance
(512} 477-2320 voice P.0. Box 684881 o Austin, Texas 78768 hitp:/fwww.sosalliance.org

(512) 477-6410 fax 905 West Oltorf Straet, Suite A = Austin, Texas 78704 email: sosinfo@sosallianca.org

SOS also has members who research and enjoy the presence of the endangered /;)




COMMENTS:

Generally, SOS Alliance respectfully submits that the application will result in
unauthorized discharge of partially treated wastewater fo surface and ground waters.
These discharges stem from excessive irvigation of treated waters on a per area basis;
insufficient wastewater storage; insufficient and less than “best available technology”
treatment systems; and inadequate permit conditions to assure proper operation and
monitoring of the proposed facilities and prevent migration of pollutants from areas
proposed for irrigation. The discharges will add to existing pollution problems in Little
Barton and Barton Creek and in Barton Springs and the Edwards Aquifer, as
documented in studies published by the U.S. Geological Survey, the City of Austin, and
Dr. Lauren Ross, Glenrose Engineering,

Movre specifically:

L. The application incorrectly indicates the Edwards Aquifer as the undertying
aquifer. As such, the hydrological characterizations of the proposed site are misconstrued
resulting in an application that is misguided and inaccurate.

2. The application does not include boring logs which might provide site specific
information regarding irrigation soils.

3. The irrigation areas are sized only to accommaodate daily average flows and do
not take into account wet weather events or inflows into the sewage plant.

4. Mapped groundwater wells in the proposed site’s vicinity are open or uncased
completions which represent a threat of groundwater contamination from effluent
migration into the well bore.

5. Proposed well buffers are not indicated on the irrigation map. A deduction of the
acreage for the necessary well buffers results in an application area that is less than the
application area stated in the permit and less than is required to avoid discharge of
pollutants to Little Barton Creek and/or to groundwater.

6. The application cites to the Llano soil sheet and not the more appropriate Austin
soil sheet.

7. A subsurface drip system will be used to apply the treated effluent throughout the
irrigation area. Subsurface application bypasses the surface soil barrier to chemical and
microbial migration.

8. Although an alternative to a sub-surface drip irrigation system should be used by
the applicant, the effluent storage capacity for this subsurface system should, at
minimum, be sized to mirror the storage capacity for surface application.

9. The soil and crops, namely Bermuda and Rye grass, being irrigated on will not
uptake the nitrogen in the effluent under normal variations in weather, seasons, and
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growing cycles. Large amounts of nitrogen perhaps 70-80% of it and as much as 95% of
it will be leached out of the soil. It will then be carried by water flowing through the soil
wherever that water goes, much of it to Little Barton Creek, then to Barton Creek and
then to the Edwards Aquifer via recharge within the Barton Creek channel.

10.  The manicuring and mowing of the proposed irrigation areas will adversely affect
the proposed vegetation’s already limited ability to uptake nitrogen.

11. Treatment levels within the treatment plant should be much more protective,
consistent with currently available technology.

12, Proposed irrigation areas have not been demonstrated to be suitable in terms of
soils, geology, slope, and proximity to adjacent streams and proposed development.

Thank you for your consideration. [f you have any questions about these
comments, please contact Adam Abrams, Staff Attorney, Save Our Springs Alliance at
905 West Oltorf, Suite A, Austin, Texas 78704 or by phone at 512. 477.2320 ext. 305.

Sincerely,
C@&GMWMQ

Adam Abrams
Staff Attorney
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Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105 NN

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087 ‘
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Fax; (512) 239-3311

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING AND FAX, TO FOLLOW BY U.S. MAIL

RE:  Comments on Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001. Applicant JPHD, Inc., 17024
Hamilton Pool Road, Austin, Texas 78738.

Dear Chief Clerk:

Save Our Springs Alliance Inc., (SOS) files these comments in response to the
notice published on the filing of an administratively complete application for a Texas
Land Application Permit, regarding TCEQ Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001 applied
for by JPHD, Inc. SOS has members who would be adversely affected by the application
different from the general public and intends to request a confested case hearing when the
Executive Director publishes responses to public comments and a draft proposed permit.

SOS is a non-profit, charitable organization dedicated to the preservation of the
Edwards Aquifer, its springs and contributing streams, and to the natural and cultural
heritage of the Hill Country region and its watersheds, with a special emphasis on Barton
Springs. SOS has members who live and play in the immediate vicinity of the proposed
facilities, as well as in the downstream areas of Little Barton Creek and Barton Creek.

SOS also has members who research and enjoy the presence of the endangered
Barton Springs Salamander and regularly swim in Barton Springs. These members’ /3
scientific, recreational and aesthetic interests have been harmed by the elevated nitrate )
and other pollutanis resulting from wastewater irrigation in the Barton Springs watershed. @
Wastewater facilities like the one proposed are already a confributing cause of pollution

and result in harm to SOS members’ interests. If approved as proposed, the proposed .
TLAP will further cause water pollution and harm to existing, listed endangered species
and their designated critical habitats. ] ) s £SC° 103520
_ Save Our Springs Alliance
[(612) 477-2320 voice P.0. Box 684881  Austin, Texas 78768 http://www.sosalliance.org

(512) 477-6410 fax 905 West Oltorf Street, Suite A « Austin, Texas 78704 email; sosinfo@sosalliance.org



COMMENTS:

Generally, SOS Alliance respectfully submits that the application will result in
unauthorized discharge of partially treated wastewater to surface and ground wafters.
These discharges stem from excessive irrigation of treated waters on a per area basis;
insufficient wastewater storage; insufficient and less than “best available technology”
treatment systems; and inadequate permit conditions fo assure proper operation and
monitoring of the proposed facilities and prevent migration of pollutants from areas
proposed for irrigation. The discharges will add fo existing pollution problems in Little
Barton and Barton Creek and in Barton Springs and the Edwards Aquifer, as
documented in studies published by the U.S. Geological Survey, the City of Austin, and
Dr. Lauren Ross, Glenrose Engineering.

Movre specifically:

1. The application incorrectly indicates the Edwards Aquifer as the underlying
aquifer. As such, the hydrological characterizations of the proposed site are misconstrued
resulting in an application that is misguided and inaccurate.

2. The application does not include boring logs which might provide site specific
information regarding irrigation soils.

3. The irrigation areas are sized only to accommodate daily average flows and do
not take into account wet weather events or inflows into the sewage plant,

4. Mapped groundwater wells in the proposed site’s vicinity are open or uncased
completions which represent a threat of groundwater contamination from effluent
migration into the well bore.

5. Proposed well buffers are not indicated on the irrigation map. A deduction of the
acreage for the necessary well buffers results in an application area that is less than the
application area stated in the permit and less than is required to avoid discharge of
pollutants to Little Barton Creek and/or to groundwater.

6. The application cites to the Llano soil sheet and not the more appropriate Austin
soil sheet.
7. A subsurface drip system will be used to apply the treated effluent throughout the

irrigation area. Subsurface application bypasses the surface soil barrier to chemical and
microbial migration.

8. Although an alternative to a sub-surface drip irrigation system should be used by
the applicant, the effluent storage capacity for this subsurface system should, at
minimum, be sized to mirror the storage capacity for surface application.

9. The soil and crops, namely Bermuda and Rye grass, being irrigated on will not
uptake the nitrogen in the effluent under normal variations in weather, seasons, and
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growing cycles. Large amounts of nittogen perhaps 70-80% of it and as much as 95% of
it will be leached out of the soil. It will then be carried by water flowing through the soil
wherever that water goes, much of it to Little Barton Creek, then to Barton Creek and
then to the Edwards Aquifer via recharge within the Barton Creek channel.

10.  The manicuring and mowing of the proposed irrigation arcas will adversely affect
the proposed vegetation’s already limited ability to uptake nitrogen.

11.  Treatment levels within the treatment plant should be much more protective,
consistent with currently available technology.

12, Proposed irrigation areas have not been demonstrated to be suitable in terms of
soils, geology, slope, and proximity to adjacent streams and proposed development.

Thank you for your consideration. If you have any questions about these
comments, please contact Adam Abrams, Staff Attorney, Save Our Springs Alliance at
905 West Oltorf, Suite A, Austin, Texas 78704 or by phone at 512. 477.2320 ext. 305.

Sincerely,

o g
Adam Abrams
Staff Attorney
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SAVE OUR SPRINGS
ALLIANCE

March 27, 2014 REVEEWED

8% X AR 25 20
Office of the Chiel Clerk, MC 105 /
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality § AN B Y /
P.O. Box 13087 AN
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Fax: (512) 239-3311

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING AND FAX, TO FOLLOW BY U.8. MAIL

RE:  Commenis on Proposed Permit No. WQ0815201001, Applicant JPHD, Inc., 17024
Hamilton Pool Road, Austin, Texas 78738,

Dear Chief Clerk:

Save Our Springs Alliance Inc., (SOS) files these comments in response o the
~notice published on the filing of an administratively complete application for a Texas
Land Application Permit, regarding TCEQ Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001 applied
for by JPHD, Inc. SOS has members who would be adversely affected by the application
different from the general public and intends to request a contested case hearing when the
Executive Director publishes responses to public comments and a draft proposed permit,

SOS is a non-profit, charitable organization dedicated to the preservation of the
Edwards Aquifer, its springs and contributing streams, and to the natural and cultural
heritage of the Hill Country region and its watersheds, with a special emphasis on Barton
Springs. SOS has members who live and play in the immediate vicinity of the proposed
facilities, as well as in the downstream areas of Little Barton Creek and Barton Creek.

SOS also has members who research and enjoy the presence of the endangered
Barton Springs Salamander and regularly swim in Barton Springs. These members’
scientific, recreational and aesthetic intercsts have been harmed by the elevated nitrate
and other pollutants resulting from wastewater irrigation in the Barton Springs watershed.
Wastewater facilities like the one proposed are already a contributing cause of pollution
and result in harm to SOS members’ interests. If approved as proposed, the proposed

TLAP will further cause water pollution and harm to existing, lisied endangered species i
. F3C y
and their designated critical habitats, ueioc FEO" G102526
eir desigh Save Oor Springs Alliance
{512) 477-2320 voice P.O. Box 684881 « Austin, Texas 78768 http./www.sosalliancs.org ,
{512y 477-6410 fax 905 Wast Oltorf Sirast, Suite A » AUstin, Texas 78704 amall: sosinfo@sosalllance.ory
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COMMENTS:

Generally, SOS Alliance respectfully submits that the application will result in
unanthorized discharge of partially treated wastewater to surface and ground waters.
These discharges stem from excessive irvigation of treated waters on u per area basis;
insufficient wastewater storage; insufficient and less than “best available technology”
treatment systems; and inadeguate permit canditions to assure proper operation and
monitoring of the proposed facilities and prevent migration of pollutants from areas
proposed for irrigation. The discharges will add to existing pollution problems in Little
Barton and Barton Creek and in Barton Springs and the Edwards Aquifer, as
documented in studies published by the U.S. Geological Survey, the City of Austin, and
Dr. Lauren Ross, Gienrose Engineeting,

More specifically:
1. The application incorrectly indicates the Edwards Aquifer as the underlying

aquifer. As such, the hydrological characterizations of the proposed site are misconstrued
resulting in an application that is misguided and inaccurate,

2. The application does not include boring logs which might provide site specific
information regarding irrigation soils.

3. The irrigation areas are sized only to accommaodate daily average flows and do
not take into account wet weather events or mflows into the sewage plant,

4, Mapped groundwater wells in the proposed site’s vicinity are open or uncased
completions which represent a threat of groundwaler contamination from effluent
migration into the well bore.

5, Proposed well buffers are not indicated on the irrigation map. A deduction of the
acreage for the necessary well buffers results in an application area that is less than the
application area stated in the pormit and less than is required to avoid discharge of
pollutants to Little Barton Creek and/or to groundwaier,

6. The application ¢ites to the Llano soil sheet and not the more appropriate Austin
soil sheet. , '

7. A subsurface drip system will be used to apply the treated effluent throughout the
irrigation area. Subsurface application bypasses the surface soil batrier to chemical and
microbial migration.

8. Although an alternative to a sub-surface drip irrigation system should be used by
the applicant, the effluent storage capacity for this subsurface system should, at
minimur, be sized to mirtor the storage capacity for surface application.

9. The soil and crops, hamely Bermuda and Rye grass, being irrigated on will not
uptake the nitrogen in the effluent under normal variations in weather, seasons, and

Page20f3
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growing cycles. Large amounts of nitrogen perhaps 70-80% of it and as much as 95% of
it will be leached out of the soil. it will then be carried by water flowing through the soil
wherever that water goes, much of it to Litile Barton Creek, then to Barton Creck and
then to the Edwards Aquifer via recharge within the Barton Creek channel,

10.  The manicuring and mowing of the proposed irrigation areas will adversely affect
the proposed vegetation’s already limited ability to uptake nitrogen.

11, Treatment levels within the treatment plant should be much more protective,
consistent with currently available technology.

12.  Proposed itrigation areas have not been demounsirated to be suitable in terms of
soils, geology, slope, and proximity to adjacent streams and proposed development.

Thank you for your consideration, If you have any questions about these
comments, please contact Adam Abrams, Stafl’ Attorney, Save Our Springs Alliance at
905 West Oltorf, Suite A, Austin, Texas 78704 or by phone at 512, 477.2320 ext. 305,

ﬁﬁMb«m

Adam Abrams
Staff Attorney
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FAX COVER SHEET
TO

COMPANY

FAX NUMBER 15122393311

FROM Pat Brodnax

DATE : 2014-03-27 21:34:17 GMT

RE Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

COVER MESSAGE

To Whom It May Concemn,

Please see attached comments for permit number WQO0015201001. SOS just
e-filed these comments as well. Thanks in advance for your help.

Sincerely,

Adam Abrams
Save Our Springs Alliance
905 W. Oltorf

Suite A

Austin, Texas 78704

Ph. 512.477.2320

Fax. 512.477.6410
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Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT-COCC

Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2014 457 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

Attachments: Save Our Springs Comments on WQ0015201001 (JPHD)1.pdf

From: adam@sosalliance.org [mailte:adam@sosalliance.org]
Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2014 4:30 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.texas.qov

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP
RN NUMBER: RN107010209

PERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001
DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: MR Adam Abrams

- E-MAIL: adam@sosalliance.org

COMPANY: Save Our Springs Alliance

ADDRESS: 905 W OLTORF ST Suite A
AUSTIN TX 78704-5395

PHONE: 5124772320
FAX:

COMMENTS: Save Our Springs has attached comments via pdf,

%CJ



SAVE OUR SPRINGS
ALLIANCE

March 27, 2014

Oftice of the Chief Clerk, MC 1035

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087 '
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Fax: (§12) 239-3311

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING AND FAX, TO FOLLOW BY U.S. MAIL

RE:  Comments on Proposed Permit No. WQ0G15201001. Applicant JPHD, Inc., 17024
Hamilton Pool Road, Austin, Texas 78738,

Deat Chief Clerk;

Save Our Springs Alliance Inc., (SOS) files these comments in response to the
“notice published on the filing of an administratively complete application for a Texas
Land Application Permit, regarding TCEQ Proposed Permit No, WQ0015201001 applied
for by JPHD, Inc. SOS has members who would be adversely affected by the application
different from the general public and intends to request a contested case hearing when the
Executive Director publishes responses to public comments and a draft proposed permit,

SOS is a non-profit, charitable organization dedicated to the preservation of the
Edwards Aquifer, its springs and contributing streams, and to the natural and cultural
heritage of the Hill Country region and its watersheds, with a special emphasis on Barton
Springs, SOS has members who live and play in the immediate vicinity of the proposed
facilities, as well as in the downstream areas of Little Barton Creek and Barton Creek,

SO8 also has members who research and enjoy the presence of the endangered
Barton Springs Salamander and regularly swim in Barton Springs. These members’
scientific, recreational and aesthetic interests have been harmed by the elevated nitrate
and other pollutants resulting from wastewater irrigation in the Barton Springs watershed.
Wastewater facilities like the one proposed are already a contributing cause of poliution
and result in harm to SOS members’ interests. [f approved as proposed, the proposed .
TLAP will further cause water pollution and harm to existing, listed endangered species
and their designated critical habit%ts. i FB0Y 103628
ave Our Springs Alllance

(512) 477-2320 volce P.0. Box 684881 » Austin, Texas 78768 http:/fwww.sosalliance org
(512) 477-6410 fax 908 West Qltorf Street, Suite A » Austin, Texas 78704 emall; sosinfo@sosalliance.org



COMMENTS:

Generatly, SOS Alliance respectfully submits that the application will result in
unanthorized discharge of partially treated wastewater to surface and ground waters.
These discharges stem from excessive irrigation of treated waters on a per area basis;
insufficient wastewater storage; insufficient and less than “best available technology”
treatment systems; and inadequate permit conditions to assure proper operation and
monitoring of the proposed facilities and prevent migration of pollutants from areas
proposed for irrigation. The discharges will add to existing pollution problems in Little
Barton and Barton Creek and in Barton Springs and the Edwards Aquifer, as
documented in studies published by the U.S. Geological Survey, the Cify of Austin, and
Dr. Lauren Ross, Glenrose Engineering.

More specifically:

1, The application incorrectly indicates the Edwards Aquifer as the underlying
aquifer. As such, the hydrological characterizations of the proposed site are misconstrued
resulting in an application that is misguided and inaccurate.

2. The application does not include boring logs which might provide site specific
information regarding irrigation soils.

3. The irrigation areas are sized only to accommodate daily average flows and do
not take into account wet weather events or inflows into the sewage plant.

4, Mapped groundwater wells in the proposed site’s vicinity are open or uncased
completions which represent a threat of groundwater contamination from effluent
migration into the well bore.

5 Proposed well buffers are not indicated on the irtigation map. A deduction of the
acreage for the necessary well buffers results in an application area that is less than the
application area stated in the permit and less than is required to avoid discharge of
pollutants to Little Barton Creek and/or to groundwatet,

6. The application cites to the Llano soil sheet and not the more appropriate Austin
soil sheet. ‘ ' -

7. A subsurface drip system will be used to apply the treated effluent throughout the
irrigation area. Subsurface application bypasses the surface soil barrier to chemical and
microbial migration. C

8. Although an alternative to a sub-surface drip irrigation system should be used by
the applicant, the effluent storage capacity for this subsurface system should, at
minimum, be sized to mirror the storage capacity for surface application.

9. The soil and crops, namely Bermuda and Rye grass, being irrigated on will not
uptake the nitrogen in the effluent under normal varjations in weather, seasons, and
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growing cycles. Large amounts of nittogen perhaps 70-80% of it and as much as 95% of
it will be leached out of the soil. It will then be catried by water flowing through the soil
wherever that water goes, much of it to Little Barton Creek, then to Barton Creek and
then to the Edwards Aquifer via recharge within the Barton Creek channel.

10, The manicuring and mowing of the proposed irrigation areas will adversely affect
the proposed vegetation’s already limited ability to uptake nitrogen.

1. Treatment levels within the treatment plant should be much more protective,
consistent with currently available technology.

12.  Proposed irtigation areas have not been demonstrated to be suitable in terms of
soils, geology, slope, and proximity to adjacent streams and proposed development,

Thank you for your consideration, If you have any questions about these
cominents, please contact Adam Abrams, Staff Attorney, Save Our Springs Alliance at
905 West Oltorf, Suite A, Austin, Texas 78704 or by phone at 512, 477.2320 ext. 305,

Sincerely,
oA

Adam Abrams
Staff Attorney
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form @

December 15, 2014

JPHD, Inc.
Water Quality Permit
Permit No. WQ0015201001

PLEASE PRINT C] DQ
Name: ') E" 1he/( , QX/&)

¥

Mailing Address: \70()? Q’(‘{W p% Cm/

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: A‘MSW Zip: 95’?3 g

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

Email ar.{e/Id e us \//

Phone Number: Sj}\’ S_'?‘ l ““(?C’M

* Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? (3 Yes m

If yes, which one?

O Please add me to the mailing list.

‘Q/Iwish to provide formal ORAL COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting, V/

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

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

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

N



TCEQ Public Meeting Form

December 15, 2014

JPHD. Inc.
Water Quality Permit
Permit No. WQ0015201001

PLEASE PRINT,

Name: /!42/\%( %Uié

Mailing Address: qOS \l\) O\‘tﬁfg: &\&tt A-

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: A@S’h\r\ ETK, Zip: —7& 70 Lll

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

Email: Lol g C Sosodlioneg, . of i v

Phone Number: 511'477’ 0113’20 M{’306

« Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? Mes [1No

If yes, which one? Q%Uef &)FQJ?Y% Y\(i\)gf A“ EMCP__,

M Please add me to the mailing list,

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

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

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

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



Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2014 3:36 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2
Subject; FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQ001.5201001
Attachments: TCEQ Letterl.docx
PM

X
From: sfengland@mac.com [mallto:sfengland@mac.com] \‘P Lo
Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2014 2:30 PM RN
To: donctReply@teeq.state.tx.us 0\,9

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP
RN NUMBER: RN107010209

fERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001
DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: Stephen England

E-MAIL: sfengland@mac.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 17501 WILDRYE DR
AUSTIN TX 78738-4052

PHONE: 5123345943

FAX: 5124020302

COMMENTS: Please see attached letier



Stephen & Marcia England :
17501 Wildrye Drive

~ Austin, TX, 78738
“Tel: +1 (512) 3345043

- Fax; +1 (512) 402 0302:'

January 13, 2006

Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105, TCEQ

PO Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Re: Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001 {JPHD Inc.)

| am a bordering neighbor of the planned development. | received your notice of the

receipt of application. | will be directly affected by the proposed wastewater disposal
system,

First, | am opposed to this application for the following reasons:

® The soil in the proposed development is shallow and of poor quality. It will
not be able to absorb the proposed volume of irrigated effiuent on a
dependable basis, Effluent is bound to seep into Little Barton Creek from time
to time, impacting water quality

* Irrigating a massive amount of treated wastewater (450,000 gallons per day)
on just 105 acres of land will overwhelm the absorptive capacity of the soil
and vegetation, especially during sustained rainy conditions. This will
inevitably impact water quality in Little Barton Creek.

* The plant’s pollutant removal parameters are not adequate to preclude
pollution of Little Barton Creek.

* This large-scale wastewater treatment plant will create odors and noise
pollution that will affect nearby homeowners
Second, | request that there be a public meeting concerning this application.
Third, please put me on the mailing list for all information related to this project.

Thank you very much. Sincerely,

Stephen England



TCEQ Public Meeting Form

December 15, 2014

JPHD, Inc.
Water Quality Permit
Permit No. W0Q0015201001

PLEASE PRINT

Name: y oL é\%/ﬁ/j\fééx
Mailing Address: L O [~ %(MVU\ [\{a’\ pﬁj@o @CQ

7{

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: l"(_/_,ﬂf' ;/ EW/ZOI )/L?f \S;/JT‘, )/L?S Zip: ?g é ) Q

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

Email: YU ST @ ’f‘@zcw (Q@_Qa«\ ¢ !br(?\

Phone Number: Ei2."~NT7T T — C?»:LL‘{ S

* Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? [l Yes M:NO

If yes, which one?

(G- Please add me to the mailing list. '\/

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

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

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

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

U



TCEQ Public Meeting Form
December 15, 2014

JPHD, Inc.
Water Quality Permit
Permit No. WQ0015201001

PLEASE PRINT

Name: :S:a FF é{-}abmm

Mailing Address: ‘:étﬁ Z \ COQD\I &"CTCUS bf"— Rroszi0 72 75 S/

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: ,A”dé'?;/\_-——- : Zip: 7g 7/ 5 g

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

Email: PONLoCHe PPLLen. (@ MAC., com. l"’//

Phone Number: SN2 -NLT-53S 2.

» Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? 0 Yes  XdNo

If yes, which one?

'/@r Please add me to the mailing list. V/

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

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

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

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

\
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MEETING AGENDA

o Introduction [7:00 pam ] OO SUR PSRRI TCEQ

o Identify Elected OffiCials. .o il “TCEQ

. Presentatmns ........... . ...,..i...A.ppkiicant&TCEQ
Informal Discussion Period

o Questions & ATNSWETS.. ..o rininimsasmninisenn, b Public

Members of the public may ask questions during this time petiod. TCEQ staff and the Applicant will respond
to questions. This titme period is for discussion purposes and for obtaining information from TCEQ staff and
the Applicant. Questions and/or comments made during this period will not be considered formal
comment, and will not go to the Commissioners. ' Additionally, no written response will be prepared for
comments made during this period.

Formal Comment Period

0 T OTTIA] COTITICIES seveeseeresbeseseesracssaesesessasessardemsd s e nd e s E 44081040 LSRR Public

During the formal comment period members of the public may voice concerns or comments. Neither the
Applicant nor TCEQ staff will respond during the formal comment period. After the close of ali
comment periods, the Executive Director will suramarize the formal comments and prepare a written respense
to comments (RTC). This RTC will be made available to the public and will also be mailed to those who

submitted written comments or formal comments at a public meeting.
Everyone who wishes to comment will have the opportunity to de so, however, we may ask that each

commentor limit their time so that everyone will have time to speak,

e Closing Romarks/AdJOUITITIENE. .cov.nimncrriimmssmsnss s bbb s e TCEQ

Please Note: Wrilten comments may be submitted anﬂ' ime during the evening.



Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT-0CC

Sent; Friday, March 28, 2014 8:12 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2 :
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001
PM

From: pgolde@techpeopleinc.com [mailto:pgolde@techpeopleinc.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2014 6:17 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.texas.gov

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

Q
J

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP
RN NUMBER: RN107010209

PERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001
DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

F ROM

NAME: Peter W Golde

E-MAIL: pgolde@techpeopleinc.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 8301 BELLANCIA DR
AUSTIN TX 78738-7659

PHONE: 5123276371

FAX:

COMMENTS: March 27, 2014 Office of the Chief Clerk MC 105, TCEQ PO Box 13087 Austin, TX 78711-
3087 Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001 (JPHC, Inc.) Through the Belvedere HOA, we received TCEQ
Notice of Application (Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001) for the planned development by Masonwood

Development and we are responding to this application. We have recently built a home in the Belvedere
subdivision that would be negatively affected by this massive proposed subdivision, This development plans to @

| S



irrigate a massive amount of treateg wastewater on just 105 acres of land. This process will overwhelm the
absorptive capacity of the shallow soil here. Little Barton Creek runs through many areas of this proposed
subdivision and effluent will inevitably seep into the Creek, negatively impact the quality of the water. We are
also concerned that the large-scale wastewater treatment plant that is proposed will create odors and noise
pollution that will affect us and other nearby homeowners. We request that there be a public meeting concerning
this application. Please put us on the mailing list for all information related to this project (email addresses:
bgolde3502@gmail.com and pgolde@techpeopleine.com) or the mailing address noted below. Thank you for
your consideration. Elizabeth and Peter Golde 8301 Bellancia Drive Austin, TX 78738




Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent; Wednesday, March 26, 2014 9:50 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC?2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQQ015201001
Attachments: TCEQ commentl.pdf O
. $
From: mollygurasich@yahoo.com [mailto:mollygurasich@yahoo.com] D
Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2014 8:27 PM AN

To: donotReply@tceq.state.x.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP

RN NUMBER: RN107010209

PERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: MRS Molly Gurasich

E-MAIL: mollypurasich@yahoo.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 16608 DESTINY CV

AUSTIN TX 78738-7400

PHONE: 5124029856

FAX:

COMMENTS: comment letter attached

/2,



March 24, 2014

Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105, TCEQ

PO Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Re: Proposed TLAP permit number WQ0015201001 (JPHD, Inc.)

We are homeowners directly downstream of the proposed wastewater treatment plant, Little
Barton Creek runs through our property. We are concerned that we will be negatively affected
by the proposed wastewater disposal system.

Specifically, we have serious questions regarding the possibility of odor, noise, and most
importantly, watet pollution from what we assume will be a large treatment plant. It seems
inevitable that this treatment plant will put the water and groundwater around us at risk. We
have a well for household drinking water and are very apprehensive about the potential for
contamination and health risks. We have two young children who will be drinking this water
for the majority of their developing years,

For a wastewater treatment plant to support a development project of the proposed size, it is
imperative that the plant itself be of the highest standard to protect neighbors from adverse
and preventable consequences. Because of the latge scale of this project, we will already be
negatively impacted by changes in traffic, view, and “country” living. We hope we don’t also
have to worry about noxious fumes, environmental contamination, and health hazards from
the plant,

While we respect a landowner’s right to develop their property as they choose, we also expect
responsible planning and for the project to have minimal impact on neighbors, We request
that there be a public meeting concerning this permit application.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

John & Molly Gurasich
16608 Destiny Cove
Austin, TX 78738

512-402-9856
mollygurasich@yahoo,com



Marisa Weber

From; PUBCOMMENT-QCC

Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 8,51 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: CORRECTION FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201.001
PM

From: PUBCOMMENT-0CC

Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 9:50 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-QCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

From: kh@dkhanson.com [mailto:kh@dkhanson.com]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2014 8:45 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx,us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP
RN NUMBER: RN107010209

PERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001
DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: MRS Kathleen Malick Hanson

E-MAIL: khimdkhanson.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 16400 HAMILTON POOL RD
AUSTIN TX 78738-7300

PHONE: 5122634121

FAX:



e

COMMENTS: March 20, 2014 Ofti¢e of the Chief Clerk MC 105, TCEQ P((;"Box 13087 Austin, TX 78711-
3087 Re: Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001 (JPHC, Inc) We are responding to the TCEQ notice of
application (shown above) for the Hatchett Tract. We are directly affected by the proposed wastewater
treatment plant as our western fenceline of over 1000 feet is shared with the Hatchett tract. We have held a
wildlife exemption on our 28 acres for 18 years, during which time we have aggressively attempted to bring
back native grasses for more effective replenishment of the underlying Barton Springs segment of the Edwards
Aquifer, Furthermore, almost half of the Hatchett property along our fenceline is low-lying with numerous large
oaks and fifty Big Muhly grass clumps retaining and releasing run off into the aquifer. (The plan shows that
most of this area will be clear cut up to the fence to accommodate 60' x 120" lots) Since the soil in the proposed
development is shallow and of poor quality, we are concerned that it will not be able to absorb the volume of
irrigated effluent dependably. Such a massive amount of treated wastewater on just 105 actes of land will
certainly overwhelm the absorptive capacity of soil and vegetation, raising the possibility of effluent reaching
and polluting the wetlands we have obsetved along our fenceline. We ask that serious consideration be given by
the TCEQ to reducing the amount of effluent (and hence the number of proposed LUEs) allowed with this B
massive development. We also would request that there be a public meeting concerning this application and
would like to be put on the mailing list:(dick@dkhanson,com or 16400 Hamilton Pool Rd, 78738) for all
information concerning this project. Thank you for your consideration. Sincerely, Dick and Kathie Hanson
16400 Hamilton Pool Rd; Austin 78738 512-263-412




Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent; Wednesday, March 26, 2014 9:50 AM

To: FUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject; FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

From: kh@dkhanson.com [mallto; kh@dkhanson.com]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2014 8:45 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP
RN NUMBER: RN1067010209

PERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001
DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPTID INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: MRS Kathleen Malick Hanson

E-MAIL: kh@dkhanson.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 16400 HAMILTON POOL RD
AUSTIN TX 78738-7300

PHONE: 5122634121
FAX:

COMMENTS: March 20, 2014 Office of the Chief Clerk MC 105, TCEQ PO Box 13087 Austin, TX 78711-
3087 Re: Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001 (JPHC, Inc) We are responding to the TCEQ notice of
application (shown above) for the Hatchett Tract. We are directly affected by the proposed wastewater

treatment plant as our western fenceline of over 1000 feet is shared with the Hatchett tract. We have held a
wildlife exemption on our 28 acres for 18 years, during which time we have aggressively attempted to bring J

: ™
Q



»

back native grasses for more effective replenishment of the underlying Barton Springs segment of the Edwards
Aquifer. Furthermore, almost half of the Hatchett property along our fenceline is low-lying with numerous large
oaks and fifty Big Muhly grass clumps retaining and releasing run off into the aquifer. (The plan shows that
most of this area will be clear cut up to the fence to accommodate 60' x 120' lots) Since the soil in the proposed
development is shallow and of poor quality, we are concerned that it will not be able to absorb the volume of
irrigated effluent dependably. Such a massive amount of treated wastewater on just 105 acres of land will
certainly overwhelm the absorptive capacity of soil and vegetation, raising the possibility of effluent reaching
and polluting the wetlands we have observed along our fenceline. We ask that serious consideration be given by
the TCEQ to reducing the amount of effluent (and hence the number of proposed LUEs) allowed with this
massive development. We also would request that there be a public meeting concerning this application and
would like to be put on the mailing list:(dick@dkhanson.com or 16400 Hamilton Pool Rd, 78738) for all
information concerning this project. Thank you for your consideration. Sincerely, Dick and Kathie Hanson
16400 Hamilton Pool Rd; Austin 78738 512-263-412




Office of the Chief Clerk V%
MC-105, TCEQ Ry /
PO Box 13087 &N
Austin, TX 78711-3087 N

Re: Proposed TLAP permit number WQ0015201001 (JPHD, Inc.)
Dear TCEQ Chief Clerk,

I am a bordering neighbor of the above-referenced planned development. Little
Barton Creek runs through my property, directly downstream from the proposed
wastewater treatment plant. 1 will be directly affected by the proposed wastewater
disposal system and am concerned for several reasons:

e The soil in the proposed development is shallow and of poor quality. It will not
be able to absorb the proposed volume of irrigated effluent on a dependable
basis. Effluent is bound to seep into Little Barton Creek from time to time,
impacting water quality.

e Irrigating a massive amount of treated wastewater (450,000 gallons per day) on
just 105 acres of land will overwhelm the absorptive capacity of the soil and
vegetation, especially during sustained rainy conditions. This will inevitably
impact water quality in Little Barton Creek.

» The plant’s pollutant removal parameters are not adequate to preclude
pollution of Little Barton Creek.

¢ This large-scale wastewater treatment plant will create odors and noise
pollution that will affect nearby homeowners.

s My well may be poliuted.

I request that a public meeting be held concerning this application. In addition, please
put me on the mailing list for all information related to this project. Thank you for

your time and consideration.

=y
Best regards, oy 52

Novella & Henry Heffington T . -

6801 Destiny Hills Drive REVIiCWwELD /

Austin, TX 78738 R3O0 Y
; [

MAR
512-413-9431 L
By %/




mmmwammmnmm«: T

MWW:“ i mmmm i mm

3 ome s, ey,
Ul e

el ) 0 ), S F
a0/ 7% O

Wzl S0/ >

o it e

8.8/ X1 ‘uisny
A7 SYIH Aunsad 1089
uo1BuaH BjlEA0N SIN




March 24, 2014 REVIEWED /9/ W
MAR 2 8§ 2004

N\ 7
Office of the Chief Clerk o o By y
MC 105, TCEQ &g ‘
PO Box 13087 @0\
Austin, TX 78711-3087 N

Re: Proposed TLAP permit number WQO0015201001 (JPHD, Inc)

I am a homeowner who will be affected by the proposed wastewater treatment plant. Little
Barton Creek rung through my property directly downstream from the plant proposed in this
application.

I am concerned about the possibility of pollutants from the treatment plant seeping into
groundwater and into Little Barton Creck, [’'m also concerned about noise pollution and an

unpleasant odor coming from the plant.

I request that there be a public meeting concerning this application.

Thank you. =
:I:dJ!:ri :f?__"-:
PR
Sincerely, ' o2
%\.\._ M \Qs A :’%A S
1 d « 4
=1 s
= =
Judy Hendricks e
16618 Destiny Hills
Austin, TX 78738

Sk vio fay 3las \&OM \;)
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Received Mar 25 2014 06:52pm
ool

63/25/2014 18:51 FAX

March 24, 2014

o B
Office of the Chief Clerk B f
MC 105, TCEQ ¢ i
PO Box 13087 Lo
Austin, TX 78711-3087 &
Re: Proposed TLAP permit number WQO0015201001 (JPHD, Inc) El}j G
o A

[ am a homeowner who will be affectcd by the proposed wastewater treatment plant. Little™
Barton Creek runs through my property directly downstream from the plant proposed in this

application.

1 am concerned aboul the possibility of pollutants from the treatment plant seeping inro
groundwatcr and into Little Barton Creek. 1”m also concemned about noise pollution and an

unpleasant odor coming from the plant,

I request that there be a public meeting concemning this application,

Thank you,
| REVIEWED
Sincerely, '
RS Aurdanstro AR 2§ 700
BY_
Juady Hendricks
16618 Destiny Hills

Austin, TX 78738




Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 9:50 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001
pm

From: jeanna.james@yahoo.com [mailto:jeanna.james@yahco.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2014 3:48 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001.

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP
RN NUMBER: RN107010209

PERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001
DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: Jeanna James

E-MAIL: jeanna.james@yvahoo.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 7114 DESTINY HILLS DR
AUSTIN TX 78738-7414

PHONE: 5126331930
FAX:

COMMENTS: To whom it may concern, [ am a landowner near to the proposed TLAP permit number
WQ0015201001 (JPHD, Inc)development project and have concerns regarding the proposed wastewater
treatment plant, - The soil in this area is shallow and of poor quality, How will the proposed plant abgorb the.
proposed volume of irrigated effluent without seeping into Little Barton Creek? - I am concerned that my well
will be contaminated - I have concerns about smells emanating from the plant into our neighborhood I request

1
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that TCEQ schedule a public meeting concerning this permit application and ask the developer to address these
concerns. Regards,



TCEQ Public Meeting Form
December 15, 2014

JPHD, Inc.
Water Quality Permit
Permit No. WQo0015201001

PLEASE PRINT

Name: Nlm/a(_, K}L@(’) i?l‘g“
Mailing Address: Z»ﬁé ///(,/f ﬁéﬂ,lﬁlﬁ AP-/\ Uf/ [.&K(W)”\l’ ,rTﬁ 78 62()

(Eugene Lowan’(haD

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: Zip:

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

il g RUGDRE@ JukC.COA

Phone Number:

» Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? (] Yes o

If yes, which one?

a Please add me to the mailing list.

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

@ 1 wish to provide formal WRITTEN COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting. ON f&:’\/{f{ﬁ&f

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

Please give this form to the person at the information table. Thank you.
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DEC 15 2014

AT PUBLIC MEETING
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form
December 15, 2014

JPHD. Inc.
Water Quality Permit
Permit No. WQ0015201001

m: A2 H

PLEASE PRINT

e U2l Oms ARAFT
viating adaress 291§ LI L& Khnlest 1Ko #D

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: b i S\h\t U : Tx | Zip: 7@75 g?

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

Email:

Phone Number:

"

* Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? - [] Yes BRo

If yes, which one?

[D/Please add me to the mailing list. / W

I w1sh to provxde formal ORAL COMMENTS at tonight’s public meetmg

I Wish to provide formal WRITTEN COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting. \/

‘i )

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

Please give this form to the person at the information table. Thank you.
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# TCEQ Public Meeting Form @
December 15, 2014

JPHD, Inc.
Water Quality Permit
Permit No,. WQ0015201001

PLEASE PRINg" ‘ \
Name: 6| < LO L) e L.‘”[r\)'\

Gy N r\} . 7 u
Mailing Address: [bod Cruml iu) K“i h L \Qck

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: Ausrin ) X Zip: 7% 38

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

o w &V\“[‘L_AJ . MT

)
Email: O\w (‘“:"
L

L - 7] T -y G
Phone Number: 2l LA 6 B 13 g

« Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? L} Yes \/Z@lo

If yes, which one?

Pleasc add me to the mailing list. \/

v

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

I wish to provide formal WRITTEN COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting. l/

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

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

¢



RECEIVED

To: Texas Commission on Environmental Quality DEC l 5 201

From: Eugens Lowenthal

Subject: Comments on JPHD permit (WQ 0015201001)

Date: December 15, 2014 ° AT PUBL\C MEE-HNG

Little Barton Creek (a tributary of Barton Creek in the Edwards Aquifer watershed) will inevitably be
contaminated because:

the irrigation application rate is far too high

soil conditions in the irrigation areas are very poor

some of the irrigation areas are on slopes as steep as 15%

the irrigation areas are too close to one or more tributaries of the creek

the effluent storage capacity is far too low

the allowed limits for TSS, BODS and ammoeonia nitrogen are too high

operational problems with subsurface irrigation systems are difficult to detect and isclate

N@®o R W

For the same reasons stated above, nearby wells will not be adequately protected from contamination.
There is insufficient protection of neighboring subdivisions from nuisance effluent odors.
There is insufficient protection of neighboring subdivisions from nuisance plant noise and light.

Because the applicant’s engineer is subject to unavoidable bias, the TCEQ should require that third party
experts assess such crucial aspects as soil conditions and the location of critical environmentai features
wetlands, and seeps. This is what Rocky Creek (MUD #16) did.

The TCEQ should conduct a comparative study with Rocky Creek (MUD #16) permit. The agency should
require JPHD to design to a higher standard than Rocky Creek.

In view of the WTCPUA’s upcoming decision to grant the applicant no more than 700 LUEs of surface
water, with no prospect of future LUES within the permit horizon, the TCEQ should deny the permit on the
basis of unsubstantiated need.

ectfully,
Eugene Lowenthal

9600 Crumley Ranch Road
Austin, TX 78738

512-263-2938
gene@lowenthal net



TCEQ Public Meeting Form
December 15, 2014

.. JPHD,Inc.
-~ Water Quality Permit
0 Permit No. WQ0015201001

PLEASE PRINT

Name t D45 M’}ﬂ LM ECKEN her 1~
Mailing Address: J7 79;§ F} ﬂﬁlm ’h il /{)} /}&L&(”‘ p 72732

Physical Address (if different):

CityiState: _ \A{ M;A"h l/ll — —T;X Zip: 73752

*J’F’];'h'is information is subject to public disclosure under the Texas Public Information Act** l/
L UELK-20) |
o T | g O o | CON_
\ E

Phone Number:

s Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, ot group? L] Yes

If yes, which one?

PP

U Please add me to the mailing list.

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

% I wish to provide formal WRITTEN COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting. C %.& AL

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

Please give this form to the person at the information table. Thank you.
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form
December 15, 2014

JPHD, Inc.
Water Quality Permit
Permit No. WQ0015201001

PLEASE PRINT | Q
Name: N @ a‘{/"\., [\M WA &'0' - Q
Mailing Address: 7 670 0 (,}, w e L LQ V::) .. /:k_)‘&m‘\:mma':?@:]m\?g,_

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: A TR Zip: ’7 SRS ¢

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

Email:

Phone Number:

ELE JERE L

e Are y_‘o“li'he're tbday representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? [JYes [No
MOC D
If yes, which one?

Please add me to the mailing list.

-

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

I wish to provide formal WRITTEN COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting. \/
: Spe (Cedevsé

7 O

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

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

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PM

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 9:50 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2
Subject: FW: Public comment on

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Thursday, March 27, 2014 9:08 AM

PUBCOMMENT-QCC2

CORRECTION  FW!: Public comment on Permit Number W(GQ0015201001

Permit Number WQ0015201001

4
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From: mmerabbi@austin.rr.com [maillo:mmorabbi@austin, rr,com]
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2014 10:42 PM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP

RN NUMBER: RN107010209

PERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: MR Mehrdad Morabbi

E-MAIL: mmorabbi(@austin.ir.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 12004 FORTUNA CV

AUSTIN TX 78738-5403
PHONE: 5122972739

FAX:



COMMENTS: March 24, 2014 Oigice of the Chief Clerk MC 105, TCEQ P{) Box 13087 Austin, TX 78711-
3087 Re: Proposed TLAP No. WQ0015201001 (JPHD, Inc., 17024 Hamilton Pool Road, Austin, Texas 7873 &)
I am writing to request a public meeting to address many concerns related to the size, location, and the design of
the above referenced facility. My property borders the planned development this facility will serve to the East,
and Little Barton Creek, directly downstream of the proposed wastewater plant to the North, I am gravely
concerned about the following: « The planned wastewater facility will be construeted to ultimately discharge an
average of 450,000 gallons of treated wastewater daily adjacent to Little Barton Creek, a tributary of Barton
Creek. The size and the location of the proposed plant greatly risks contamination of Barton Creek. « Noise
abatement measures ¢ Odor control measures « Quantities of hazardous chemicals proposed to be stored onsite I
am also requesting to receive all public notices in reference to the above project. Sincerely, Mehrdad Morabbi
12004 lFortuna Cove Austin, Texas 78738 512-297-2739

A



Marisa Weber

From: FUBCOMMENT-CCC

Sent;’ Wednesday, March 26, 2014 9:50 AM

To: PUBCCMMENT-0OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

From: mmorabbi@austin.rr.com [mailto:mmorabbi@austin.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2014 10:42 PM

To: donotReply@tceq,state.tx.us 0
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001 0\

N4
0,\6

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP
RN NUMBER: RN107010209

PERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001
DOCKET NUMBER:
COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: MR Mehrdad Morabbi

E-MAIL: mmorabbi@austin.rr.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 12004 FORTUNA CV
AUSTIN TX 78738-5403

PHONE: 5122972739

FAX:

COMMENTS: March 24, 2014 Office of the Chief Clerk MC 105, TCEQ PO Box 13087 Austin, TX 78711-
3087 Re: Proposed TLAP No. WQ0015201001 (JPHD, Inc., 17024 Hamilton Pool Road, Austin, Texas 78738)
[ am writing to request a public meeting to address many concerns related to the size, location, and the design of

the above referenced facility. My property borders the planned development this facility will serve to the East,
and Little Barton Creek, directly downstream of the proposed wastewater plant to the North, I am gravely

1 <
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v
concerned about the following: » The planned wastewater facility will be constructed to ultimately discharge an ﬁ,] T
average of 450,000 gallons of treated wastewater daily adjacent to Little Barton Creek, a tributary of Barton
Creek. The size and the location of the proposed plant greaily risks contamination of Barton Creek. » Noise
abatermnent measures * Odor control measures * Quantities of hazardous chemicals proposed to be stored onsite 1

am also requesting to receive all public notices in reference to the above project. Sincerely, Mehrdad Morabbi
12004 Fortuna Cove Austin, Texas 78738 512-297-2739



City . Austin |
. Founded by Congtess, Republic of Texas, 1839
Watershed Protection Department
P.O. Box 1088. Austin. Texas 78767

9/ /X REVIEWED

September 8, 2014 @ Q{D SEP 09 2014 [ 1 E}% % g
o , O J A e
Bridget C. Bohac O\\ : By % &1 L REF.

Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105 - ‘ % © ko=
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) - g
P.0. Box 13087 H g 2%
Austin, TX 78711-3087 R o= F

RE: Draft Texas Land Application Permit (TLAP) No. WQ0015201001 for JPHD, Inc.

Dear Ms. Bohac:

I am filing these comments on behalf of the City of Austin (the “City”) and also requesting that
the TCEQ set the above referenced matter for a public meeting to receive further questions and
comments concerning this draft permit. We also respectfully request that the permit not be
approved as drafted, but be revised to include provisions necessary to protect water quality, as
discussed herein.

The City has direct interests in the water quality of Little Barton Creek downstream from the
land application sites and the quality of water recharging the Barton Springs segment of the
Edwards Aquifer. The City has acquired through conservation easement and fee simple
acquisition 969 acres in the Little Barton Creek watershed as permanently protected open space
through the City of Austin Water Quality Protection Lands program. This land is permanently
protected from development to preserve the quality and quantity of recharge to sensitive karst
features and maintain the quality of surface water resources in the contributing and recharge
zones of the Edwards Aquifer. The land application facility if operated as proposed in the draft
permit would result in water quality degradation that would adversely impact these lands.

Based on the information available in the permit application file and the draft permit, the City
has the following concerns:

1. Based on soil festing information provided in the application, twenty-four (24) soil test
hole descriptions indicate existing soils are unsuitable for wastewater effluent disposal.
In all but four (4) test holes, caliche layers were described at less than 18 inches below
the surface. Caliche, as an indurated layer, is a restrictive layer and therefore soil depth
requirements of the draft permit Special Provision 12 cannot be met with existing soils.
Additionally, 30 TAC 222.125(2) requires at least one foot of soil over any restrictive
horizon in addition to the minimum 6 inches of soil that must overlay the subsurface
irrigation lines. Each application area will require importation of substantial amounts of
soil. Any imported soil should be properly incorporated with on-site native soils.

2. Soil texture descriptions provided in the application materials are inaccurate for complete
evaluation. Additionally, soil trench floors are not described in the application materials,

)



| Ms. Bridget C. Bohac |
September 8, 2014
Page 2 of 4

The use of Natural Resource Conservation Service soil information may be generally
accurate, but locally misleading, More thorough on-site soil evaluation is necessary.

3. Soil macropore and preferential flow path characteristics are not described in the
application materials, including: desiccation cracks; macropore flow paths inside and
outside soil peds and coarse {ragments; flow paths in plant root chanpels; and flow paths
within pedoturbation by burrowing insects and mammals. Soil-water preferential flow
paths that would limit residence time of effluent in the root zone need to be identified and
described in accordance with 30 TAC 222.77 and remedied to ensure that groundwater
will not be adversely impacted.

4. Given the existing shallow soils over the caliche restrictive layer and likely existence of
preferential soil-water flow paths, the hydraulic application rate should be re-evaluated to
ensure no seepage or percolation of the effluent out of the root zone.

5. Because of the substantial amounts of soil importation likely required to meet the
conditions of the draft permit, management and monitoring plans cannot be finalized
until soil requirements are addressed satisfactorily.

6. The geology and hydrogeology information in the application materials and Recharge
Feature Plan is inadequate to determine if no discharge of pollutants to surface water or
groundwater resources will occur from this disposal system. No survey information of
the land application site was provided concerning existing groundwater seeps or springs.
The Upper Glen Rose Formation of the Trinity Group is not described. Local perched
water tables of the Upper Glen Rose are not described. Hydrologic losses from the root
zone, discharges to shallow groundwater, and potential subsurface flows to adjacent
surface waters are not described. Hydrologic connections between perched water tables
and surface waters or soil preferential flow paths are not described. Lateral water flow
potential is not described, and a Shallow Groundwater Monitoring Plan is not provided.
Caliche layers below the soil surface are not described for the site.

7. Draft permit special provision 33 requires 100 foot minimum buffer zones from all
surface water features. The necessary assurances for adequate buffer zones are not
provided as drip fields 4, 5 and 6 on the map included with the application appear to
encroach on the required buffers. Buffers should be 100 feet minimum as measured
perpendicularly from both sides of the stream centerlines of all surface water features on
the site. Buffer zones are not shown for all surface water drainages on the application
maps. The schematic map included in the draft permit is not sufficient to evaluate
compliance with buffer zone requirements and to ensure adequate protection for surface
water resources. The Recharge Feature Plan included in the application specify stream
buffers as small as 25 feet from the stream centerline and only for surface water features
draining 5 or more acres which would be inconsistent with draft permit provision 33.
Analysis of nitrogen and oxygen isotopes of nitrate by the City and the U.S. Geological
Survey have documented strong biogenic signatures in upper Bear Creek adjacent to an
existing Texas Land Application Permit disposal facility, indicating the high potential for
unintended wastewater effluent migration from land application disposal facilities to
adjacent surface waters in the contributing zone of the Edwards Aquifer.
(http://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2011/5018/).



| Ms. Bridget C. Bohac
September 8, 2014
Page 3 of 4

8.

10.

11,

12.

Travis County land development rules require stream buffers to be created, and
wastewater disposal should not be conducted within these buffer zones. According to a
June 19, 2014, policy statement from the West Travis County Public Utility Agency, the
water provider for the proposed development, the proposed development must comply
with additional water quality protection measutes including impervious cover limitations
and buffer zones. Travis County and West Travis County Public Utility Agency require
development buffer zones around surface water features be included on the maps, and the
area included within these buffer zones should not be included in the calculation of the
land available for wastewater disposal to ensure that appropriate application rates are
maintained throughout all phases of the permit up to the final phase permitted volume.
Subsurface wastewater disposal in areas with greater than 15% slopes are displayed
within several irrigation areas on the application map. These areas should be evaluated
for compliance with soil depth requirements. Vegetation with 100% coverage must be
established prior to subsurface drip dispersal of effluent in these areas, and maintained
throughout the life of the system. This design ensures effluent will remain within the root
zone. Without this provision in the draft permit, these areas with greater than 15% slope
should not be included in the evaluation of the land available for wastewater disposal.
The draft permit specifies 6 application areas although only 5 are evident on the
schematic map provided in the draft permit. The map in the draft permit should include
higher resolution and indicate all proposed irrigation areas.

The effluent treatment }imits in the draft permit are not sufficiently protective to ensure
no adverse impacts to surface water and groundwater resources. Analysis of nitrogen and
oxygen isotopes of nitrate by the City and the U.S. Geological Survey have documented
strong biogenic signatures in upper Bear Creek adjacent to an existing Texas Land
Application Permit disposal facility, indicating the high potential for unintended
wastewater effluent migration from land application disposal facilities to adjacent surface
waters in the contributing zone of the Edwards Aquifer. The weight of existing scientific
evidence clearly documents the sensitivity of Edwards Plateau streams to any nutrient
addition. Because of the lack of information presented in the application materials to
adequately assess subsurface shallow groundwater lateral flow and documented
sensitivity of area surface waters to nutrient enrichment, a more stringent effluent set is
necessary, Neighboring facilities including the Rocky Creek Ranch Wastewater
Treatment Facility (WQ0014664001) and Lake Point Wastewater Treatment Facility
(WQ0013594001) both require more stringent effluent limits of 5 mg/L. carbonaceous 5-
day biochemical oxygen demand, 5 mg/L total suspended solids, and 2 mg/I. ammonia
nitrogen, Nutrient limits should be included in the draft permit, and determination of
appropriate nutrient limits should be based on limiting water quality impacts and
documented with valid technical analysis. Application of the standard subsurface drip
disposal effluent requirements is inadequate given the documented sensitivity of surface
water and groundwater resources in this area.

The City is a partner in the Texas Clean Rivers Program and routinely provides data to
TCEQ for inclusion in Clean Water Act 303(d) and 305(b) assessments from Barton
Creek. The City additionally has collected routine environmental monitoring data from
multiple locations in Little Barton Creek through the City’s Environmental Integrity

3



. Ms. Bridget C. Bohac
September 8, 2014
Page 4 of 4

Index (EII) program since 1999. Based on the most recent 2012-2013 EII scores, the
Little Barton Creek watersheds rank second highest in overall watershed integrity out of
49 watersheds assessed in the Austin area. Because of the City’s active role in acquiring,
assessing and providing data to TCEQ from the region, the City respectfully requests that
a copy of the Seeps/Springs Monitoring Plan be provided to the City for review and
comment, and that copies of all data generated from sampling under the Seeps/Springs
Monitoring Plan also be provided to the City on a regular basis.

13. The background monitoring required for the Seeps/Springs Monitoring Plan in draft
permit special provision 38 is not sufficient to adequately characterize groundwater
quality in the area. At least 10 background samples should be collected to adequately
characterize natural variation prior to irrigation. Fecal indicator bacteria should be added
to the list of required analytes.

14. A permit term of less than 10 years is needed to re-evaluate if subsurface disposal
practices and site specific conditions following soil importation and incorporation are
sufficient to avoid adverse impacts to surface water and groundwater resources in the
area. The City supports the expiration of the permit no later than 2019.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. If you have questions or concerns please
contact me at 512-974-2652 or please contact Assistant City Attorney Ross Crow at 512-974-
2159.

Sincerely,

Mike Personett, Assistant Director
Watershed Protection Department

cc: Ross Crow, Assistant City Attorney, Law Department
Chris Herrington, P.E., Supervising Engineer, Watershed Protection Department
Abel Porras, P.E,, Engineer C, Watershed Protection Department



CITY OF AUSTIN
WATERSHED PRCTECTION
DEPARTMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE
MANAGEMENT DIVISION
P.O.BOX 1088
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78757

Bridget C. Bohac
Cffice of the Chief Clerk, MC 105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ)
P.O, Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711.3087

First Class Mail
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March 15, 2014 ' ;

Office of the Chief Clerk . \j)\ ‘ -
MC 105, TCEQ ‘Q(\ 4 2k
PO Box 13087 Tl

bml
Austin, TX 78711-3087 7N

Re: Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001 (JPHC, Inc)

On two sides of my property, I am a bordering neighbor of the planned development
referenced above on Hamilton Pool Road, also known as the Hatchett Tract. 1 received your
notice of the receipt of application. I will be directly and adversely affected by the wastewater
disposal system for the development as planned.

Most pertinently, I am opposed to this application because the developer, having proposed an
intensely dense development on hilly rocky thin soil, proposes to discharge 450,000 gallons
of treated effluent per day above a tributary of Barton Creek, and above a dry creck that
bisects my property. Since LCRA engineered the access to instal! the tank on the Hatchett
property several years ago, and because of the drought and severe weather patterns of the last
few years, this runoff has caused erosion at an alarmingly elevated rate across my property,
but at least it was natural rain water. This process will continue at a greatly increased rate,
and with effluent that will inevitably and substantially contribute to pollution of the Barton
Springs segment of the Edwards Aquifer. I believe that it is irresponsible development
practice to propose that the amount of effluent (and hence the number of proposed LUEs)
will be sustainable, and the absorptive capacity of the poor and rocky soil and thin vegetation
will be quickly overwhelmed. Furthermore, the plant’s pollutant removal parameters are not
adequate to preclude pollution, even if the amount of effluent were decreased.

Second, I request that there be a public meeting concerning this application.
Third, please keep me on the mailing list for all information related to this project.
Sincerely,

Paula Priour

17120 Hamilton Pool Road ey

Austin, Texas 78738 PRIV

| AR DG onu
512-923-9273 V/ KAR 2 /o 251
ppriour@yahoo.com Sy é
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Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent; Monday, March 24, 2014 8:22 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject; FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001
Attachments: TCEQ letter20141.doc

PV

From: ppriour@yahoo.com [mailto: ppriour@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 23, 2014 8:50 AM

To: donotReply@tceq.state.tx.us

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP
RN NUMBER: RN107010209

PERMIT NUMBER: W(Q0015201001
DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: Paula Priour

E-MAIL: poriourf@yahoo.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 17120 HAMILTON POOL RD
AUSTIN TX 78738-7101

PHONE: 5129239273
FAX:

COMMENTS: Please refer to attached leiter,

@/X
(00\



March 15, 2014

Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105, TCEQ

PO Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Re: Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001 (JPHC, Inc)

On two sides of my property, I am a bordering neighbor of the planned development
referenced above on Hamilton Pool Road, also known as the Hatchett Tract. I received your
notice of the receipt of application. I will be directly and adversely affected by the wastewater
disposal system for the development as planned.

Most pertinently, I am opposed to this application because the developer, having proposed an
intensely dense development on hilly rocky thin soil, proposes to discharge 450,000 gallons
of treated effluent per day above a tributary of Barton Creek, and above a dry creek that
bisects my property. Since LLCRA engineered the access to install the tank on the Hatchett
propetty several years ago, and because of the drought and severe weather patterns of the last
few years, this runoff has caused erosion at an alarmingly elevated rate across my property,
but at least it was natural rain water. This process will continue at a greatly increased rate,
and with effluent that will inevitably and substantially contribute to pollution of the Barton
Springs segment of the Edwards Aquifer. I believe that it is irresponsible development
practice to propose that the amount of effluent (and hence the number of proposed LUEs)
will be sustainable, and the absorptive capacity of the poor and rocky soil and thin vegetation
will be quickly overwhelmed, Furthermore, the plant’s pollutant removal parameters are not
adequate to preclude pollution, even if the amount of effluent were decreased.

Second, I request that there be a public meeting concerning this application.
Third, please keep me on the mailing list for all information related to this project.

Sincerely,

Paula Priour
17120 Hamilton Pool Road
Austin, Texas 78738

512-923.9273
ppriour@yahoo.com



Lisa & Desi Rhoden
7111 Destiny Hills Dr.

Austin, TX 78738-7419 BN |
Office of the Chief Clerk c.o =
< i
MC-105, TCEQ 07 X S
PO Box 13087 O\ s w
Austin, TX 78711-3087 Ao =

RE: Proposed TLAP permit number WQ0015201001 (JPHD, Inc}

Dear Chief Clerk,

We are nearby affected landowners to the Hatchett tract and are concerned
about the proposed wastewater treatment plant referenced above.

We believe there is a significant threat to Little Barton Creek and the Barton
Springs segment of the Edwards Aquifer. Being on a well, we are concerned
about contamination of our well and of our neighbor’s wells. We believe the
proposed wastewater treatment plant is not sufficient for the following reasons:

» The soil in the proposed development is shallow and of poor quality. We
are concerned that it will not be able to absorb the proposed volume of
irrigated effluent on a dependable basis. Effiuent is bound to seep into
Little Barton Creek from time to time, impacting water quality.

+ Irrigating a massive amount of treated wastewater (450,000 gallons per
day) on just 105 acres of land will overwhelm the absorptive capacity of
the soil and vegetation, especially during sustained rainy conditions. This
will inevitably impact water quality in Little Barton Creek.

* The proposed plant’s poliutant removal parameters are not adequate to
preclude pollution of Little Barton Creek.

* This large-scale wastewater treatment plant will create odors and noise
pollution that will affect nearby homeowners in the Destiny Hilis
subdivision.

We hereby request a Public Meeting so the affected landowners can have their
concerns heard. Also, please place us on the mailing list for all information 5
related to this project.

Best regards,
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P. 0. Box 1948
Austin, Texas 78767-1948
Phone: 512-326-8880

e-mail: lauren(g@glenrose.com

GLENROSE
ENGINEERING

December 15, 2014 RECE\VED

Office of the Chief Clerk peC 15 201
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

PO, Box 13007 AT PUBLIC MEETING

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
Submitted electronically at www.tceq.texas.gov/about/comments.html

Subject: Draft JPHD, Inc. Wastewater Texas Land Application Permit WQ0015201001

Dear Office of the Chief Clerk:

At the request of Save Our Springs Alliance, Inc, [ have reviewed the application materials
and draft permit WQ0015201001 for the proposed JPHD, Inc. Texas Land Application
Permit for wastewater disposal. This letter constitutes a preliminary summary of issues
associated with the application and the proposed system. It does not identify every concern

and further review of missing information may lead to additional concerns.

The draft permit would authorize construction and operation of a system to treat and
dispose of up to 450,000 gallons of wastewater per day, Treated wastewater effluent would
be irrigated on six areas with a minimum area of 104.79 acres at an application rate of not
more than 0.1 gallons per square foot per day, on a daily average. The system would serve

1,836 living unit equivalents. Full build-out is predicted to accommodate 5,730 residents.

The proposed wastewater treatment technology is an activated sludge extended aeration
system to meet a daily average effluent standard of 10 milligrams per liter five-day

biochemical oxygen demand, 15 milligrams per liter total suspended solids.

Wastewater effluent would be land-applied using a subsurface drip system to irrigate non-
native grass turf with winter over seeding, Effluent storage equivalent to three days of

average wastewater effluent generation would be required.

The following issues demonstrate that the proposed wastewater system will not meet the

requirements of the TCEQ rules, and specifically the requirements of 30 TAC §309.3(f)(6)

Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com

Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092 §
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Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
December 15, 2014

Page 2 of 10

which states: “Use of subsurface area drip dispersal systems shall be consistent with

environ-men*tal-safeig’ua-rds and the protection of ground and surface waters.”

1. Soils within the proposed irrigation fields would not be adequate to absorb and dispose

" of applied effluent under the proposed permit without contributing to subsurface
migration of effluent and waste loads associated with effluent into adjacent streams and
groundwater. The attached figure is a map of the proposed irrigation fields overlying
soils as classified by the Natural Resources Conservation Service. The map shows that
almost all of the proposed irrigation areas would be located over either Tarrant (TaD)
or Brackett-Rock (BiD) outcrop soils. These are some of the thinnest soils in the Texas
Hill Country, with soil depths as little as zero to six inches. They are unsuited for
effluent irrigation. This lack of suitability is confirmed by the Natural Resource
Conservation Service most restrictive rating category for almost all soils on the site
proposed for irrigation as “very limited” for subsurface drip irrigation due to depth to
bedrock.

2. The application characterizes the proposed irrigation site conditions based on
descriptions of 24 soil pits. The soil pit descriptions and associated photographs
indicate conditions not conducive to the proposed effluent irrigation operation. These
unconducive conditions include rooting depths as shallow as 8 inches, coarse fragment
percentages as high as 60%, restricting caliche as shallow as 6 inches, and refusal as
shallow as 18 inches. Many of the surface photographs show stony conditions and
sparse vegetation.

3. Although the draft permit requires soil importation where soils are too thin to meet
permit requirements, there is no requirement for a soil investigation to determine
whether and where that is the case. Unless bedrock is exposed at the surface, it is
impossible to know soil depths without subsurface investigations. Additional
subsurface soil investigations are not required by the permit, and are generally not

performed in construction of an effluent irrigation field. Furthermore, the high spatial

T ]
Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

December 15, 2014

Page 3 of 10
variability of Texas Hill Country soils means that even if subsurface investigations were
conducted, most of the irrigation area would remain uncharacterized.,

4. Although the application includes calculations for additional wet weather flows into the
wastewater treatment plan based on a peaking factor of four times the average flow,
effluent irrigation areas are sized only to accommodate daily average flows. The
proposed irrigation areas fail to accommodate additional wastewater effluent from
inflow/infiltration into the sewer system.

5. The effluent applicant rate of 4.81 acre-feet per acre per year is higher than the
allowable application rate at several Texas Land Application Permits with similar soils
and hydrogeology. Senna Hills Municipal Utility District, Travis County Municipal Utility
District 4, Barton Creek West Water Supply Corporation, Sweetwater and Lazy Nine
Municipal Utility District, Rocky Creek Wastewater Utility, L.P,, the Lower Colorado
River Authority Lake Pointe system, and Hays County Development District Number 1
all have application rates, in terms of acre-feet of effluent per acre per year, less than
what would be allowed under the draft permit. These systems are similarly located
within the watersheds contributing flow to the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer. As
described above, soils proposed for effluent irrigation on the JPHD, Inc., site are very
limited for effluent disposal. A lower effluent application rate onto these very limited
soils would reduce pollutant loads from the irrigation areas to adjacent surface water
and associated groundwater.

6. The required effluent storage equal to at least three days of the facility design flow is
inadequate to eliminate effluent irrigation when fields are saturated or frozen. The
facility peaking factor of four accounts for additional treatment capacity to
accommodate inflow/infiltration during rainy conditions. The peaking factor is not,
however, applied to effluent storage, even though a period of saturated soils would
likely coincide with higher inflows into the treatment facility.

7. 'The permittee is required to pump and haul wastewater if discharge of treated
wastewater cannot occur because of a complete shutdown of the wastewater treatment

facility. It does not, however, require pump and haul to accommodate a lack of disposal
L]
Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrase.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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Page 4 o0f 10
capacity within the effluent irrigation fields, despite a requirements (Special Provision
15) that effluent shall not be applied for irrigation when the ground is saturated.

8. An examination of daily irrigation volume records for a similarly-permitted Texas Land
Application Permit wastewater facility indicates no reduction in irrigation volumes in
response to rainfall conditions of amounts of 1.5 inches or more during a twenty-four
hour period, despite a permit condition similar to the one in the draft JPHD, Inc., permit
prohibiting effluent irrigation during saturated soil conditions. In fact, the average daily
irrigation volume for eight days in the year 2012 with more than 1.5 inches of rain
increased to 99,870 gallons, compared to an average of 73,053 for all days. Failure to
reduce effluent application during periods of soil saturation will lead to deep migration
of effluent and assaciated pollutant loads beyond the vegetation rooting depth. [t may
also lead to surfacing of effluent during wet conditions when such surfacing would be
difficult to detect visually because of the presence of surface storm runoff.

9. The permit application included neither a water balance nor nitrogen loading
calculations. The basis for this omission is the applicant's claim that irrigation will be
exclusively on non-native Bermuda grass over seeded with a cool season grass. Based
on aerial photography, the soil pit descriptions, and photographs in the application, the
irrigation areas are currently covered with up to 40% canopy by a mixed juniper-oak
savannah. These trees would need to be removed to convert the site to an exclusively
non-native turf system,

10. The draft permit proposes no effluent limit on the concentration of nutrients, including
ammonia, total nitrogen, or total phosphorus. The 2014 edition of Wastewater
Engineering: Treatment and Resource Recovery by Metcalf & Eddy|AECOM is a
recognized and authoritative resource in wastewater engineering design. Based on
research presented in that publication on Table 4-5, page 282, nitrate concentrations in
effluent from the proposed activated sludge wastewater treatment process would likely
range from 10 to 30 milligrams per liter. An effluent nitrate concentration range of 10
to 30 milligrams per liter would be 10 to 1,500 times greater than average nitrate

concentrations measured in pristine Texas Hill Country streams. Furthermore, elevated
e R e
ilenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Bouard of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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nitrate concentrations have been measured in streams downstream from operations
that are similarly situated and irrigate effluent from wastewater treatment processes
similar to those proposed for this project.

11. The proposed Texas Land Application Permit will degrade the trophic level of adjacent
tributaries and Little Barton Creek from oligotrophic to eutrephic by raising nutrient
concentrations above their naturally low levels.

12. The permit application mischaracterizes the site's underlying aquifer as the Edwards.
The underlying aquifer is the Trinity Aquifer, The Geologic Atlas of Texas sheet
submitted with the application does not encompass the proposed site. The referenced
hydrogeologic publication also fails to encompass the proposed site area. The
application includes no basis for the site hydrogeologic characterization.

13. The applicant has mapped a number of wells in the vicinity or within the proposed
irrigation areas. Some of these wells have open, uncased completions, representing a
high risk of groundwater contamination from effluent migration into the well bore. This
completion method is common for wells in this area, but is not designed for an
application in the vicinity of a wastewater effluent application field.

14. Proposed well buffers are not shown on the irrigation maps. I calculate two well buffers
to occupy 3.19 acres within the irrigation areas. When this area is deducted from the
proposed areas shown, the resulting effluent application area is less than the 104.79
acres claimed in the application,

15. The proposed permit fails to limit total nitrogen or total phosphorus concentrations in
the treated effluent. Failure to limit effluent nutrient concentrations will contribute to
degradation of downstream surface and groundwater waters.

16. The draft permit fails to require effluent limits equal to those for similarly situated
Texas Land Application Permits. Rocky Creek Wastewater Utility, L.P., for example,
located less than one mile from this proposed site, is required to meet an effluent limit
of 5 milligrams per liter five-day biochemical oxygen demand, 5 milligrams per liter
total suspended solids. Headwaters Development Company, the Lower Celorado River

Authority Lake Pointe Development, Hays County Development District No. 1, Travis

Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Fngineers Number F4092
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County Municipal Utility District No. 4, and Senna Hills Municipal Utility District are also
required to meet these stricter effluent limits for Texas Land Application Permit
wastewater operations. Additionally, the Rocky Creek Wastewater Utility, L.P. permit
limits ammonia in effluent to 2 milligrams per liter.

17. Even relatively stricter effluent limits described above fail to meet Best Availability
Technology standards. Given the very limited capacity of site soils to retain and process
untreated effluent poilutants, the naturally low-nutrient oligotrophic state of nearby
and downstream waterways, and the vulnerability of the Barton Springs Edwards
Aquifer and associated recreational and endangered species habitat values, Best
Available Technology for wastewater treatment is an appropriate standard for this site.
Best Available Technology standards would include at least the following:

e Effluent limits on total phosphorus to 0.15 milligrams per liter as a daily average
and a long-term average of 0.1 milligram per liter.

e [Effluent limits on total nitrogen fo 3 milligrams per liter as a daily average. An
effluent limit on ammonia, without limiting nitrate, fails to limit nitrogen nutrients.

e Ultraviolet light disinfection to eliminate the production of chlorination by-
products.

s Treatment using membrane bioreactor technology with denitrification to meet the
strictest effluent limits for total nitrogen.

¢ A requirement to monitor downstream water quality for several nutrient and
chlarophyll water quality parameters to demonstrate that effluent irrigation has not
resulted in a significant degradation of water quality. If monitoring indicates
adverse downstream water quality impacts, the permittee should be required to
construct additional effluent storage volume or reduce effluent application rates.

¢ The permit should specifically prohibit the discharge of partially-treated effluent.

s The permit should require all lift stations receiving untreated effluent to be
equipped with automatic-on standby generator power.

¢ The permit should include a specific list of pollutants which may not be introduced
into the treatment facility.

Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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18. Vegetation Maintenance. The draft permit requires the use of cultural practices to
maintain the health and propagation of grass on the wastewater effluent disposal site,
particularly during winter months. A healthy stand of actively-growing native grass is
essential to properly capture and remove nitrogen and nutrients from the applied
effluent. My examination of a similar nearby Texas Land Application Permit system
during late winter conditions, however, indicates no maintenance of a winter crop
conditions capable of the necessary level of nutrient uptake. Photograph 1 shows an
effluent irrigation field for the nearby subdivision of West Cypress Hills. The
photograph was taken by me on March 13, 2014. Growing vegetation consists of

sparsely-distributed and isolated patches of hedge parsley (Torilis arvensis).

Photograph 2 of East Lick Creek below the irrigation field was taken on the same date.
This photograph shows algae growth in the stream below the irrigation field. The
contrasting clarity of water exhibited in Photograph 3 of East Lick Creek above the
wastewater effluent irrigation area shows the algae bloom impact of excessive nutrients
migrating into adjacent surface water from improperly permitted Texas Land
Application Permit wastewater systems. These types of impacts would be expected
downstream from the proposed wastewater treatment and disposal system were the

draft permit, as written, issued by TCEQ.

Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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Photograph 1. Texas Land Application Permit Irrigation Field During Late Winter
Conditions. Note Absence of growing vegetation.

Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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Photograph 2. East Lick Creek Immediately Downstream from Wastewater Effluent
Texas Land Application Permit Fields

e
(lenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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Photograph 3. East Lick Creek Upstream from Wastewater Effluent Texas Land
Application Permit Fields

Water samples from surface water downstream from currently operating facilities with
similarly situated effluent drip irrigation systems indicate higher nitrogen concentrations.
The JPHD, Inc. Texas Land Application Permit wastewater facility, proposing effluent
irrigation on the thin soils and vulnerable hydrogeology of the Texas Hill Country, must be
designed, constructed, and operated to higher standards that those proposed in the draft

permit to prevent similar degradation.

Sincerely, —

uren Ross, Ph. D., P.E.

Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Fngineers Number F4092
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From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2014 10:03 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001
Attachments: MasonwoodTLAP201412151. pdf

From: |auren@glenrose.com [mailto:lauren@glenrose.com] ‘\@ 0\{0

Sent: Monday, December 15, 2014 3:19 PM

To: donotreply O\\Q

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP
RN NUMBER: RN107010209

PERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001
DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: DR. Lauren Ross

E-MAIL: lauren@glenrose.com

COMPANY: Glenrose Engineering, Inc.

ADDRESS: PO BOX 1948
AUSTIN TX 78767-1948

PHONE: 5123268880
FAX:

COMMENTS: Comments are in the attached pdf,
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P O. Box 1948

Austin, Texas 78767-1948
Plione: 512-326-8880

e-mail: laurenglenrose.com

GLENROSE
ENGINEERING

December 15, 2014

Office of the Chief Clerk i
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality ‘
Mail Code MC-105
P.0.Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Submitted electronically at www.tceq.texas.gov/about/comments.html

Subject: Draft JPHD, Inc. Wastewater Texas Land Application Permit WQ0015201001

Dear Office of the Chief Clerk:

At the request of Save Our Springs Alliance, Inc., I have reviewed the application materials
and draft permit WQ@015201001 for the proposed JPHD, Inc. Texas Land Application
Permit for wastewater disposal, This letter constitutes a preliminary summary of issues
associated with the application and the proposed system. It does not identify every concern

and further review of missing information may lead to additional concerns.

The draft permit would authorize construction and operation of a system to treat and :
dispose of up to 450,000 gallons of wastewater per day. Treated wastewater effluent would
be irrigated on six areas with a minimum area of 104.79 acres at an application rate of not
more than 0.1 gallons per square foot per day, on a daily average. The system would serve

1,836 living unit equivalents. Full build-out is predicted to accommodate 5,730 residents.

The proposed wastewater treatment technology is an activated sludge extended aeration
system to meet a daily average effluent standard of 10 milligrams per liter five-day

biochemical oxygen demand, 15 milligrams per liter total suspended solids.

Wastewater effluent would be land-applied using a subsurface drip system to irrigate non-
native grass turf with winter over seeding. Effluent storage equivalent to three days of

average wastewater effluent generation would be required.

The following issues demonstrate that the proposed wastewater system will not meet the

requirements of the TCEQ rules, and specifically the requirements of 30 TAC §309.3(f)(6)

S e S e N S R e
Glenrose Engineering, Inc. : glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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which states: “Use of subsurface area drip dispersal systems shall be consistent with

environmental safeguards and the protection of ground and surface waters.”

1. Soils within fhe proposed irrigation fields would not be adequate to absorb and dispose
of applied effluent under the proposed permit without contributing to subsurface
migration of effluent and waste loads associated with effluent into adjacent streams and
groundwater. The attached figure is.a map of the proposed irrigation fields overlying
soils as classified by the Natural Resources Conservation Service. The map shows that
almost all of the proposed irrigation areas would be located over either Tarrant (TaD)

“or Brackett-Rock (BiD) outcrop soils. These are some of the thinnest soiis in the Texas
Hill Country, with soil depths as little as zero to six inches. They are unsuited for
effiuent irrigation. This lack of suitability is confirmed by the Natural Resource

" Conservation Service most restrictive rating category for almost all soils on the site
proposed for irrigation as “very limited” for subsurface drip irrigation due to depth to
bedrock.

2. The application characterizes the proposed irrigation site conditions based on
descriptions of 24 soil pits. The soil pit descriptions and associated photographs
indicate conditions not conducive to the proposed effluent irrigation operation. These
unconducive conditions include rooting depths as shallow as 8 inches, coarse fragment
percentages as high as 60%, restricting calicile as shallow as 6 inches, and refusal as
shallow as 18 inches. Many of the surface photographs show stony conditions and
sparse vegetation.

3. Although the draft permit requires soil importation where soils are too thin to meet
permit requirements, there is no requirement for a soil investigation to determine
whether and where that is the case. Unless bedrock is exposed at the surface, it is
impossible to know soil depths without subsurface investigations. Additional
subsurface soil investigations are not required by the permit, and are generally not

performed in construction of an effluent irrigation field. Furthermore, the high spatial

Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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variability of Texas Hill Country soils means that even if subsurface investigations were
conducted, most of the irrigation area would remain uncharacterized.

4. Although the application includes calculations for additional wet weather flows into the
wastewater treatment plan based on a peaking factor of four times the average flow,
effluent irrigation areas are sized only to accommeodate daily average flows. The
proposed irrigation areas fail to accommodate additional wastewater effluent from
inflow/infiltration into the sewer system.

5. The effluent applicant rate of 4.81 acre-feet per acre per year is higher than the
allowable application rate at several Texas Land Application Permits with similar soils
and hydrogeology. Senna Hills Municipal Utility District, Travis County Municipal Utility
District 4, Barton Creek West Water Supply Corporation, Sweetwater and Lazy Nine
Municipal Utility District, Rocky Creek Wastewater Utility, L.P., the Lower Colorado
River Authority Lake Pointe system, and Hays County Development District Number 1
all have application rates, in terms of acre-feet of effluent per acre per year, less than
what would be allowed under the draft permit. These systems are similarly located
within the watersheds contributing flow to the Barton Springs Edwards Aquifer. As
described above, soils proposed for effluent irrigation on the JPHD, Inc,, site are very
limited for effluent disposal. A lower effluent application rate onto these very limited
soils would reduce pollutant loads from the irrigation areas to adjacent surface water
and associated groundwater.

6. The required effluent storage equal to at least three days of the facility design flow is
inadequate to eliminate effluent irrigation when fields are saturated or frozen. The
facility peaking factor of four accounts for additional treatment capacity to
accommodate inflow/infiltration during rainy conditions. The peakihg factor is not,
however, applied to effluent storage, even though a period of saturated soils would
likely coincide with higher inflows into the treatment facility.

7. The permittee is required to pump and haul wastewater if discharge of treated
wastewater cannot occur because of a complete shutdown of the wastewater treatment

facility. It does not, however, require pump and haul to accommodate a lack of disposal
W
o o e A A e A e R —
Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4052



( - (

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Conmmission on Environmental Quality

December 15, 2014

Page4o0f10
capacity within the éffluent irrigation fields, despite a requirements (Special Provision
15} that effluent shall not be applied for irrigation when the ground is saturated.

8. An examination of daily irrigation volume records for a similarly-permitted Texas Land
Application Permit wastewater facility indicates no reduction in irrigation volumes in
response to rainfall conditions of amounts of 1.5 inches or more during a twenty-four
hour period, despite a permit condition similar to the one in the draft JPHD, Inc,, permit
prohibiting effluent irrigation during saturated soil conditions. In fact, the average daily
irrigation volume for eight days in the year 2012 with more than 1.5 inches of rain
increased to 99,870 gallons, compared to an average of 73,053 for all days. Failure to
reduce effluent application during periods of soil saturation will lead to deep migration
of effluent and associated pollutant loads beyond the vegetation rooting depth. [t may -
also lead to surfacing of effluent during wet conditions when such surfacing would be
difficult to detect visually because of the presence of surface storm runoff.

9. The permit application included neither a water balance nor nitrogen loading
calculations. The basis for this omission is the applicant's claim that irrigation will be
exclusively on non-native Bermuda grass over seeded with a cool season grass. Based
on aerial photography, the soil pit descriptions, and photographs in the application, the
irrigation areas are currently covered with up to 40% canopy by a mixed juniper-oak
savannah. These trees would need to be removed to convert the site to an exclusively
non-native turf system.

10. The draft permit proposes no effluent limit on the concentration of nutrients, including
ammonia, total nitrogen, or total phosphorus. The 2014 edition of Wastewater
Engineering: Treatment and Resource Recovery by Metcalf & Eddy|AECOM is a
recognized and authoritative resource in wastewater engineering design. Based on
research presented in that publication on Table 4-5, page 282, nitrate concentrations in
effluent from the proposed activated sludge wastewater treatment process would likely
range from 10 to 30 milligrams per liter: An effluent nitrate concentration range of 10
to 30 milligrams per liter would be 10 to 1,500 times greater than average nitrate

concentrations measured in pristine Texas Hill Country streams. Furthermore, elevated

Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4082
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nitrate concentrations have been measured in streams downstream from operations
that are similarly situated and irrigate effluent from wastewater treatment processes
similar to those proposed for this project.

11.The proposed Texas Land Application Permit will degrade the trophic level of adjacent
tributaries and Little Barton Creek from oligotrophic to eutrophic by raising nutrient
concentrations above their naturally low levels.

12. The permit application mischaracterizes the site's underlying aquifer as the Edwards,
The underlying aquifer is the Trinity Aquifer. The Geologic Atlas of Texas sheet
submitted with the application does not encompass the proposed site. The referenced
hydrogeologic publication also fails to encompass the proposed site area. The
application includes no basis for the site hydrogeologic characterization.

13. The applicant has mapped a number of wells in the vicinity or within the proposed
irrigation areas. Some of these wells have open, uncased completions, representing a
high risk of groundwater contamination from effluent migration into the well bore. This
completion method is common for wells in this area, but is not designed for an
application in the vicinity of a wastewater effluent application field.

14. Proposed well buffers are not shown on the irrigation maps. [ calculate two well buffers
to occupy 3.19 acres within the irrigation areas. When this area is deducted from the
proposed areas shown, the resulting effluent application area is less than the 104.79
acres claimed in the application.

15. The proposed permit fails to limit total nitrogen or total phosphorus concentrations in
the treated effluent. Failure to limit effluent nutrient concentrations will contribute to
degradation of downstream surface and groundwater waters.

16. The draft permit fails to require effluent limits equal to those for similarly situated
Texas Land Application Permits. Rocky Creek Wastewater Utility, L.P., for example,
located less than one mile from this proposed site, is required to meet an effluent limit
of 5 milligrams per liter five-day biochemical oxygen demand, 5 milligrams per liter
total suspended solids. Headwaters Development Company, the Lower Colorado River

Authority Lake Pointe Development, Hays County Development District No. 1, Travis

s S T 1 TS e PR s e
trlenrose Engineering, Inc. penrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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17.

County Municipal Utility District No. 4, and Senna Hills Municipal Utility District are also

required to meet these stricter effluent limits for Texas Land Application Permit

wastewater operations. Additionally, the Rocky Creek Wastewater Utility, L.P. permit

limits ammonia in effluent to 2 milligrams per liter.

Even relatively stricter effluent limits described above fail to meet Best Availability

Technology standards. Given the very limited capacity of site soils to retain and process

untreated effluent pollutants, the naturally low-nutrient oligotrophic state of nearby

and downstream waterways, and the vulnerability o,f the Barton Springs Edwards

Aquifer and associated recreational and endangered species habitat values, Best

Available Technology for wastewater treatment is an appropriate standard for this site.

Best Available Technology standards would include at least the following:

e Effluent limits on total phosphorus to 0.15 milligrams per liter as a daily average
and a long-term average of 0.1 milligram per liter.

e Effluent limits on total nitrogen to 3 milligrams per liter as a daily average. An
effiuent limit on ammonia, without limiting nitrate, fails to limit nitrogen nutrients.

e Ultraviolet light disinfection to eliminate the production of chlorination by-
products.

e Treatment using membrane bioreactor technology with denitrification to meet the

i

strictest effluent limits for total nitrogen.

e A requirement to monitor downstream water quality for several nutrient and

chlorophyll water quality parameters to demonstrate that effluent irrigation has not
resulted in a significant degradation of water quality. If monitoring indicates
adverse downstream water quality impacts, the permittee should be required to
construct additional effluent storage volume or reduce effluent application rates.

e The permit should specifically prohibit the discharge of partially-treated effluent.

s The permit should require all lift stations receiving untreated effluent to be
equipped with automatic-on standby generator power.

e The permit should include a specific list of pollutants which may not be introduced

into the treatment facility.

Glenrose Engineering, Inc glenrose.com

Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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18, Vegetation Maintenance. The draft permit requires the use of cultural practices to
maintain the health and propagation of grass on the wastewater effluent disposal site,
particularly during winter months, A healthy stand of actively-growing native grass is
essential to properly capture and remove nitregen and nutrients from the applied
effluent. My examination of a similar nearby Texas Land Application Permit system
during late winter conditions, however, indicates no maintenance of a winter crop
conditions capable of the necessary level of nutrient uptake. Photograph 1 shows an
effluent irrigation field for the nearby subdivision of West Cypress Hills. The
photograph was taken by me on March 13, 2014. Growing vegetation consists of

sparsely-distributed and isolated patches of hedge parsley (Torilis arvensis).

Photograph 2 of East Lick Creek below the irrigation field was taken on the same date,
This photograph shows algae growth in the stream below the irrigation field. The
contrasting clarity of water exhibited in Photograph 3 of East Lick Creek above the
wastewater effluent irrigation area shows the algae bloom impact of excessive nutrients
migrating into adjacent surface water from improperly permitted Texas Land
Application Permit wastewater systems. These types of impacts would be expected
downstream from the proposed wastewater treatment and disposal system were the

draft permit, as written, issued by TCEQ.

I T S
Glenrose Engineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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Photograph 1. Texas Land Appllcatlon Permit Irrlgatlon Field During Late Winter
Condltlons. Note Absence of growing vegetation.

Glenrose Engineering, Inc. ql?nmse com
Texus Board of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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Photograph 2. East Lick Creek Immediately Downstream from Wastewater Effluent
Texas Land Application Permit Fields

Glenrose Erigineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Board of Professional Engineers Number F4052
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Photograph 3. East Lick Creek Upstream from Wastewater Efﬂuent Texas Land
Application Permit Fields

Water samples from surface water downstream from currently operating facilities with
similarly situated effluent drip irrigati.on systems indicate higher nitfogen concentrations.
The ]PHD Inc. Texas Land Application Permit wastewater facﬂlty, proposing effluent
irrigation on the thin soils-and vulnerable hydrogeology of the Texas Hill Country, must be
designed, constructed, and operated to higher standards that those proposed in the draft

permit to prevent similar degradation.

Sincerely,

ALY Ezllnn\l

f' 5. 'E.Z&'L]Eé'i\i'ii'c'i (‘:@a;;*\

Glenrose Fngineering, Inc. glenrose.com
Texas Baard of Professional Engineers Number F4092
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Marisa Weber

From: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2014 9:48 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-QCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQO0015201001

PM § /)(
From: karen stewart@cargill.com [mailto:karen stewart@cargill.com] U\
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2014 9:46 AM Q

To: donofReply@tceq.state.ix. us cf‘\

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201.001

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP
RN NUMBER: RN107010209

PERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001
DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: Karen Stewart

E-MAIL: karen stewart@cargill.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 7016 DESTINY HILLS DR
AUSTIN TX 78738-7413

PHONE: 5122639645

FAX:

COMMENTS: To the Office of the Chief Clerk, 1 am a resident adjacent to the proposed Masonwood
development on the Hatchett Tract. T am writing to express my significant concerns with the proposed
wastewater treatment plant and its proximity to the homes on Destiny Cove and Destiny Hills Drive. Among my

many concerns with this development are the following: 1, This large wastewater treatment plant will create
odors and other pollution that will be a detriment to our outdoor quality of life and, subsequently, our property/p

\)

1



values. Residents in my neighborhood have invested heavily in our homes, vards, and pools because we enjoy
the peaceful outdoors where we live. The proposed wastewater treatment plant stands a very high chance of
destroying that lifestyle we've worked hard to create. 2. [ am very concerned that the wastewater treatment
plant, and it's effluent and/or runnoff, will contaminate my water well -- the water [ drink and bath in daily. 3.
The soil conditions in our area are simply not rich enough to absorb the massive amount of treated wastewater
that this plant will produce every day. 4. I believe it is inevitable that runoff from the proposed plant will
contaminate Little Barton Creek and impact water quality for it and everything downstream. As a very
concerned homeowner, 1 am requesting that a public meeting be held concerning this permit application. Please
keep me updated on the status of such public meeting. Sincerely, Karen Stewart 7016 Destiny Hills Drive
Austin, TX 78738 '
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AR ;

Hank Stringer R 26 2@}’ o 3

15603 Hamilton Pool Road Ly //u r}[j :

Austin, Texas 78738 ¢ \: :

L < :

Office of the Chief Clerk MC-105 \))O é/x ;; 3 |
TCEQ RN =
PO Box 13087, Austin, TX, 78711-3087 O.\O 3

RE: proposed TLAP permit humber WQ0015201001 (JPHD, inc.)

To whom it may concern,

| am writing in regards to the Proposed TLAP permit number
WQ0015201001 (JPHD, Inc.). My family has lived on Little Barton Creek for
over 10 years and the first few years we especially enjoyed the creek’s
natural beauty. When we moved here the creek was clear and it was easy
to see the limestone bottom, I’'m afraid that is no longer the case, as

development and | believe livestock upstream have clouded the stream
with algae.

As you may be aware the soil here is shallow and when we experience any
rain the runoff goes directly into the creek and thus the problem with the
proposed TLAP permit humber WQ0015201001 (JPHD, Inc.).

| understand the proposed development upstream intends to irrigate using
a massive 450,000 gallons of wastewater per day. With the shallow soil and
my direct experience this wastewater will end up in Little Barton Creek. |
understand development, however is this truly the best way to irrigate on
land where we know the consequences to the creek and neighbors?

| also understand that the size of the wastewater plant intended will most

likely result in noise pollution and bad odors that will negatively affect
neighbors.



It appears the intentions here don’t take Little Barton Creek or neighbors
into account. There have been other developments in the area that have
worked with the local neighbors to protect the land and | am interested to
understand why this can’t be the case here.

I live on Hamilton Pool Road and have watched the development of the
area over ten years and maybe, just maybe if we work together, take the
time and make the goal clean, neighborly development first and
profitability second, generations past us will be able to enjoy the Hill of
Country of Texas we love.

Sincerely,

Hank Stringer
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March 27, 2014 ({\J) 6-,

Office of the Chief Clerk O\O

MC 105, TCEQ

PO Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Re: Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001 (JPHC, Inc)

I'am responding to the TCEQ notice of application for the Hatchett Tract. I am the owner
of a ranch locate one mile south of the Hatchett Tract that is affected by the proposed
wastewater treatment plant because of the potential of runoff into Rocky Creek.

Our property has one half mile of Rocky Creek located on it and is used to graze cattle,
goats and horses.

L ask that serious consideration be given by the TCEQ to reducing the amount of effluent
(and the number of proposed LUES) allowed with this huge development.

I also would request that there be a public meeting concerning this application and would
like to be put on the mailing list:(lvanackeren@ogspipeline.com or 10017 Crumley
Ranch Road, 78738) for all information concerning this project.

Regards,
Se727 JW %—w

Tim Van Ackeren
10017 Crumley Ranch Road, Austin 78738
512-773-0194
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Vareh 27, 2014 CINEF G OFFCE

Office of the Chief Clerk 9’\7 (/7/2(
MC 105, TCEQ S
PO Box 13087 - VS
Austin, TX 78711-3087 N

Re: Proposed Permit No. WQ0015201001 (JPHC, Dnc)

1
I am regponding to the TCEQ notice of application for the Hatchett Tract. I am the owner
of a ranch locate ope mile south of the Hatchett Tract that is affected by the proposed
wastewater treatment plant because of the potential of runoff into Rocky Creck.

Our property bas one half mile of Rocky Creek located on it and is used to graze cattle,
goats and horses.

I agk that serious consideration be given by the TCEQ to reducing the amount of effluent
(and the number of proposed LUESs) allowed with this huge development.

I also would request that there be a public meeting concerning this application and would

like to be put on the mailing Jist:(tvanackeren(@ogspipeline.com or 10017 Crumley
Ranch Road, 78738) for all information concerning this project.

Tlm Van Ackercn
10017 Crumley Ranch Road, Austin 78738 REVIEWED %

512-773-0194
MA% th
By

)
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TCEQ Public Meeting Form

December 15, 2014

JPHD. Inc.
Water Quality Permit
Permit No. WQ0015201001

PLEASE PRINT

Name: ﬂ 57}%{{/4 {/\/@@ Cr

Mailing Address: W%I{Z /6";7 //V] ? ? 0 g@}( \7?% f/47¢§fé7l’\ 7>—<f

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: _ Zip:

##This information is subject to public disclosure under the Texas Public Information Act** l/// :

Email: Hﬁ wmas IO é)(’/ﬂ]ﬁﬂ“/ff(@w‘w é”’\/
Phone Number: 5,/ 2 5&-\1/ %(L q

¢ Are you here today representing a municipality, legislator, agency, or group? \Q’és U No

If yes, which one? 7 / a [/(4 C{?

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

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

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

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

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

&



Marisa Weber

From: PUSCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, August 22, 2014 11:58 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001
Attachments: WW-comments.docx.dec

From: thomas.weber@co.travis.tx.us [mailto:thomas.weber@co.travis.tx,us]
Sent: Friday, August 22, 2014 8:08 AM

To: donotRepiy@tced.texas.qov

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number WQ0015201001

REGULATED ENTY NAME JPHD WWTP
RN NUMBER: RN107010209

PERMIT NUMBER: WQ0015201001
DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: TRAVIS

PRINCIPAL NAME: JPHD INC

CN NUMBER: CN604489724

FROM

NAME: MR Thomas W Weber n ‘A . \}KLN } Q/)

'E-MAIL: thomas, weber@co.travis.tcus

COMPANY: Travis County, TNR

ADDRESS: PO BOX 1748
AUSTIN TX 78767-1748

PHONE: 5128544629
FAX:

COMMENTS: See attached letter (15201-wastewater comments,pdf)



TRANSPORTATION AND NATUI'{IAL RESQURCES
STEVEN M. MANILLA, P.E., COUNTY EXECUTIVE

700 Lavaca 5" Floor

Travis County Administration Building
PO Box 1748

Austin, Texas 78767

Phone: (512) 854-9383

Fax: (512) 854-4697

August 20, 2014

Bridget C. Bohac

Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ)
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

RE: Draft Texas Land Application Permit (TLAP} No. WQ-0015201-001, JPHD, Inc.
Dear Ms. Bohac:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced draft permit prepared by
your agency. The proposed wastewater facilities would serve the Masonwood West
development. The Travis County Commissioners’ Court approved the Master Development Plan
for this development, a preliminary step in the subdivision process.

The Travis County Transportation & Natural Resources Department (TNR) has a direct interest
in this TLAP matter, in that the TCEQ mandates Travis County to appropriately operate a
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System and prevent illicit discharges into storm water
conveyances and water in the State.

Comments:

1. The proposed ten-year term of the permit is excessive in duration. A much shorter term
is more appropriate in order to evaluate and update terms and conditions based upon new
State requirements, technological advances, the results of soil testing, seep and spring
monitoring results, and the compliance history of the permit holder and operator. Considering
site-specific conditions like topographic slopes, poor existing soil, and a poflution-sensitive
watershed, the permit should have a maximum term of five years.

2. Special Provision 3 requires “optimum efficiency” with regard to wastewater facility
operation and maintenance. Special Provision 12 requires shut-off to a drip irrigation zone due
to surfacing. Both provisions are appropriate standards. However, these standards cannot be
achieved with a requirement allowing only minimal {weekly) monitoring of drip irrigation fields
(Special Provision 19). Since six application fields with a total of 36 zones are proposed, the
actual observation of the performance of each zone will be unlikely during each weekly




Ms. Bridget Bohac ( : : (
August 20, 2014
Page 2

monitoring of the conditions. Special Provision 19 should include the following more
comprehensive requirements:

* A minimum of daily monitoring of the irrigation system to ensure it is properly
functioning, properly cycling through zones, and a walk through to determine if there is
evidence of current or recent surfacing, soil erosion, or hydraulic overload in each
irrigation zone; and

» Daily notations by the certified operator on a written log of the inspection date, the
irrigation zones (1 — 36) that were operating during the inspection, deficiencies
discovered, the corrective action taken, and date corrective actions were taken.

3. The minimum surface area required for irrigation in the permit must not include land
restricted from irrigation. The effluent limitation of daily average flow must be limited by the
land available for irrigation. A buffer of 100 feet minimum from all surface water features is
required by TCEQ rules. Public water utility restrictions may affect the pending platting of the
subdivision and the land available for wastewater disposal. TNR believes it would be prudent
for the TCEQ to refine/modify the final phase volume after further information from the
applicant becomes available.

If you have any questions or concerns on this matter, please contact Mr. Thomas Weber of my
staff at {512) 854-4629, :

Sincerely,

Jon A, White, Director.
Natural Resources & Environmental Quality Division



TCEQ Public Meeting Form
December 15, 2014

JPHD, Inc.

Water Quality Permit
Permit No. WQ0015201001

PLEASE PRINT /72 V (; // W /’ﬂ/ K K_&;W——

Name;
st 7S 10 MO DI

Physical Address (if different):

City/State: p}/’;//?" )ﬂé: gﬁﬂhj§ Zip: 7 ?/)L;O

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

} Email: AC\/ ’:/l ’é/P 4 C?? @//%44()‘)Vé@%
Phone Number: ' q\—’/ Z 9 é / é L/‘Q (?

« Are you here today representing a municipality, legisiator, agency, or group? (] Yes Q’f\lo

/

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

If yes, which one?

[lZl/ Please add me to the mailing list.

vla/ ] ) _EI:Wi‘sh'_tci provide formal WRITTEN COMMENTS at tonight’s public meeting, \/

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

—

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

N
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Office of the Chief Clerk l =
MC 105, TCEQ D é’( 4 e
PO Box 13087 o~ o o 5
Austin, TX 78711-3087 AO ~

Re: Proposed TLAP Permit No. WQ00152001001 (JPHD,Inc.)

First, ] am a bordering neighbor of the planned development in Destiny Hills Section 1. 1 did not receive your
notice of the receipt of application. I will be directly affected by the proposed wastewater disposal system.

T am opposed to the proposed development for the following reasons:

e Developer proposes to discharge 450,000 gallons of treated effluent per day on a hilly, thinly soiled area
above a tributary of Little Barton Creek. It is inevitable that this will contribute substantially to pollution
of the Little Barton Springs segment of the Edwards Aquifer. I believe the amount of effluent will need
to be reduced to avoid pollution of the creek and aquifer. [ am downstream (Southeast) of the planned
development and South of Little Barton Creek.

o The wastewater plant’s pollutant removal parameters are not adequate to preclude pollution of Little

Barton Creek. What is the plan when we have heavy rainfall in the arca? Eventually we will be blessed
with more rain. What precautions/guarantees does their proposed wastewater system provide?

e The large-scale wastewater treatment plant will create odors and noise pollution which will affect my
future home and acreage.

¢ Furthermore, I’m concerned that my well will be contaminated.
Second, I request that there be a public meeting concerning this application.

Third, please put me on the mailing list for all information related to this project. My mailing address is 214
Settlers Valley Drive, Pflugerville TX 78660.

Thank you very much. Sincerely,

NI

Matt Worrall
7005 Destiny Hills Drive
Austin, TX 78738

512-413-5567 Cell
1-866-571-8311 Fax
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