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I.  Introduction  

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the 
TCEQ or Commission) files this Response to Hearing Requests on the applications of 
URI, Inc. (Applicant) for renewal and major amendment to Class III injection well area 
permit UR02827.  The following individuals timely requested a contested case hearing: 
Eleuterio Saenz, Elizabeth Cumberland, Jeanette Cumberland Hix, Marie Bippert, Will 
Bippert, Carlos Ortegon, Daniel Ortegon, Rolando De La Rosa, Robert De La Rosa, 
Sabina Benavente, Heraclio Benavente, Maria Del Rosaria Benavente, Candelario Q. 
Benavente, Diana B. Medina, Richard Scott Medina, Mark M. Walsh, Armando Garcia, 
Blanca Garcia, Beto Garcia, Olga Martinez, Ferman Garza, Nerio Martinez, Alfonso R. 
Ramos, Norma Garza Ortegon, Carlos Ortegon, Dale Cumberland, and Bruce 
Cumberland.  Attorney David Frederick filed a request for contested case hearing on 
behalf of Kleberg County.   This response analyzes the required elements of a hearing 
request.  As explained below, the Executive Director recommends that most of the 
requests for contested case hearing be granted.  

 
Attached for Commission consideration are the following: 
 

Attachment A : GIS Map and Key, generated by the Executive Director from 
information contained in the Application and the Hearing 
Request, depicting the approximate facility boundary and the 
approximate location of the individual requestors’ residence 
or property 

Attachment B: The Applicant’s Compliance History Summary for the period 
ending August 31, 2014 

Attachment C: Technical Summary and Executive Director’s Preliminary 
Decision 

Attachment D: Executive Director’s Response to Public Comment  

Attachment E:  Final Draft Permit No. UR02827 

II.  Description of Facility and Application 

URI, Inc. operates the Kingsville Dome uranium mine in Kleberg County under 
Class III injection well area permit No. UR02827.  The Kingsville Dome Mine is located 
approximately eight miles southeast of the city of Kingsville and four miles east of the 
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town of Ricardo at 641 FM 1118.  The mining operation uses the “in situ” solution 
mining technique to remove uranium from the subsurface using injection and recovery 
wells.  Class III injection wells inject water enriched with oxygen and sodium 
bicarbonate (lixiviant) into underground deposits of uranium ore.  The production zone 
where mining occurs is in the Goliad Formation at a depth ranging from 460 to 850 feet 
below ground level.  The lixiviant oxidizes the uranium and makes it mobile in solution.  
Production wells are used to produce the solutions bearing the uranium to the surface 
where resin beads are used to remove the uranium from the solution in an ion exchange 
process.  Reverse osmosis treatment is used to recondition the water for reuse as 
lixiviant for continued mining.  When mining is complete, the groundwater in the 
production zone of each production area must be restored according to the 
requirements of a TCEQ-issued Production Area Authorization (PAA).  There have been 
three PAAs issued for the Kingsville Dome Mine.  URI has notified the agency that it has 
ceased mining and completed restoration efforts in all three production areas.  URI 
would have to receive a new PAA from the TCEQ before mining in any new production 
areas at the Kingsville Dome Mine can be authorized.  URI also possesses a TCEQ-
issued radioactive materials license for the possession and processing of radioactive 
materials and two Class I injection well permits authorizing waste disposal injection 
wells. 

 
URI applied to the TCEQ for renewal of its Class III injection well area permit 

No. UR02827 in an application dated September 24, 2012.  Because URI did not submit 
a renewal application before September 1, 2012, authorization to use injection wells for 
purposes of mining or recovering uranium at the Kingsville Dome Mine expired under 
Tex. Water Code § 27.0513(b).  Expiration of the authority to use the injection wells to 
recover uranium does not relieve URI from other obligations under the permit to restore 
groundwater and to plug and abandon wells.  URI submitted an application dated 
December 12, 2012, for a major amendment of the permit to revive the authority to 
construct and operate injection wells for the mining of uranium.  The renewal and major 
amendment applications were processed and reviewed together.  URI subsequently 
revised its applications to amend the permit range table to include pre-mining 
groundwater information from wells in Production Area 3 and to revise well plugging 
methods in the closure plan.  The Executive Director completed technical review of the 
applications and prepared a draft permit.  The draft permit, if approved, would establish 
the conditions under which the facility must operate.   

 
The Executive Director would like to respond to several concerns raised in the 

hearing requests that are not addressed in these pending applications.  The pending 
applications relate to renewal and amendment of URI’s Class III injection well area 
permit.  The draft permit does not revise any PAA restoration tables; an application for a 
PAA restoration table amendment is a separate type of application that has not been 
submitted by URI for the Kingsville Dome Mine.  The draft permit does not authorize 
the receipt of radioactive materials from offsite locations.  Any request to receive 
radioactive materials from other locations that are not currently authorized under the 
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license would be made through an application for amendment to the radioactive 
materials license issued to URI.  

III.  Procedural Background 

Both applications were declared administratively complete on March 19, 2013.  
The Notice of Receipt of Applications and Intent to Obtain Renewal and Major 
Amendment of Class III Injection Well Area Permit was issued on March 22, 2013 and 
published on July 2, 2013, in the Kingsville Record and Bishop News.  The Executive 
Director completed the technical review of the Applications on March 4, 2015, and 
prepared a draft permit.  The Notice of Applications and Preliminary Decision for 
Renewed and Amended Class III Injection Well Area Permit was issued on March 4, 
2015, and was published on April 8, 2014 in the Kingsville Record and Bishop News 
and on April 24, 2015, in the Corpus Christi Caller Times.  The comment period for 
these applications closed on May 26, 2015. The Executive Director filed a response to 
public comment on July 10, 2015.  The Executive Director’s final decision letter was 
mailed on July 14, 2015.  The period for filing a Request for Reconsideration or 
Contested Case Hearing ended on August 13, 2015. These applications were 
administratively complete on or after September 1, 1999; therefore, these applications 
are subject to the procedural requirements adopted pursuant to House Bill 801, 76th 
Legislature, 1999.    

IV.  The Evaluation Process for Hearing Requests 

House Bill 801 established statutory procedures for public participation in 
certain environmental permitting proceedings.  House Bill 801 established new 
procedures for providing public notice and public comment, and for the Commission’s 
consideration of hearing requests.  The Commission implemented House Bill 801 by 
adopting procedural rules in 30 Tex. Admin. Code, Chapters 39, 50, and 55.   

A.  Response to Request  

The Executive Director, the Public Interest Counsel, and the Applicant may each 
submit written responses to a hearing request. 

Responses to hearing requests must specifically address:  

a) whether the requestor is an affected person;  

b) whether issues raised in the hearing request are disputed;  

c) whether the dispute involves questions of fact or of law; 

d) whether the issues were raised during the public comment period;  

e) whether the hearing request is based on issues raised solely in a public 
comment withdrawn by the commenter in writing by filing a withdrawal letter 
with the chief clerk prior to the filing of the Executive Director’s Response to 
Comment;  
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f) whether the issues are relevant and material to the decision on the 
application; and  

g) a maximum expected duration for the contested case hearing.  

B.  Hearing Request Requirements 

In order for the Commission to consider a hearing request, the Commission must 
first determine whether the request meets certain requirements.   

 
A request for a contested case hearing by an affected person must be in writing, 

must be filed with the chief clerk within the time provided and must be based on an 
issue that was raised in a public comment addressed in the Executive Director’s 
Response to Comment.   

 
A hearing request must substantially comply with the following: 
 
a) give the name, address, daytime telephone number, and, where possible, fax 

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

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

c) request a contested case hearing;  

d) list all relevant and material disputed issues of fact that were raised during the 
public comment period and that are the basis of the hearing request. To 
facilitate the Commission’s determination of the number and scope of issues 
to be referred to hearing, the requestor should, to the extent possible, specify 
any of the Executive Director’s Response to Comments that the requestor 
disputes and the factual basis of the dispute and list any disputed issues of law 
or policy; and  

e) provide any other information specified in the public notice of application.  

C.  “Affected Person” Status 

In order to grant a contested case hearing, the Commission must determine that 
a requestor is an “affected person.”  Commission rule in 30 TAC § 55.203 sets out who 
may be considered an affected person.   
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a) For any application, an affected person is one who has a personal justiciable 
interest related to a legal right, duty, privilege, power, or economic interest. 

b) Except as provided by 30 TAC § 55.103, government entities, including local 
governments and public agencies, with authority under state law over issues 
raised by the application; and 

c) In determining whether a person is an affected person, all factors shall be 
considered, including, but not limited to, the following:  

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

the application will be considered;  

2) distance restrictions or other limitations imposed by law on the 
affected interest;  

3) whether a reasonable relationship exists between the interest claimed 
and the activity regulated;  

4) likely impact of the regulated activity on the health and safety of the 
person, and on the use of property of the person;  

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

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

 
In addition the Executive Director, Public Interest Counsel, or the Applicant may 

request that a group or association provide an explanation of how the group or 
association meets the above requirements. 

D.  Referral to the State Office of Administrative Hearings (SOAH) 

When the Commission grants a request for a contested case hearing, it must issue 
an order specifying the number and scope of the issues to be referred to SOAH for a 
hearing.  Commission rule in 30 TAC § 50.115(c) sets out the test for determining 
whether an issue may be referred to SOAH. The Commission may not refer an issue to 
SOAH for a contested case hearing unless the Commission determines that the issue: 1) 
involves a disputed question of fact; 2) was raised during the public comment period; 
and 3) is relevant and material to the decision on the application.  

V.  Analysis of the Requests 

Analysis of the Hearing Requests 

The Executive Director has analyzed the hearing requests to determine whether 
they comply with Commission rules, whether each requestor qualifies as an affected 
person, what issues may be referred for a contested case hearing, and what is the 
appropriate length of the hearing.   
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1.  Whether the Requestor Complied with 30 TAC § 55.201(c) and (d) 

The Executive Director has analyzed the requests and determined that the 
requests comply with the requirements of 30 TAC § 55.201(c) and (d)(1)-(3).  The public 
comment period for this permit application ended on May 26, 2015.  The period for 
timely filing a request for a contested case hearing on this permit application ended on 
August 13, 2015.  All of the hearing requests listed above were timely submitted.  The 
Executive Director believes that most of the hearing requests substantially comply with 
the requirements of 30 TAC § 55.201(d): 1) by providing the requestor’s name, address, 
daytime phone number; 2) by purporting to identify a personal justiciable interest; 3) by 
requesting a contested case hearing; and 4) by listing relevant and material disputed 
issue of fact that were raised during the public comment period. 

 
There was only one issue raised during the public comment period.  The one 

public comment received alleged that URI has contaminated Water Well 24 located in 
the Garcia Hill area in Kleberg County northwest of URI’s Production Area 3 at the 
Kingsville Dome Mine.  The Executive Director responded to this comment in the 
Executive Director’s Response to Public Comments filed on July 10, 2015 (Attachment 
D).  The Executive Director reviewed the hearing requests to determine whether each  
requestor substantially complied with the requirement to list a relevant and material 
disputed issue of fact that was raised during the comment period by listing an issue 
relating to: contamination of Water Well 24; contamination of groundwater at Garcia 
Hill; contamination of groundwater in general; contamination of water supplies; and/or 
health issues that can be inferred to relate to consumption of contaminated 
groundwater.  

  
The Executive Director concludes that the requests for hearing submitted by 

Jeanette Cumberland Hix and Mark M. Walsh fail to present relevant and material 
disputed issues of fact that were raised during the public comment period.  The request 
from Ms. Hix describes concerns about impacts to the development of her oil and gas 
interests; the request from Mr. Walsh describes concerns about restoration progress, 
water availability, transportation of radioactive materials, and reversal of the direction 
of groundwater flow. 

 
The Executive Director concludes that the requests for hearing submitted by 

Eleuterio Saenz, Elizabeth Cumberland, Marie Bippert, Will Bippert, Carlos Ortegon, 
Daniel Ortegon, Rolando De La Rosa, Robert De La Rosa, Sabina Benavente, Heraclio 
Benavente, Maria Del Rosaria Benavente, Candelario Q. Benavente, Diana B. Medina, 
Richard Scott Medina, Armando Garcia, Blanca Garcia, Beto Garcia, Olga Martinez, 
Ferman Garza, Nerio Martinez, Alfonso R. Ramos, Norma Garza Ortegon, Carlos 
Ortegon, Dale Cumberland, Bruce Cumberland  and David Frederick on behalf of 
Kleberg County, included relevant and material disputed issues of fact that were raised 
during the public comment period. 
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2.  Whether the Requestor is an Affected Person 

The Executive Director has analyzed the requests and determined that most of 
the requestors provided information demonstrating that they are affected persons with a 
personal, justiciable interest in the Applications.  The Executive Director has grouped 
the hearing requestors into four categories: residents in the Garcia Hill area of Kleberg 
County;  residents or owners of property interests within, adjacent or nearby to URI’s 
permit area;  residents or owners of property beyond three miles of the permit area; and 
Kleberg County. 

A. Residents in the Garcia Hill area of Kleberg County 

The hearing requests of Carlos Ortegon, Daniel Ortegon, Norma Garza Ortegon, 
Carlos Ortegon, Armando Garcia, Blanca Garcia, Beto Garcia, Olga Martinez, and Nerio 
Martinez represent that these requestors own property or reside in the Garcia Hill area 
of Kleberg County adjacent to the northwest corner of URI’s permitted boundary.  The 
Chief Clerk received two different requests from individuals named Carlos Ortegon with 
different mailing addresses; accordingly, the Executive Director is treating these as 
separate requests.  The Garcia Hill residents are owners or users of Water Well 24 or a 
shared water tank that has, at times, received water pumped from Water Well 24.  These 
requestors express concern that URI’s activities have contaminated groundwater in 
Water Well 24 and the Garcia Hill area.  These requestors’ interests in groundwater are 
protected under the laws which URI’s applications will be considered.  These requestors 
claim a likely impact of URI’s regulated activities on their use of natural resources and 
on their health, safety and use of property.  The Executive Director recommends finding 
that Carlos Ortegon, Daniel Ortegon, Norma Garza Ortegon, Carlos Ortegon, Armando 
Garcia, Blanca Garcia, Beto Garcia, Olga Martinez, and Nerio Martinez are affected 
persons.  

B. Residents or owners of property interests within, adjacent or 
nearby to URI’s permit area 

The hearing requests of Eleuterio Saenz, Elizabeth Cumberland, Dale 
Cumberland, and Bruce Cumberland all assert ownership interests in real property 
within or adjacent to URI’s permit area.  As an owner of mineral interests within the 
permit area, Jeanette Cumberland Hix could be considered as affected person, but her 
request failed to list a disputed issue of fact raised during the comment period.  The 
hearing requests of Sabina Benavente, Heraclio Benavente, Maria Del Rosario 
Benavente, Candelario Q. Benavente, Diana Medina, and Richard Scott Medina indicate  
that they reside within URI’s permit boundary. The hearing requests of Rolando De La 
Rosa, Robert De La Rosa, Marie Bippert, Will Bippert, and Ferman Garza indicate that 
they reside adjacent to URI’s facility.  The hearing request of Alfonso R. Ramos states 
that his home is very close to the mine area and that his well water is his only source of 
water.  These requests have identified that residents or owners of interests in real 
property within, adjacent or close to URI’s permitted area, these requestors have unique  
interests that are not common to members of the general public.  The requestors present 
concerns of protecting their property from groundwater contamination and assert a 
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likely impact from URI’s activities on their health, safety or use of property.  Protection 
of groundwater outside the production areas and protection of underground sources of 
drinking water are addressed under the laws that must be considered for URI’s 
applications. Therefore, the Executive Director recommends finding that Eleuterio 
Saenz, Elizabeth Cumberland, Jeanette Cumberland Hix, Dale Cumberland, Bruce 
Cumberland, Sabina Benavente, Heraclio Benavente, Maria Del Rosario Benavente, 
Candelario Q. Benavente, Diana Medina, Richard Scott Medina, Rolando De La Rosa, 
Robert De La Rosa, Marie Bippert, Will Bippert, Ferman Garza, and Alfonso R. Ramos 
are affected persons. 

C. Residents or owners of property beyond three miles of the permit 
area 

The hearing request of Mark M. Walsh states that he resides 3.9 miles from URI’s 
mine; because of this distance, the location of his residence is not depicted on the map 
in Attachment A.  In his request, he raises concerns about URI’s restoration progress, 
the general availability of groundwater in Kleberg County, transportation and traffic 
risks associated with URI’s operations, and the direction of groundwater flow towards 
the city of Kingsville.  These expressed concerns are interests that would be shared in 
common with members of the general public.  Because the distance from the requestor’s 
residence to URI’s facilitiy is represented as 3.9 miles, there is not a likely impact of the 
regulated activity on the requestor’s health, safety, use of property, or use of natural 
resources.  Therefore, the Executive Director cannot find that Mark M. Walsh is an 
affected person.  Accordingly, the Executive Director recommends that the request for 
contested case hearing of Mark M. Walsh be denied.    

D. Kleberg County  

The hearing request submitted by David Frederick on behalf of Kleberg County 
states that the County has a commitment to the preservation and protection of health 
and safety of Kleberg County citizens and to the control of possible groundwater 
contamination arising from URI activities.  Kleberg County’s request asserts that the 
County has statutory authority over or interests in URI’s application under Texas Health 
and Safety Code Chapters 121, 341, 361 and 364 and Texas Water Code Chapter 26.  
Kleberg County’s request also asserts that the County owns water wells at Kleberg 
County Park and LE Ramey Golf Course that are downgradient from the URI Kingsville 
Dome mine.  The Executive Director estimated that the distance from Kleberg County 
Park to the northwest corner of URI’s permit area is approximately 4.7 miles and the 
distance from LE Ramey Golf Course to the northwest corner of URI’s permit area is 
approximately 2.75 miles. The Commission has previously determined that Kleberg 
County is an affected person and granted its requests for contested case hearing on 
other URI applications for the Kingsville Dome Mine (TCEQ Docket Nos. 1997-1063-
UIC and 2004-0746-UIC).  Accordingly, the Executive Director recommends finding 
that Kleberg County is an affected person, as a governmental entity under 30 TAC 
§ 55.203(c)(6).     
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The Executive Director recommends that the Commission find that Eleuterio 
Saenz, Elizabeth Cumberland, Marie Bippert, Will Bippert, Carlos Ortegon, Daniel 
Ortegon, Norma Garza Ortegon, Carlos Ortegon, Rolando De La Rosa, Robert De La 
Rosa, Sabina Benavente, Heraclio Benavente, Maria Del Rosaria Benavente,  Candelario 
Q. Benavente, Diana B. Medina, Richard Scott Medina, Armando Garcia, Blanca Garcia, 
Beto Garcia, Olga Martinez, Ferman Garza, Nerio Martinez, Alfonso R. Ramos, Dale 
Cumberland, Bruce Cumberland, and Kleberg County are affected persons under 30 
TAC § 55.203.  The Executive Director recommends that the Commission find that Mark 
M. Walsh is not an affected person under 30 TAC § 55.203.   
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VI. Whether the Issues Raised May be Referred to  
SOAH for a Contested Case Hearing 

The Executive Director has analyzed the issues raised to determine whether the 
issues are appropriate for referral to SOAH. 

Issue Number 1: Whether URI’s activities have contaminated Water Well 24 
in the Garcia Hill area of Kleberg County such that URI’s applications for 
major amendment or renewal of Class III injection well area permit 
UR02827 should not be approved under 30 TAC § 331.5. 

Issue Number 1 was raised during the public comment period, was not 
withdrawn, and was addressed in the Executive Director’s Response to Public Comment, 
Comment Number 1.  Eleuterio Saenz submitted a comment during the comment period 
alleging that URI’s activities have contaminated Water Well 24.  The Executive Director 
responded to the comment.  The requests for hearing purport to dispute the Executive 
Director’s  response to the comment.  URI’s past permitted activities and requested 
future activities require the confinement of its mining solutions to the production zones 
of designated production areas (30 TAC § 331.102); offsite contamination caused by 
URI’s injection activities is not authorized in the permit or in TCEQ rules (30 TAC 
§ 331.5).  If URI’s activities have led to the contamination of Water Well 24, as alleged in 
the comment, it would indicate that URI has not properly contained its mining solutions 
and that URI’s operations have resulted in the pollution of an underground source of 
drinking water.  Commission rule in Section 331.5 provides that “no permit or 
authorization by rule shall be allowed where an injection well causes or allows the 
movement of fluid that would result in the pollution of an underground source of 
drinking water.”  Issue Number 1 involves a disputed question of fact that is relevant 
and material to the decision on these applications.  

 
Therefore, the Executive Director concludes that Issue Number 1 is the only issue 

that is appropriate for referral to SOAH.  

VII.  Duration of the Contested Case Hearing 

Should the Commission decide to refer this case to SOAH, the Executive Director 
recommends a nine month duration for a contested case hearing from the date of the 
preliminary hearing to the presentation of a proposal for decision.  

VIII.  Executive Director’s Recommendation 

The Executive Director recommends the following actions by the Commission: 

a) Find that Eleuterio Saenz, Elizabeth Cumberland, Marie Bippert, Will 
Bippert, Carlos Ortegon, Daniel Ortegon, Rolando De La Rosa, Robert De La 
Rosa, Sabina Benavente, Heraclio Benavente, Maria Del Rosaria Benavente,  
Candelario Q. Benavente, Diana B. Medina, Richard Scott Medina, Armando 
Garcia, Blanca Garcia, Beto Garcia, Olga Martinez, Ferman Garza, Nerio 
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Martinez, Carlos Ortegon, Norma Garza Ortegon, Alfonso R. Ramos, Dale 
Cumberland, Bruce Cumberland, and Kleberg County are affected persons 
and grant their hearing requests. 

b) If the Commission finds that any of the persons listed above are affected 
persons, the following issue should be referred to SOAH for a Contested Case 
Hearing for a duration of nine months: 

1) Whether URI’s activities have contaminated Water Well 24 in the 
Garcia Hill of Kleberg County such that URI’s application for renewal 
or major amendment of injection well area permit No. UR02827 
should not be approved under 30 TAC § 331.5. 

c) Deny the hearing requests of Jeanette Cumberland Hix and Mark M. Walsh. 
 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 
 
Richard A. Hyde P.E. 
Executive Director 
 
Caroline Sweeney, Deputy Director 
Office of Legal Services 
 
Robert Martinez, Director 
Environmental Law Division 
 

By __ 
Don Redmond, Attorney 
Environmental Law Division 
State Bar No. 24010336 
P. O. Box 13087, MC 173 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Phone:  512.239.0612 
don.redmond@tceq.texas.gov 
 
REPRESENTING THE EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR OF THE TEXAS COMMISSION 
ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on September 14, 2015, the “Executive Director’s Response 
to Hearing Requests” received on the applications by URI, Inc. for renewal and major 
amendment of Class III injection well area permit  No. UR02827, were filed with the 
TCEQ’s Office of the Chief Clerk and a complete copy was served to all persons listed on 
the attached mailing list via hand delivery, facsimile transmission, inter-agency mail, 
electronic submittal, or by deposit in the US First Class Mail. 

 

By __ 
Don Redmond, Attorney 
Environmental Law Division 
State Bar No. 24010336 
P. O. Box 13087, MC 173 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Phone:  512.239.0612 
don.redmond@tceq.texas.gov 







































































MAILING LIST 
URI, INC. 

DOCKET NO. 2015-1268-UIC; PERMIT NO. UR02827 
 
FOR THE APPLICANT: 
via First Class Mail: 
 
Dain McCoig, Vice President 
South Texas Operations 
URI, Inc. 
641 East FM 1118 
Kingsville, Texas 78363-2628 
Tel: (361) 595-5731 
Fax: (361) 595-0403 
 
FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
via electronic mail: 
 
Don Redmond, Staff Attorney 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Environmental Law Division, MC-173 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-0600 
Fax: (512) 239-0606 
 
Frederick Duffy, Technical Staff 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Radioactive Materials Division, MC-233 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-6891 
Fax: (512) 239-6464 
 
Brian Christian, Director 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Environmental Assistance Division 
Public Education Program, MC-108 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-4000 
Fax: (512) 239-5678

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL 
via electronic mail: 

 

Vic McWherter, Public Interest Counsel Texas 
Commission on Environmental Quality 
Public Interest Counsel, MC-103 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-6363 
Fax: (512) 239-6377 
 
FOR ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE 
RESOLUTION 
via electronic mail: 
 
Kyle Lucas 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Alternative Dispute Resolution, MC-222 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-4010 
Fax: (512) 239-4015 
 
FOR THE CHIEF CLERK: 
via electronic filing: 
 
Bridget C. Bohac 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
Tel: (512) 239-3300 
Fax: (512) 239-3311 
 
REQUESTER(S)/INTERESTED 
PERSON(S): 
via First Class Mail: 
 
See attached list. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
REQUESTER/S 
CANDELARIO Q BENAVENTE 
383 N COUNTY ROAD 1070 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8851 
 
HERACLIO BENAVENTE 
381 N COUNTY ROAD 1070 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8851 
 
MARIA DEL ROSARIO BENAVENTE 
383 N COUNTY ROAD 1070 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8851 
 
SABINA BENAVENTE 
381 N COUNTY ROAD 1070 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8851 
 
MARIE BIPPERT 
679 E COUNTY ROAD 2160 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-2625 
 
WILL BIPPERT 
679 E COUNTY ROAD 2160 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-2625 
 
BRUCE C CUMBERLAND 
11812 LINDEN GROVE DR 
FORT WAYNE IN 46845-1961 
 
DALE CUMBERLAND 
1421 SLEEPY HOLLOW LN 
NEW BRAUNFELS TX 78130-3341 
 
ELIZABETH CUMBERLAND 
761 MARTINDALE FALLS RD 
MARTINDALE TX 78655-2530 
 
ELIZABETH CUMBERLAND  
PO BOX 537 
MARTINDALE TX 78655-0537 
 
ROBERT DE LA ROSA 
706 E FM 1118 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-2633 
 
ROLANDO DE LA ROSA 
706 E FM 1118 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-2633

DAVID FREDERICK 
LOWERRE, FREDERICK, PERALES, 
ALLMON, & ROCKWELL 
707 RIO GRANDE ST STE 200 
AUSTIN TX 78701-2733 
 
ARMANDO GARCIA 
418 GARCIA HILL RD 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8902 
 
BETO GARCIA 
418 GARCIA HILL RD 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8902 
 
BLANCA GARCIA 
418 GARCIA HILL RD 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8902 
 
FERMAN GARZA 
424 N FM 2619 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8933 
 
JEANETTE CUMBERLAND HIX 
2213 BRUN ST 
HOUSTON TX 77019-6507 
 
NERIO MARTINEZ 
418 GARCIA HILL RD 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8902 
 
OLGA MARTINEZ 
418 GARCIA HILL RD 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8902 
 
DIANA B MEDINA 
383 N COUNTY ROAD 1070 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8851 
 
RICHARD SCOTT MEDINA, SR 
383 N COUNTY ROAD 1070 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8851 
 
CARLOS ORTEGON 
418 GARCIA HILL RD 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8902 
 
CARLOS ORTEGON 
426 GARCIA HILL RD 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8902



DANIEL ORTEGON 
418 GARCIA HILL RD 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8902 
 
NORMA GARZA ORTEGON 
418 GARCIA HILL RD 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8902 
 
ALFONSO R RAMOS 
2425 E FM 1717 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8835 
 
ELEUTERIO L SAENZ 
148 E COUNTY ROAD 2170 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-2601 
 
MARK M WALSH 
3931 BOYD ST 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-7420 
 
INTERESTED PERSON/S 
NELDA M BASALDUA  
PO BOX 1223 
KINGSVILLE TX 78364-1223 
 
JUAN M ESCOBAR KLEBERG COUNTY  
PO BOX 752 
KINGSVILLE TX 78364-0752 
 
JUAN GONZALEZ, JR 
213 W NETTIE AVE 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-3749 
 
GENE M JONES  
PO BOX A 
KINGSVILLE TX 78364-1603

SAMMY MARTINEZ 
123 FM 430 
ENCINO TX 78353-6019 
 
NINA C RAMOS 
580 N COUNTY ROAD 1090 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8841 
 
GEORGE RICE 
414 E FRENCH PL 
SAN ANTONIO TX 78212-3723 
 
BRAD ROCKWELL 
LOWERRE, FREDERICK, PERALES, 
ALLMON, & ROCKWELL 
707 RIO GRANDE ST STE 200 
AUSTIN TX 78701-2733 
 
MRS JACQUALINE N SEXAUER 
PO BOX 1606 
LITCHFIELD PARK AZ 85340-1606 
 
JAMES & JUDY TIMMERMAN 
470 N COUNTY ROAD 1080 
KINGSVILLE TX 78363-8846 
 
JOSE EDUARDO TORRES  
EPA REGION 6 
1445 ROSS AVE STE 1200 6WQ-SG  
DALLAS TX 75202-2750 
 
UVALDO VELA 
1169 E COUNTY ROAD 2360 
RIVIERA TX 78379-3568 
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