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BEFORE THE 
 
TEXAS COMMISSION ON 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
 

 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO REQUESTS FOR 

RECONSIDERATION AND HEARING REQUESTS 
 
The Executive Director (ED) of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 
(commission or TCEQ) files this response (Response) to the requests for reconsideration 
and requests for a contested case hearing submitted by persons listed herein regarding 
the above-referenced matter. The Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), Texas Health & Safety 
Code (THSC) § 382.056(n), requires the commission to consider hearing requests in 
accordance with the procedures provided in Tex. Water Code (TWC) § 5.556.1 This 
statute is implemented through the rules in 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) 
Chapter 55, Subchapter F. 
 
A map showing the location of the site for the proposed plant is included with this 
response and has been provided to all persons on the attached mailing list. In addition, 
a current compliance history report, technical review summary, modeling audit, and 
draft permit prepared by the ED’s staff have been filed as backup material for the 
commissioners’ agenda. The ED’s RTC, which was mailed by the chief clerk to all 
persons on the mailing list, is on file with the chief clerk for the commission’s 
consideration. 
 

I. Application Request and Background Information 
 

Halyard Energy Henderson, LLC (Halyard or Applicant) has applied to the TCEQ for a 
New Source Review Authorization under Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), § 382.0518. This 
permit will authorize the construction of a new facility that may emit air contaminants. 
 
This permit will authorize the Applicant to construct an electric generating unit. The 
Applicant provided the following driving directions: from the intersection of Texas 
Farm-to-Market Road 2588 and County Road 4402, drive 0.3 miles west on County 
Road 4402; the site will be on the right. The location is near Larue in Henderson 
County. Contaminants authorized under this permit include organic compounds, 
nitrogen oxides (NOX), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (SO2), sulfuric acid mist 

                                                 
1  Statutes cited in this response may be viewed online at www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us.  Relevant statutes are found 
primarily in the THSC and the TWC.  The rules in the Texas Administrative Code may be viewed online at 
www.sos.state.tx.us/tac/index.shtml, or follow the “Rules” link on the TCEQ website at www.tceq.texas.gov.   
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(H2SO4), particulate matter (PM), including PM with diameters of 10 microns or less 
(PM10) and 2.5 microns or less (PM2.5) and hazardous air pollutants. The compliance 
history rating for Halyard is Unclassified. The TCEQ Enforcement Database was 
searched, and no enforcement activities were found that are inconsistent with the 
compliance history. 
 
Before work begins on the construction of a new facility that may emit air contaminants, 
the person planning the construction must obtain a permit from the commission. This 
permit application is for an initial issuance of Air Quality Permit Number 122733. The 
permit application was received on August 14, 2014 and declared administratively 
complete on August 25, 2014. The Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain an Air Quality 
Permit (NORI or first public notice) for this permit application was published in English 
on September 4, 2014 in the Athens Daily Review. The Notice of Application and 
Preliminary Decision for an Air Quality Permit (NAPD) and the notice of public meeting 
were published on April 15, 2015 in English in the Athens Daily Review. A public 
meeting was held on April 23, 2015 in Larue. The public comment period ended on May 
15, 2015. The ED’s Response to Public Comment (RTC) was mailed on August 24, 2015 
to all interested persons, including those who asked to be placed on the mailing list for 
this application and those who submitted comments or requests for a contested case 
hearing. The cover letter attached to the RTC included information about making 
requests for a contested case hearing or for reconsideration of the ED’s decision.2 The 
letter also explained that hearing requesters should specify any of the ED’s responses to 
comments they dispute and the factual basis of the dispute, in addition to listing any 
disputed issues of law or policy. 
 
The time for requests for reconsideration and hearing requests ended on September 23, 
2015. The TCEQ received timely requests for reconsideration from Shannon Decraene as 
President of King’s Rein, Sandra Bunch as Treasurer of King’s Rein, and Norma 
Mullican as Secretary of King’s Rein. The requests for reconsideration were submitted in 
a single letter (the King’s Rein letter) with the three requesters listed as signatories. The 
TCEQ received timely hearing requests during the public comment period that were not 
withdrawn from the following persons: Shannon Decraene and Carson Shultz. 
 

II. Applicable Law for Requests for Reconsideration 
 

The commission must assess the timeliness and form of the requests for 
reconsideration, as discussed in Section I above. The form requirements for responses 
are set forth in 30 TAC § 55.209(f), which states, “Responses to requests for 
reconsideration should address the issues raised in the request.” 
 
 

                                                 
2  See TCEQ rules at 30 TAC Ch. 55, subch. F. Procedural rules for public input to the permit process are found 
primarily in chapters 39, 50, 55, and 80 of Title 30 of the TAC.  
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III. Response to Requests for Reconsideration 
 
Each of the requests for reconsideration address responses in the ED’s RTC filed on 
August 20, 2015. The King’s Rein letter requested reconsideration of Responses 1 and 2 
of the RTC. 
 
REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF RESPONSE 1: 
The King’s Rein letter expressed concern that the margin of safety was only “adequate” 
and not “good, excellent, [or] above standard.” The requesters stated that the 
participants in the equine therapy program would not feel confident that they will not 
experience potential harmful effects from the plant’s emissions based on only an 
adequate margin of safety. 
 
The letter also expressed concern about noise discharges and cited the TCEQ nuisance 
rule, 30 TAC § 101.4. The requesters stated that “any potential noise discharges [. . .] 
may affect the behavior of a horse during a session and potentially ‘tend to be 
injurious to or adversely affect human health or welfare’ of a 
participant/rider.” 
 
TCEQ RESPONSE: 
As stated in the RTC, the specific health-based standards or guidance levels employed in 
evaluating the potential emissions include the National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) and TCEQ standards found in 30 TAC Chapter 111, specifically, 30 TAC 
§  111.153, and 30 TAC Chapter 112. The NAAQS have been established by the EPA to 
provide public health protection, which includes the protection of sensitive members of 
the population like children and the participants in the equine therapy program. 
 
Regarding noise discharges, as stated in the RTC, the TCEQ’s jurisdiction is established 
by the Legislature and is limited to the issues set forth in statute. Accordingly, the TCEQ 
does not have jurisdiction to consider noise related issues. The nuisance rule applies 
only to the discharge of air contaminants or combinations of air contaminants; it does 
not apply to noise discharge. 
 
REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF RESPONSE 2: 
The King’s Rein letter stated that the requesters’ ability to generate or maintain their 
business and the use and enjoyment of the property will be greatly affected by the 
proposed power plant because the non-profit is located only ½ mile (2,640feet) from 
the site. Citing the TCEQ’s response in the RTC, “The TCEQ shall consider possible 
adverse health risks on individuals attending schools that are located within 3,000 feet 
of a facility or proposed facility,” the requesters state that the primary participants in the 
therapy program are children. 
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TCEQ RESPONSE: 
As stated in the RTC, TCAA § 382.052 requires the TCEQ to consider possible adverse 
short-term or long-term side effects of air contaminants or nuisance odors from the 
facility on individuals attending an elementary, junior high, or senior high school that is 
within 3,000 feet of the proposed facility. The requesters seem to want the TCEQ to 
evaluate the property as if it were a school within 3,000 feet. However, this statute only 
applies to schools, and the TCEQ does not have the authority to extend its provisions to 
other organizations. 
 

IV. Applicable Law for Hearing Requests 
 

The commission must assess the timeliness and form of the hearing requests, as 
discussed in Section I above. The form requirements are set forth in 30 TAC § 55.201(d): 
 

(d) A hearing request must substantially comply with the following: 
 
(1) give the name, address, daytime telephone number, and, where 
possible, fax number of the person who files the request. If the request is 
made by a group or association, the request must identify one person by 
name, address, daytime telephone number, and, where possible, fax 
number, who shall be responsible for receiving all official communications 
and documents for the group; 
(2) identify the person's personal justiciable interest affected by the 
application, including a brief, but specific, written statement explaining in 
plain language the requester's location and distance relative to the 
proposed facility or activity that is the subject of the application and how 
and why the requester 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; 
(3) request a contested case hearing; 
(4) list all relevant and material disputed issues of fact that were raised 
during the public comment period and that are the basis of the hearing 
request. To facilitate the commission's determination of the number and 
scope of issues to be referred to hearing, the requester should, to the 
extent possible, specify any of the executive director's responses to 
comments that the requester disputes and the factual basis of the dispute 
and list any disputed issues of law or policy; and 
(5) provide any other information specified in the public notice of 
application. 

 
The next necessary determination is whether the requests were filed by “affected 
persons” as defined by TWC § 5.115, and implemented in commission rule 30 TAC 
§  55.203. Under 30 TAC § 55.203, an affected person is one who has a personal 
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justiciable interest related to a legal right, duty, privilege, power, or economic interest 
affected by the application. An interest common to members of the general public does 
not qualify as a personal justiciable interest. Local governments with authority under 
state law over issues raised by the application receive affected person status under 30 
TAC § 55.203(b). 
 
In determining whether a person is affected, 30 TAC § 55.203(c) requires all factors 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 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 to the requirements noted above regarding affected person status, in 
accordance with 30 TAC § 55.205(a), a group or association may request a contested 
case hearing only if the group or association meets all of the following requirements: 
 

(1) one or more members of the group or association would otherwise have 
standing to request a hearing in their own right; 
(2) the interests the group or association seeks to protect are germane to the 
organization's purpose; and 
(3) neither the claim asserted nor the relief requested requires the participation 
of the individual members in the case. 

 
If the commission determines a hearing request is timely and fulfills the requirements 
for proper form, and the hearing requester is an affected person, the commission must 
apply a three-part test to the issues raised in the matter to determine if any of the issues 
should be referred to the State Office of Administrative Hearings (SOAH) for a contested 
case hearing. The three-part test in 30 TAC § 50.115(c) is as follows: 
 
 (1) The issue must involve a disputed question of fact; 
 (2) The issue must have been raised during the public comment period; and 
 (3) The issue must be relevant and material to the decision on the application. 
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The law applicable to the proposed facility may generally be summarized as follows. A 
person who owns or operates a facility or facilities that will emit air contaminants is 
required to obtain authorization from the commission prior to the construction and 
operation of the facility or facilities.3 Thus, the location and operation of the proposed 
facility requires authorization under the TCAA. Permit conditions of general 
applicability must be in rules adopted by the commission.4 Those rules are found in 30 
TAC Chapter 116. In addition, a person is prohibited from emitting air contaminants or 
performing any activity that violates the TCAA or any commission rule or order, or that 
causes or contributes to a condition of air pollution.5 The relevant rules regarding air 
emissions are found in 30 TAC Chapters 101 and 111-118. In addition, the commission 
has the authority to establish and enforce permit conditions consistent with this 
chapter.6 The materials accompanying this response list and reference permit 
conditions and operational requirements and limitations applicable to this proposed 
facility. 
 

V. Analysis of Hearing Requests 
 
A. Were the requests for a contested case hearing in this matter timely and in proper 
form? 
 
The following persons submitted timely hearing requests that were not withdrawn: 
Shannon Decraene and Carson Shultz. 
 

1. Shannon Decraene 
Shannon Decraene timely submitted a hearing request on September 29, 2014. 
She provided her name, phone number, and residential address. She stated that 
the proposed power plant will most definitely interfere with her use and 
enjoyment of her property. She operates an equine therapy program on her farm, 
where people who have physical, emotional, and mental challenges as well as a 
variety of health issues come for therapy. 

 
She stated that her location is a half mile from the proposed power plant. Based 
on the address she provided, the ED determined that she lives within one mile 
from the proposed plant. She requested a contested case hearing in the first 
sentence of her request. 

 
Based on the foregoing, the ED finds that Shannon Decraene substantially 
complied with all of the requirements to request a contested case hearing 
required by 30 TAC § 55.201(d). Therefore, the ED can determine whether it is 

                                                 
3  THSC § 382.0518 

4  THSC § 382.0513 

5  THSC § 382.085 

6  THSC § 382.0513 
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likely that the requester will be impacted differently than any other member of 
the general public or if the regulated activity will likely impact her interest, which 
will be discussed in detail in subsection B below. 

 
2. Carson Shultz 

Carson Shultz timely submitted a hearing request on October 9, 2014. He 
provided his name and an address but not his telephone number. He requested a 
contested case hearing in the first sentence of his request. His request stated that 
he owns and operates a local Eco-Adventure tour. He did not identify a personal 
justiciable interest in his request. Rather, his request asked several questions, 
which were answered in the RTC. He also did not explain his location and 
distance relative to the proposed plant. 

 
Using the address Mr. Shultz provided, the ED determined that his location is 
more than two miles from the proposed plant location. Based on the foregoing, 
the ED finds that Carson Shultz did not substantially comply with all of the 
requirements to request a contested case hearing required by 30 TAC § 55.201(d). 
Therefore, the ED cannot determine whether it is likely that he will be impacted 
differently than any other member of the general public or if the regulated 
activity will likely impact his interest. 

 
B. Are those who requested a contested case hearing in this matter affected persons? 
 
The law applicable to this permit application is outlined above in Section IV. The 
following hearing requester failed to identify any personal justiciable interest or why the 
requester believes he will be adversely affected by the proposed facility in a manner not 
common to members of the general public as required by 30 TAC § 55.201(d)(2). 
Therefore, pursuant to TCAA § 382.058(c), Carson Shultz is not an affected person. 
 
Because Shannon Decraene has stated a personal justiciable interest, the commission 
must next consider the non-exhaustive list of factors found in 30 TAC § 55.203(c) for 
determining whether a person is an affected person. 
 
First, the commission must consider whether the interest claimed is one protected by 
the law under which the application will be considered. 
 

1. Shannon Decraene 
The request submitted by Shannon Decraene stated that her use and enjoyment 
of her property would be adversely affected by the application. 

 
This interest is protected by the law under which the application will be issued. 
 
The commission must consider whether a reasonable relationship exists between the 
interest claimed and the activity regulated. The activity the commission regulates is the 
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authorized emissions into the air of contaminants by a person who owns or operates a 
facility or facilities. Those persons who own or operate a facility or facilities are 
prohibited from emitting air contaminants or performing any activities that contravene 
the TCAA or any other commission rule or order, or that causes or contributes to air 
pollution. The interest of Shannon Decraene is within the scope of an air quality 
authorization because it focuses on the potential adverse effects of potential air 
contaminants from the facility, and the ED finds that a reasonable relationship exists 
between the interest claimed and the activity the commission regulates. 
 
Next, the commission must consider distance restrictions or other limitations imposed 
by law on the affected interest, the likely impact of the regulated activity on the health 
and safety of the person, and on the use of the property of the person, and the likely 
impact of the regulated activity on the use of the natural resource by the person. For air 
authorizations, distance from the proposed facility is particularly relevant to the issue of 
whether there is a likely impact of the regulated activity on a person’s interests because 
of the dispersion and effects of individual air contaminants emitted from a facility. As 
discussed above, the ED agrees that Shannon Decraene resides in close proximity of the 
footprint of the facility, which is the subject of this permit application and notes that her 
comments reveal concern for the use and enjoyment of her property. The natural 
resource that is the subject of this permit is the ambient air that she breathes, and she 
has indicated a manner in which emissions from the plant could impact it. The ED finds 
that this requester has a personal justiciable interest within the meaning of TWC § 5.115 
and TAC § 55.203(a) affected by this permit application. 
 
Because Shannon Decraene lives in close proximity to the proposed facility and has 
articulated a personal justiciable interest that is not common to the general public, her 
request satisfies the requirements for form under 30 TAC § 55.201(d), and she is an 
affected person under 30 TAC § 55.203. 
 
C. Which issues in this matter should be referred to SOAH for a contested case hearing? 
 
If the commission determines any of the hearing requests in this matter are timely and 
in proper form, and some or all of the hearing requesters are affected persons, the 
commission must apply the three-part test discussed in Section IV to the issues raised in 
this matter to determine if any of the issues should be referred to SOAH for a contested 
case hearing. The three-part test asks whether the issues involve disputed questions of 
fact, whether the issues were raised during the public comment period, and whether the 
issues are relevant and material to the decision on the permit application, in order to 
refer them to SOAH. 
 
The ED addressed all public comments in this matter by providing responses in the 
RTC. The cover letter from the Office of the Chief Clerk transmitting the RTC cites 30 
TAC § 55.201(d)(4), which states that requesters should, to the extent possible, specify 
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any of the ED’s responses in the RTC the requesters dispute and the factual basis of the 
dispute, and list any disputed issues of law or policy. 
 
 

1. What issues are questions of fact? 
• Whether the facility will have an adverse effect on Shannon Decraene’s use 

and enjoyment of her property. 
 

2. Were the issues raised during the public comment period? 
The public comment period is defined in 30 TAC § 55.152. The public comment 
period begins with the publication of the Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain 
an Air Quality Permit. The end date of the public comment period depends on the 
type of permit. In this case, the public comment period began on September 4, 
2014 and ended on May 15, 2015. All of the issues listed above upon which the 
hearing requests in this matter are based were raised in comments received 
during the public comment period. 

 
3. Are the issues relevant and material to the decision on the application? 

In this case, the permit would be issued under the commission’s authority in 
TWC § 5.013(11) (assigning the responsibilities in THSC Chapter 382), and the 
TCAA. The relevant sections of the TCAA are found in Subchapter C (Permits). 
Subchapter C requires the commission to grant a permit to construct or modify a 
facility if the commission finds the proposed facility will use at least the best 
available control technology (BACT), and the emissions from the facility will not 
contravene the intent of the TCAA, including the protection of the public’s health 
and physical property. In making this permitting decision, the commission may 
consider the Applicant’s compliance history. The commission by rule has also 
specified certain requirements for permitting. Therefore, in making the 
determination of relevance in this case, the commission should review each issue 
to see if it is relevant to these statutory and regulatory requirements that must be 
satisfied by this permit application. 

 
In the absence of identification by hearing requesters of disputed issues in the RTC, the 
ED cannot determine which issues remain disputed. However, if the assumption is 
made that the issues raised in the public comments continue to be disputed, the 
following is the ED’s position on those issues. 
 
The ED finds the following issues relevant and material to the decision on the 
application: 
 

1. Whether the facility will have an adverse effect on Shannon Decraene’s use 
and enjoyment of her property. 

 
VI. Maximum Expected Duration of the Contested Case Hearing 
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The ED recommends the contested case hearing, if held, should last no longer than six 
months from the preliminary hearing to the proposal for decision. 
 
 

VII. Executive Director’s Recommendation 
 

The ED respectfully recommends the commission: 
 

A. Find all hearing requests in this matter were timely filed; 
 

B. Find that the requests of the following groups or persons satisfy the 
requirements for form under 30 TAC § 55.201(d) and are affected under 30 
TAC § 55.203: 

 
1. Shannon Decraene 

 
C. Find all other hearing requesters are not affected persons in this matter; 
 
D. If the commission determines any requester is an affected person, refer the following 
issues to SOAH: 
 

1. Whether the facility will have an adverse effect on Shannon Decraene’s use 
and enjoyment of her property. 

 
E. Find the maximum expected duration of the contested case hearing, if held, would be 
six months. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 
 
Richard A. Hyde, P.E., Executive Director 
 
Caroline Sweeney, Deputy Director 
Office of Legal Services 
 
Robert Martinez, Division Director 
Environmental Law Division 
 
 
Ms. Sierra Redding, Staff Attorney 
State Bar Number 24083710 
(512) 239-2496 
PO Box 13087, MC 173 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
 
 
REPRESENTING THE  
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE 
TEXAS COMMISSION ON  
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

 





 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
On the 26th day of October 2015, a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument was 
served on all persons on the attached mailing list by the undersigned via deposit into the 
U.S. Mail, inter-agency mail, facsimile, electronic mail, or hand delivery. 
 
 

__________________________ 
Sierra Redding 



REQUESTER(S) 
Sandra L Bunch & Shannon Decraene 
The King's Rein 
13323 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5509 

 
Shannon Decraene 
13323 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5509 

 
Norma Mullican 
The King's Rein 
13323 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5509 

 
Carson Shultz 
New York Texas Zipline Adventures 
7290 County Road 4328 
Larue, TX  75770-4318 

 
 

WITHDRAW OF REQUEST(S) 
Charles M Bowles Jr 
10395 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5912 

 
Beckie Knox 
10801 County Road 4520 
Larue, TX  75770-5331 

 
Steve Knox 
10801 County Road 4520 
Larue, TX  75770-5331 

 
Tucker Royall Sr 
412 S Royall St 
Palestine, TX  75801-3638 

 
Drew Wilcox 
10705 County Road 4520 
Larue, TX  75770-5339 

 
 

INTERESTED PERSON(S) 
Cheri Anderson 
11181 Loop 60 
Larue, TX  75770-2115 

Lydina Ball 
5627 State Route 88 
Kinsman, OH  44428-9767 
 
Kachia Barker 
414 Highland Dr 
Athens, TX  75751-3158 
 
April Baucom 
12558 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5518 
 
Kevin Baucom 
12558 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5518 
 
Mr Kenneth W Bitz 
8563 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5905 
 
Sherry Bitz 
8563 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5905 
 
Marilyn Boles 
13601 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5520 
 
Olin Boles 
13601 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5520 
 
Rilla Bowles 
10395 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5912 
 
Catherine Crawford 
8664 Fm 607 N 
Brownsboro, TX  75756-6556 
 
Delbert Crawford 
12449 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5507 
 
Sherry Crawford 
12001 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5512 
 
Barbara Cummings 
9216 Fm 607 S 
Larue, TX  75770-2105 
 
Nicole Debusk 
11050 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6124 



 
Patrick Debusk 
11050 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6124 

 
Valerie J Delana 
8417 Fm 59 
Athens, TX  75751-8134 

 
Leann Dennis 
10742 County Road 4404 
Larue, TX  75770-6114 

 
Jarell Cook Donalson 
7488 County Road 4712 
Larue, TX  75770-3522 

 
Sherry Douglas 
Po Box 72 
Poynor, TX  75782-0072 

 
Sandra Ducker 
6423 County Road 4836 
Larue, TX  75770-3510 

 
Roderick Erwin 
13314 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 

 
Laura Etheridge 
Po Box 135 
Poynor, TX  75782-0135 

 
Jessica Firman 
504 E College St 
Athens, TX  75751-2520 

 
Alex Garcia 
8501 County Road 4528 
Larue, TX  75770-6324 

 
Kasey Garcia 
8501 County Road 4528 
Larue, TX  75770-6324 

 
Denise Giordano 
7481 County Road 4712 
Larue, TX  75770-3522 

 
Deborah Gould 
10365 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5912 

 
Mr Harry Blaine Gould Jr 
10365 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5912 

Harry Blaine Gould 
10365 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5912 
 
Robert Gray 
10298 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5926 
 
Frank E Griffis Jr 
8226 Fm 607 S 
Larue, TX  75770-3918 
 
Bonnie Hambrick 
13310 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 
 
Cameron Hambrick 
13310 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 
 
Fred Hambrick 
13306 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 
 
Latonya Hambrick 
13314 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 
 
Ronnie Hambrick 
13310 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 
 
Temiko Hambrick 
13306 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 
 
Kelly Hargett 
3786 County Road 4316 
Larue, TX  75770-3127 
 
Aimee Harris 
12181 Us Highway 175 E 
Larue, TX  75770-2125 
 
Cheryl Hill 
11388 Loop 60 
Larue, TX  75770-2120 
 
Susan Hilton 
510 An Cr 4841 
Palestine, TX  75803 
 
Betty Hollowell 
6198 County Road 4508 
Athens, TX  75752-6448 



 
Melani Humphrey 
19274 Fawn Crk 
Flint, TX  75762-9341 

 
Eric Inmon 
7075 Waters Edge Dr 
Larue, TX  75770-5044 

 
Shirlene Inmon 
7075 Waters Edge Dr 
Larue, TX  75770-5044 

 
Jessica Johnston 
10360 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5912 

 
Janet Larue 
12881 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5511 

 
Michael G Larue 
12881 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5511 

 
Susan Lorenz 
13323 Fm 2588 
Larue, TX  75770-5509 

 
Patty Mascorro 
16697 N Elm St 
Frankston, TX  75763-2245 

 
Amy Mcclelland 
10802 County Road 4520 
Larue, TX  75770-5331 

 
Justin Mcclelland 
10802 County Road 4520 
Larue, TX  75770-5331 

 
Debra Mcgee 
119 Trail Ridge Rd 
Athens, TX  75751-9059 

 
Ray Mcguin 
11895 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6122 

 
Marsha Mills 
4616 Fm 2495 
Athens, TX  75752-5911 

Brent Muecke 
5880 County Road 4518 
Larue, TX  75770-5351 
 
Jenifer Nuckolls 
203 Trail Ridge Rd 
Athens, TX  75751-9061 
 
Sheila Parrott 
Po Box 539 
Frankston, TX  75763-0539 
 
John Patton 
8905 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5909 
 
Rose Patton 
8905 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5909 
 
Betty Paul 
13365 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 
 
James Paul 
13365 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 
 
Pam Penney 
3710 E Fm 837 
Palestine, TX  75803-0157 
 
William Poston 
11171 Loop 60 
Larue, TX  75770-2115 
 
Kristina Richardson 
791 An Cr 486 
Palestine, TX  75803 
 
Edith Rounsavall 
5780 County Road 4507 
Athens, TX  75752-6513 
 
Darrell Rushing 
13445 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6119 
 
Don R Rushing 
13445 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6119 
 
Mary A Rushing 
13445 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6119 



Patricia Sergent 
1123 An Cr 484 
Palestine, TX  75803 

 
Amy Sherrell 
3715 County Road 4330 
Larue, TX  75770-2711 

 
Michael Singleton 
940 An Cr 484 
Palestine, TX  75803 

 
Shaine Snyder 
8490 Zebra Xing 
Larue, TX  75770-4943 

 
Pamala Solis 
8163 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5904 

 
Karen J Vantassell 
12820 County Road 4343 
Larue, TX  75770-2336 

 
Lonnie Vick Sr 
9460 County Road 4402 
Larue, TX  75770-5918 

 
Jennifer Williams 
13353 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 

 
Chantal Wylie 
4656 Us Highway 175 E 
Athens, TX  75752-6248 

 
Barbara Young 
13380 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 

 
George Young 
13380 County Road 4400 
Larue, TX  75770-6118 
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