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TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution
April 14, 2016

TO: Persons on the attached mailing list.

RE: Nantucket Housing, LLC
Permit No. WQ0015381001

Decision of the Executive Director.

The executive director has made a decision that the above-referenced permit application
meets the requirements of applicable law. This decision does not authorize
construction or operation of any proposed facilities. Unless a timely request
for contested case hearing or reconsideration is received (see below), the TCEQ
executive director will act on the application and issue the permit.

Enclosed with this letter is a copy of the Executive Director’s Response to Comments. A
copy of the complete application, draft permit and related documents, including public
comments, is available for review at the TCEQ Central office. A copy of the complete
application, the draft permit, and executive director’s preliminary decision are available
for viewing and copying at the Harris County Public Library, Northwest Branch, 11355
Regency Green Drive, Cypress, Texas.

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

How To Request a Contested Case Hearing.

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

The request must include the following:
@) Your name, address, daytime telephone number, and, if possible, a fax number.
(2) If the request is made by a group or association, the request must identify:

(A)  one person by name, address, daytime telephone number, and, if possible,
the fax number, of the person who will be responsible for receiving all
communications and documents for the group; and
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(B)  one or more members of the group that would otherwise have standing to
request a hearing in their own right. The interests the group seeks to
protect must relate to the organization’s purpose. Neither the claim
asserted nor the relief requested must require the participation of the
individual members in the case.

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

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

Your request must demonstrate that you are an “affected person.” An affected
person is one who has a personal justiciable interest related to a legal right, duty,
privilege, power, or economic interest affected by the application. Your request must
describe how and why you would be adversely affected by the proposed facility or
activity in a manner not common to the general public. For example, to the extent your
request is based on these concerns, you should describe the likely impact on your health,
safety, or uses of your property which may be adversely affected by the proposed facility
or activities. To demonstrate that you have a personal justiciable interest, you must
state, as specifically as you are able, your location and the distance between your
location and the proposed facility or activities.

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

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

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

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



Deadline for Submitting Requests.

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

Bridget C. Bohac, Chief Clerk
TCEQ, MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Processing of Requests.

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

How to Obtain Additional Information.

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

Sincerely,

é/mg,j C. Lol

Bridget C. Bohac
Chief Clerk

BCB/Ig

Enclosure
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MAILING LIST

Nantucket Housing, LLC
Permit No. WQ0015381001

FOR THE APPLICANT:

H. Chris Richardson, President
Nantucket Housing, LLC

9219 Katy Freeway, Suite 264
Houston, Texas 77024

Katherine Hallaway, P.E.

Brown & Gay Engineers, Inc.

10777 Westheimer Road, Suite 400
Houston, Texas 77042

PROTESTANTS/INTERESTED
PERSONS:

See Attached List.

FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
via electronic mail:

Brian Christian, Director

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Environmental Assistance Division
Public Education Program MC-108
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Hollis Henley, Staff Attorney

Alicia Ramirez, Staff Attorney

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

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

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Larry Diamond, Technical Staff
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Water Quality Division MC-148

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL
via electronic mail:

Vic McWherter, Attorney

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Public Interest Counsel MC-103

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

FOR THE CHIEF CLERK
via electronic mail:

Bridget C. Bohac, Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Office of Chief Clerk MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087



ADAMS , SARA
12606 OAKFIELD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3649

AHLHORN , BRENDA SUSAN
13011 LAKECREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2644

ALBA , ALEX
12815 RAVEN TREE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2616

ALLEN , BETTYJ
12902 CHAVILE
CYPRESS TX 77429-2958

ALLWIN , KAROLYNE A
13434 NEVERMORE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3122

ATWOOD , CATHY & CHUCK
13610 PRISTINE LAKE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-6007

BARKER , ANTHONY
12923 LYNN HAVEN ST
CYPRESS TX 77429-4029

BASFORD , MR BRETT
12703 OAKFIELD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3628

BEAN , DANIEL
12507 PARK FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3652

BELL , STEVE
13107 SPRINGMINT CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-5150

AHLERSMEYER , WILLIAM F
13502 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2311

AHLHORN JR , FORRES C
12715 RETREAT TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2631

ALFORD , MR CADE
13514 SHURLIN PL
CYPRESS TX 77429-5321

ALLEN , MR DOUG
13607 PALLWOOD LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3829

ANDREW , MRS DENISE
15115 HERON MEADOW LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-4641

BAIRD , ANDREW J

13826 GREENWOOD MANOR DR

CYPRESS TX 77429-6983

BARNARD , JERRY
13102 PEACH MEADOW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3812

BASS ,RYAN
15346 LADY SHERY LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5440

BEDWELL , BRAD
14618 PALLADIO DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5446

BENEFIEL, NICK & GARCIA,SARA

12911 RED LAUREL CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-3769

AHLHORN , BRENDA & KENNETH

13011 LAKECREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2644

AILOR , JASON
13715 GREY HOLLOW LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-1879

ALFORD , CRAIG
13514 SHURLIN PL
CYPRESS TX 77429-5321

ALLEN , MS RONALD R
12323 NORMONT DR
HOUSTON TX 77070-2453

ARNOLD , ELAYNE
12906 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2317

BANKS , MR TIMOTHY M
13415 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3162

BARNARD , JOANN
13102 PEACH MEADOW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3812

BAUTISTA , JENNIFER
12646 RIFLEMAN TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2630

BEETLE , MR CHRISTOPHER B
13307 RAVENS CAW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3736

BERRY , SARAH
13814 SHERBURN MANOR DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8167



BERTANI, CHARLES
14146 BERTANI LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5895

BLACK , MR JIM
13807 OAK FAIR BND
CYPRESS TX 77429-7270

BLANCHARD , GEORGETTE

13114 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2316

BOEHM , LYNNE M
12719 RETREAT TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2631

BONNET , SUANNE
14911 STONEMEADE PL
CYPRESS TX 77429-1873

BOUNDS , STEPHANIE
11603 BRECKAN CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-5393

BREAUX , DEBRA
13527 PALLWOOD LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3829

BRIDLE , STEVEN
10423 THORNHURN CT
HOUSTON TX 77065-5082

BRUCE , DAVID
13019 LAKECREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2644

BRYANT , DEBORAH
12912 CHAVILE
CYPRESS TX 77429-2958

BISHA , GARY F
11635 OAK VALLEY DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2907

BLAIR , MRS PATRICIA
14010 CYPRESS BREEZE CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-4475

BLANCHARD , TATE
13114 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2316

BOEHM , RICHARD W
12719 RETREAT TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2631

BOSWELL , DANNY & LINDA
13406 KING CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2930

BRAUN, JEFF & MELODY
13703 CYPRESS POND CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5114

BRENNAN , SUSAN
13102 MANSION CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-3751

BROWNING , DIANA
13402 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2313

BRUNER , GAYLA
13914 CARRINGTON LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-1865

BRYANT , JENNIFER
7758 PARK FALLS DR
HOUSTON TX 77095-1648

BISHOP , KIM
12914 RAVENSWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2605

BLAKE , MS LOUISE
14406 WHISPERING VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2271

BLISH , SHARON
12559 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2667

BONDURANT , MICHELLE D
ELITE TEXAS PROPERTIES
12710 NEW KENTUCKY RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2642

BOSWELL , LINDA H
13406 KING CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2930

BREAUX , DEBBIE & LYNDON
13527 PALLWOOD LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3829

BRIDGES , LEAH
12626 RIFLEMAN TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2630

BROWNLEE , MARY
12555 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2667

BRUNS , MATTHEW
12607 NEW KENTUCKY RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2655

BUCKNER , KIMBERLY G
13430 NEVERMORE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3160



BURDICK , BRENDA
14203 LAKEWOOD FOREST DR
HOUSTON TX 77070-2506

BURNS , STEVE
12019 CROW COURT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3183

CAMP , MR GREG
12711 OAK PLAZA DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2826

CAROL , MRS MATNEY
12507 LAKECREST CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2649

CATALLO , ANGELA
12315 BEXHILL DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2511

CHABALA , ANDREW
15727 CHAROLAIS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-1609

CHEVES, CHRIS
13231 FINCH BROOK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3551

CHRISTIAN , MR CAROLYNN PHILLIP
15326 HILLTOP VIEW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6116

CLARK , MRS ALYCE POAG
12623 PANTANO DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2322

COATES , KEVEN
12306 RAVENS MATE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3186

BURDICK , CECIL
14203 LAKEWOOD FOREST DR
HOUSTON TX 77070-2506

CALLAHAM , NEAL & PATRICIA
13527 CHARWELL CROSSING LN
HOUSTON TX 77069-2736

CANNEY , JULIA
12506 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2323

CARPENTER , PETER
14323 EMPIRE HEIGHTS CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-4874

CAVALCANTI , MR TIAGO
15719 STABLE CREEK CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-7058

CHAISSON , JEREMY
14602 PALLADIO DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5446

CHILDERS , PHOEBE KATHRYN
11803 MARRS DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-1201

CISNEROS , EVA
12515 CAMPOS DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2305

CLARY , PATRICK
13523 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5954

COKER , STERLE
12506 RETREAT TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2635

BURGESS , MARGARET
16018 ELMWOOD MANOR DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8197

CAMACHO , MRS LINDA
13415 RAVEN FLIGHT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3730

CARAWAY , JAMIE
14146 BERTANI LN APT B
CYPRESS TX 77429-5896

CARPENTER , SHERI
14323 EMPIRE HEIGHTS CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-4874

CESNIK , TERRI
13635 CARDINAL FLOWERS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5457

CHASTAIN , DENNIS
13203 GOLDEN VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3580

CHRISTIAN , MRS CAROLYNN
15326 HILLTOP VIEW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6116

CISNEROS , REGINO
12515 CAMPOS DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2305

CLAYBURN , ASHLEY
13722 CRESTED IRIS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-4219

COKER JR , WAYNE
12506 RETREAT TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2635



COLE , NANCY & PERRY
13311 GOLDEN VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3575

COLLETTE , BRIAN
12903 LEMUR LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3553

COLLINS III, RAY G
12302 FRANCEL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-6039

CONCERNED CITIZEN ,
12603 OAK PLAZA DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2894

CONROY , MIKE
12710 RAVENSONG DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3705

COSTIN , BEORN
16046 SUMMERVILLE LAKE DR
TOMBALL TX 77377-2837

CRAWDORD , ELIZABETH
13902 WESSEX PARK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8232

DALY , ROSEANNA
13315 SCAMP DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3151

DAUZAT , SAMUEL SCOTT
13415 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5953

DAVIS , DR. MELODY RAE
14007 SPINDLE ARBOR RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-5864

COLLETE, BETTY
12903 LEMUR LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3553

COLLIER , SARA
16227 LATTICEVINE
CYPRESS TX 77429-5882

COMPTON , JARROD L
13423 LINDSEY RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2332

CONCERNED CITIZEN ,
15918 ASHTON HILLS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8007

COOKSEY , COLLEEN
14510 DUNSMORE PL
CYPRESS TX 77429-1858

COX,JB
16014 DIAMOND ROCK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2468

CROWELL , NATHAN
16802 DESTREHAN DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6988

DARLOW , THEA
13430 WILEY MARTIN DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2600

DAVIDSON , DON
14807 BRENLY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5377

DAVIS , RENEE
13435 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2314

COLLETT, JOE S
12830 RAVEN TREE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2616

COLLINS , ELIZABETH R
12302 FRANCEL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-6039

COMPTON , SANDRA
13423 LINDSEY RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2332

CONNER , MARY
IRVINE & CONNER PLLC
4709 AUSTIN ST
HOUSTON TX 77004-5004

COOKSEY , GRAY W
14510 DUNSMORE PL
CYPRESS TX 77429-1858

CRANEK , BROOKE
14910 WALLACH DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2299

CUMMINS , ANN
12107 DAKAR DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2714

DAUZAT , BETH
13415 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5953

DAVILA, RICK & FLOYD,PEGGY
13303 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3131

DAY , MARTHA
15307 BANDERA FALLS BND
CYPRESS TX 77429-6112



DEAN, ARLIS D
13810 LAKE PRT
CYPRESS TX 77429-7272

DEVILLE , TERRY
13114 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3129

DIMICELI, JILL
13106 BLOSSOMHEATH RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-4114

DOOLEN , JASON
13907 HARTCREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8127

DRAPER , KAREN
16630 COLES CROSSING DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6953

DURRENBERGER , GWEN
13106 YOUNGFIELD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3813

EDINGER , DAVID W
13614 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2353

EDWARDS , ETHAN
13019 VIVIENE WESTMORELAND DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6886

ELDRIDGE , BARBARA L
13323 SHAFT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3153

EMSWILER , MARGIE
13402 RAVENWING DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3185

DELAROSA , ZAC

13711 CARDINAL FLOWERS DR

CYPRESS TX 77429-5459

DEWITT , HARLAND
13922 TWISTING IVY LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5741

DIMICELI, JILL & MICHAEL
13106 BLOSSOMHEATH RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-4114

DOUGHERTY , DIANA S
16011 PORT BARROW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8206

DRUMMOND , MARC

13718 GREENWOOD MANOR DR

CYPRESS TX 77429-6832

DYMENT , GEORGIANNE
12911 ENCHANTED DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2267

EDINGER , DIXIE
13614 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2353

EDWARDS , PAT & SUSAN
13302 RAVEN ROOST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3719

ELLIS , JAMES
13007 NEW CYPRESS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2270

ENGLER , MR DAVID W
12807 RAVENS GLEN CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-3885

DEPEW , VALERIE
13619 INDIGO SPIRES DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-4222

DIEGEL , REID
13718 KING CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-4023

DIMICELI , MICHAEL
13106 BLOSSOMHEATH RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-4114

DRAPER , CAROLE A
13715 OAK HARBOR MNR
CYPRESS TX 77429-7280

DRURY , GREG
13111 ROCKHILL POINT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-4926

EBERT , MEGAN
12503 RAVENSWAY CENTER DR UNIT 412
CYPRESS TX 77429-7671

EDWARDS , CHRIS
13019 VIVIENE WESTMORELAND DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6886

EDWARDS , SAMUEL A
12823 RAVEN TREE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2616

ELLIS , JAMES & SANDRA
13007 NEW CYPRESS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2270

ERICKSON , CAROL
17427 W BLOOMING ROSE CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-6725



ESCH, YVONNE
13702 FIR GLEN LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5165

FELDMAN , MRS NORMA SALINAS
13615 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5955

FINKE JR , MR WILBUR L
12819 RAVEN SOUTH DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3734

FOLEY , KEITH
14102 SHERBURN MANOR DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8171

FORBES, S
13319 MISTY HILLS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3570

FREY , DENISE
13322 AUTUMN VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3853

GARCIA , OFILIA
12818 SECRET FOREST CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-8309

GARDNER , SHARON
14103 BLAIR RIDGE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8193

GEISE , GLENN
8211 SEAN PARK CT
HOUSTON TX 77095-2927

GENTRY , MR TOM
13510 SHURLIN PL
CYPRESS TX 77429-5321

ETHERIDGE , LYNN
12714 SECRET FOREST CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-5000

FELKER , ANNETTE L
13002 YORKMONT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6895

FLEMING , MR T CASEY
13814 MEDINA LAKE CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-4376

FOLEY , LISAC
14102 SHERBURN MANOR DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8171

FORNEA , CONNIE & MASON
13418 LAYTON CASTLE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-4843

GAFFORD , MR WILLIAM
13323 MISTY HILLS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3570

GARCIA, RAUL & ORDUZ-GARCIA,JAEL

16322 BURHAM PARK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8021

GARNER , ROD
13519 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5954

GEISE, GLENN & GOULD,MELISSA
8211 SEAN PARK CT
HOUSTON TX 77095-2927

GILLETTE , LESLIE
12719 SECRET FOREST CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-8310

FELDMAN , DAVID CHARLES
13615 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5955

FERNANDEZ , DOMINGO
13322 SHAFT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3152

FLETCHER , THE HONORABLE ALLEN
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
25222 NORTHWEST FWY STE 9199
CYPRESS TX 77429-1030

FOLK , JASON
12719 BONNYWOOD LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2257

FRANK , JULIE IGR POLICY ADVISOR
OFFICE OF LT GOVERNOR DAN PATRICK
PO BOX 12068

AUSTIN TX 78711-2068

GAITHE , KATHY & LARRY
15818 STENBURY CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-6969

GARCIA , SARA
12911 RED LAUREL CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-3769

GARZA , MR SANTIAGO
12918 BONNYWOOD LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2204

GENGLER , THERESA
13403 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5953

GILLHAM , MS PATSY
13110 CHAVILE
CYPRESS TX 77429-2992



GINGER , MS VICTORIA
13211 LAKE MIST CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-3536

GOINGS , JENNIFER
12515 CYPRESS CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3195

GOULD , MELISSA
8211 SEAN PARK CT
HOUSTON TX 77095-2927

GREENE , AMY
13527 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5954

GROSZ , DAN
11430 PERRY RD STE B
HOUSTON TX 77064-4587

GUERRERO , MARTA
6710 VARICK CT
HOUSTON TX 77064-5151

GUTHRIE , BETTY L
12306 FRANCEL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-6039

HALL , MIRANDA
13207 RAVENSWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3715

HAMMERSTEIN , JEROD
16230 HADEN CREST CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-6812

HARDIN , BARBARA
12802 RAVEN TREE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2616

GODWIN, KEITH R
13915 CANYON MAPLES LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-6415

GOLDFIELD , KATHERINE
16626 DARBY HOUSE ST
CYPRESS TX 77429-6845

GOYTIA , TANYA
14002 STEELWOOD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5775

GRIESMYER , THERESA
13019 BEXHILL DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2136

GUARINO , MRS PATRICIA
13431 WILEY MARTIN DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2615

GUHLIN , MR ERIK C
15139 HERON MEADOW LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-4641

GUTHRIE , EDWARD A
12306 FRANCEL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-6039

HAMILTON , KIM
12011 GLENWAY DR
HOUSTON TX 77070-2722

HANSON , JAKE
13010 ENCHANTED DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2269

HARDIN , BARBARA & JAMES P

PO BOX 464
CYPRESS TX 77410-0464

GOINGS , ANGELA LYNN
14522 DUNSMORE PL
CYPRESS TX 77429-1858

GOSNELL , EILEEN
13422 BIRDCALL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3725

GREENBERG , MRS CHRISTY
15918 BENNET CHASE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-1789

GRIMSLEY , ROBYN
13515 RAVENSWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3116

GUERRERO , ALFREDO
6710 VARICK CT
HOUSTON TX 77064-5151

GUINN , JESSICA
12402 PREECE CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-6074

HADO , MICHAEL D
12603 CAMPSITE TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2621

HAMILTON , MARY
12011 GLENWAY DR
HOUSTON TX 77070-2722

HARDAWAY , RENATE
13014 CARLA WAY
CYPRESS TX 77429-2978

HARTMAN , ALLEN L
12114 ADVANCE DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2607



HARTMAN , ELAINE
12114 ADVANCE DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2607

HAUGHT , KAREN
13711 CLARETON LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-7703

HAWKINS , MICHAEL
13403 BIRDCALL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3165

HEAP , JENAM
12627 CAMPSITE TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2621

HECKER , RHONDA

12802 MIMOSA SPRING DR

TOMBALL TX 77377-8181

HENRICHSEN , KERRY
13211 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3130

HLUZA , MRS LISA
13118 PLUMWOOD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3806

HOOD , KATHRYN
13811 CARRINGTON LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-1866

HOWE ,R
12955 QUAIL PARK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3598

HUYNH , DIEP

14226 PROSPECT POINT DR

CYPRESS TX 77429-8136

HASSIS , FRANCIS
12214 FRANCEL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-6038

HAWKINS , MRS ALLISON
13403 BIRDCALL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3165

HEAD , ERIN DONNELL
13618 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5955

HEAP , LANCE
12627 CAMPSITE TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2621

HEINZE ,KIM & LARRY
12726 CAMPSITE TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2650

HESTER , SUSAN
12802 JARVIS RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2609

HOLDER , MARK
PO BOX 2636
CYPRESS TX 77410-2636

HORAK , BRIAN
13207 AUTUMN VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3549

HUFFMAN , BARBARA ANN
14810 MAVERICK VALLEY LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3985

IHFE , MARY
13406 GAINESWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5193

HAUGHT , MS KAREN
PO BOX 903
CYPRESS TX 77410-0903

HAWKINS , DAVID
12727 RETREAT TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2631

HEAP , FORREST B
12627 CAMPSITE TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2621

HEAP , LAUREN A
12627 CAMPSITE TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2621

HENLEY , MARC
12910 RAVENSWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2605

HLUZA , MR ANDREW
13118 PLUMWOOD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3806

HOOD , GREG S
13811 CARRINGTON LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-1866

HORGAN , DEBBIE
14014 CONWAY PL
CYPRESS TX 77429-5326

HURT , NATHAN
13023 NORSTROM FALLS CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-6892

IRVIN, NOEL S
12714 KLUGE RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2409



IRVINE , MR CHARLES
IRVINE & CONNER PLLC
4709 AUSTIN ST
HOUSTON TX 77004-5004

JACKSON , MR WILLIAM
13006 CRICKET HOLLOW LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2262

JENSEN , MRS SHELLA
13511 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5954

JOHNSON , KRISTA
14107 SHERBURN MANOR DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8172

JONES , KAROLIN
16234 JORDYN LAKE DR
TOMBALL TX 77377-8223

KAPP , CHRISTEAN

HOUSTON YOGA & AYURVEDA WELLNESS CENTE
13602 KLUGE RD

CYPRESS TX 77429-2337

KING , DARLENE
13910 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2308

KING , PAT
13103 OAK PLAZA DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5924

KITE , MARK
13903 SPRINGMINT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5183

KLAFKA , BRANDY
13402 RAVENS CAW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3721

ISENHOWER , HEATHER
12723 SHADY KNOLL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2230

JAMES , ETHLYN
13014 CHAVILE
CYPRESS TX 77429-2991

JETT , DONALD
13311 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3131

JOHNSON , MARIANNE
12522 RETREAT TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2635

KAISER , HENRIETTA J
13410 RAVEN FLIGHT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3717

KELLY , GLEN PATRICK
ROI PROPERTIES LLC
13123 BRISTOL BERRY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3826

KING , JAMES
13103 OAK PLAZA DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5924

KINSEY , DEBRA
13311 SCAMP DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3151

KITE , SHARON
13903 SPRINGMINT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5183

KLEINPETER , KAREN
12101 LANEVIEW DR
HOUSTON TX 77070-2469

JABLONSKY , MR MATTHEW P

CONSUMER AUTOMOTIVE
13126 YOUNGFIELD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3813

JENSEN , KEVIN
13511 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5954

JOHNSON , AMY

PARAMOUNT HOME THEATER
12303 BEACON HOLLOW CT

CYPRESS TX 77429-3886

JONES , DOLORES A
14606 DIVEN CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6054

KAMDAR , NIPA
13102 AVALANGE CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-4913

KIMBRO , KAREN J
11706 FAWNVIEW DR
HOUSTON TX 77070-2801

KING , MRS JENNIFER
12915 PARK FOREST TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-5383

KIRBY , STEPHONIE

14111 WINDING SPRINGS DR

CYPRESS TX 77429-6423

KITTLE , MR FLOYD
PROMSCO

16523 BOSTON POST RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-1700

KNIGHT , STEPHEN
13114 TARBET PLACE CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-4927



KNIPP , JIMMY
12530 RAVENSWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2641

KRALOWETZ , CATHERINE
12302 RAVENS CHASE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3470

KUBIAK , MRS JACKIE L
NOT APPLICABLE

11910 SERENDIPITY LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2869

KUYKENDALL ,O W
12727 SCOUTS LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2623

LAIRD , MRS JANIE M
12554 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2618

LAKIN , MR GREG
13418 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3132

LARSON , LUIN
12506 RAVEN SOUTH DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3710

LAUGHLIN , ANNA
12546 SARACEN DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2627

LEIGH , MS ADRIENNE
17619 CYPRESS FIELDS AVE
CYPRESS TX 77429-1532

LEVIN, CATHY
12506 RAVEN SOUTH DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3710

KOHUT , DORIS
12111 ADVANCE DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2622

KRAMER , JACKIE
13306 GLADEBECK LN
TOMBALL TX 77377-4072

KUTYBA , MRS LINDA SUSAN
12727 W SHADOW LAKE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2805

LABELLE , JEAN
13307 RAVEN FLIGHT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3729

LAIRD II, JOHN S
12554 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2618

LAKIN , SHEILA
13418 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3132

LATHAM , LEANN
13318 NEVERMORE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3158

LAUGHLIN , GREG
14023 CONNER PARK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8228

LENTZ , DORIS
14210 PARK ANTIQUE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5873

LEWIS , JACKIE
13407 POST OAK GLEN LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5197

KRAFT,BILL & KAREN
13403 HUFFMEISTER RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2339

KRIEGAL , BECKY
12614 SCOUTS LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2626

KUYKENDALL , NETTIE J
12727 SCOUTS LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2623

LAIRD, JANIE & JOHN
12554 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2618

LAIRD , MR JOHN S
12554 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2618

LARA , MRS MISTY
4646 W SAM HOUSTON PKWY N
HOUSTON TX 77041-8214

LATVALA , CHRIST
15911 BARROW COVE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8117

LAWSON , MICHAEL
14627 GERVAISE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5435

LEPPELT , DEBORAH A
12451 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2607

LEWIS , LETA
12706 RAVENSWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2637



LEWIS JR , MR RICHARD DALE
13202 MISTY HILLS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3567

LOVE,MS LAURA L
13010 SHADY KNOLL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2206

LUND , MATTHEW
13410 OAK ALLEY LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-4853

MACKEL , JENNIE
13418 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2313

MAHAFFEY , MRS BARBARA GOLDWATER

10810 FAWNVIEW DR
HOUSTON TX 77070-3308

MANNING , MR BAINES
58 WINCREST FALLS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5154

MARLATT , TOM & VIVIAN
12534 W SHADOW LAKE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5935

MARTIN , TIFFANY
16114 LOCKDALE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-8130

MASHUE , AUTUMN
15514 LADY SHERY LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5442

MATTHEW , CATHERINE
16519 CYPRESS BROOK CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-6749

LINDSAY , STEVE
13811 COPELAND OAKS BLVD
CYPRESS TX 77429-5122

LOVING , LAURA
14607 ENCHANTED VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2258

LURZ JR , JOSEPH A
14618 CLAYCROFT CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-1885

MACKEL , JOHN
13418 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2313

MAHAN , ROBERT L
16215 DIAMOND ROCK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2465

MARKHAM , MRS VIVIAN R
11626 ONE TOKEN DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-1025

MARTENS , STEPHANIE S
13510 PEGASUS RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-5185

MARTINEZ , JODY
13026 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2357

MASOTTI, DEANNA
12210 RAVEN SOUTH DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3711

MATTIZA , CATHY
12915 MAXIM DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2211

LORD, FRANKIE & JAMES
11931 GARDENGLEN DR
HOUSTON TX 77070-2717

LOVING , MR WILLIAM EDWARD
14607 ENCHANTED VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2258

LYNCH , MRS MARNA
12818 SHADY KNOLL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2227

MADDOX , JAMES M
14410 ANADA BAY CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-6904

MANNINA , JOE C
11730 ECHO SPRING LN
HOUSTON TX 77065-2902

MARLATT , THOMAS
12534 W SHADOW LAKE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5935

MARTIN , ANGELA NINA
11215 CROOKED PINE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3093

MARTINEZ , MARCUS
13026 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2357

MATCEK , TANYA
13610 KLUGE BEND CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5952

MATTIZA , HALEY
12618 RAVENS CHASE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3870



MAXWELL , MARJEAN
13418 LINDSEY RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2331

MCALISTER , BRYAN
13430 MOUNT AIRY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8017

MCDERMOTT , PATRICK
12911 GOLDEN RAINBOW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3535

MCDONALD , LAURI JO
13207 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3130

MCQUINN, LINDA
13018 CRICKET HOLLOW LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2262

MOORE , REBECCA
12511 RETREAT TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2635

MOORE , STEPHEN A
13423 RAVEN FLIGHT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3730

MORGAN, LISA
13414 RAVENWING DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3180

MORIN , JONATHAN
12203 OLD HUFFMEISTER RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-3219

MURRAY , MICHELLE
12615 MANORWOOD LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3647

MAY , MRS BROOKE
18206 CROSSLAND CT
CYPRESS TX 77433-1226

MCCREARY , NANCY
11503 ADVANCE DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2628

MCDONALD , IRENE I
11635 CHUCKSON DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2145

MCDOWELL , ROBERT
14014 PROSPECT POINT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8115

MICHALSKI , KATHY
14306 AMYFORD CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-5368

MOORE , SANDY & STEPHEN
13423 RAVEN FLIGHT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3730

MORGAN , AMY
13134 OAKWOOD MANOR DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-4923

MORGAN , NICHOLE
16803 DESTREHAN DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6996

MORTON , VALARIE
15514 AMBER HOLLOW LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-4952

MURRAY , MS MICHELLE A
RE/MAX REALTY CENTER
12810 TELGE RD

CYPRESS TX 77429-4199

MCAFOOSE , MRS MELODY

13427 WILEY MARTIN DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2615

MCCREARY , ROBERT
11503 ADVANCE DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2628

MCDONALD , JOHN W
13207 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3130

MCKINLEY , JESSE
12522 CAMPSITE TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2652

MONTGOMERY , JUDY
14550 BERGENIA DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-7259

MOORE , MS SANDY M
13423 RAVEN FLIGHT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3730

MORGAN , EMILY
12502 TWIN SISTERS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2622

MORGAN , NIKKI
16803 DESTREHAN DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6996

MUNOZ , MR MOSES
14414 GLEAMING ROSE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-4225

NAIL , MRS REGINA
13311 EDISON TRACE LN
TOMBALL TX 77377-2355



NAIR , HARI
13823 OAK FAIR BND
CYPRESS TX 77429-7270

NELUB , MIKE
12911 LEMUR LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3553

NEWTON , BRANDON W
12306 FOXBURO DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-3404

NICKERSON , RICK
12914 ROLLING VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2221

NORCINI, DR. DONALD J
12423 FRANCEL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-6042

NORRIS , MR MICHAEL
12602 SCOUTS LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2626

NOTO , PHILLIS
13107 N MOSS CREEK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2295

OBRIEN , DAVID
12902 RAVENSWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2605

OSTERHOLM , MRS JUNE ANN
15811 BRETT CREEK CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-4441

PARDUE , DEE
13622 OAK LAKE BND
CYPRESS TX 77429-7281

NEISEL , PHILIP
14203 CYPRESS CREEK BLVD
CYPRESS TX 77429-3749

NETT , PETER
13459 FOREST COVE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2953

NICHOLS , MRS JENNIFER DRISCOLL
12614 MANORWOOD LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3631

NIEDERHOFER , JOHN
13006 S MOSS CREEK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2296

NORMAN , JAMIE
12618 CAMPSITE TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2651

NORTHCUTT , KAREN
14602 ENCHANTED VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2252

NUNEZ , MRS KATHLEEN ANN
12818 CEDAR CLIFF LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3887

OCONNER , KELLY
17310 SCENIC LAKE CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-6710

OTEN , RAYMONA
12315 AMADO DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2509

PARKER , MR JOHN
12562 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2618

NELUB , JENNIFER
12911 LEMUR LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3553

NEWMAN , CHRISTOPHER & LAURA
14311 HALAMAR LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5316

NICKERSON , DEBBIE
12914 ROLLING VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2221

NINO , MS ROCIO
15506 AMBER HOLLOW LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-4952

NORMAN , MR PAUL W
12618 CAMPSITE TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2651

NOSKA , RUTH
15318 RIFORD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5448

O'NEAL , PAMELA
16711 TOWN GLADE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6993

OLSON, DONALD L
12314 ADVANCE DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2508

PAIGE , CORI
18207 CAMERON REACH CT
TOMBALL TX 77377-2070

PARKER , POPPY
12562 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2618



PARR , NANCY
12502 SABLELEAF DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2870

PAYNE , JIM
12319 CAMPOS DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2512

PETROVIC , ZELJKO
13703 OAK HARBOR BND
CYPRESS TX 77429-7276

PHILLIPS , AIMEE
16122 HITCHING POST CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-7504

POOL , JEFF
14146 BERTANI LN APT C
CYPRESS TX 77429-5896

PRESTON , DEBBIE
13306 SHAFT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3152

PULLIAM , JAMES
PULLIAM ENTERPRISES, INC.
15713 TENBURY ST

JERSEY VILLAGE TX 77040-1261

PYLE , MS KIMBERLY
12903 ROLLING VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2222

RAGSDALE , MR PAUL
14519 BELVAN CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-5376

RANDOLPH , GAIL
17635 CYPRESS FIELDS AVE
CYPRESS TX 77429-1532

PATTON , MICHAEL
14319 SPYGLEN LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5311

PECINA , SUSANA
2214 RAYMOND ST
PASADENA TX 77506-3039

PETRU , LAWRENCE
12311 FRANCEL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-6041

PIPKIN SR , MR JOHN EMORY
15801 TELGE RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-7040

POTTER , MR DAVID
15523 RIFORD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5451

PRESTON , MICHAEL
13306 SHAFT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3152

PURVIS , MS LOUISE BURKE

11414 CYPRESSWOOD TRAIL DR

HOUSTON TX 77070-5967

QUANCE, TERI
15306 BANDERA FALLS BND
CYPRESS TX 77429-6111

RAGSDALE , MRS SHETI
13431 RAVEN FLIGHT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3730

RASMUSSEN , NISSA
14319 MARKS WAY
CYPRESS TX 77429-3748

PAUL , MS RENATE H
RAVENSWAY SUBDIVISION
13115 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3159

PENDERGRAFT , MRS CHERI
13726 VINERY LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5188

PHELPS , MR TONY
16219 PEACH BLUFF LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5709

POOL , AMBER
14146 BERTANI LN APT C
CYPRESS TX 77429-5896

POVEDA ,NORA B
14519 MOSS CREEK LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2255

PRESTON , MIKE
13406 SHAFT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3154

PUTNAM , JIM
13835 JARVIS RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-1813

RADICK , C
12255 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2364

RAINES , ELIZABETH
16214 CYPRESS TRACE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-1682

RATHKAMP , DAVID L
12827 RAVEN TREE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2616



RATHKAMP , DONNA
12827 RAVEN TREE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2616

REGAN, PETER
14710 CAROLS WAY DR
HOUSTON TX 77070-2221

RICHARDSON , TRACEY
13431 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3162

RODGERS , FRAN

12503 RAVENSWAY CENTER DR UNIT 410

CYPRESS TX 77429-7671

ROJAS , ALFRED
7027 BELGOLD ST STE P
HOUSTON TX 77066-1000

ROWELL , MELISSA
12403 PANTANO DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2311

ROYALL ,DON & JOANN
12534 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2618

RUDLOFF , GAIL
13526 RAVEN HILL DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2617

SAKER , MARTHA
13622 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5955

SAUCIER , LOIS
13414 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3132

RAWLINGS , MS CAREN
13802 QUAIL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3542

REINHARDT , BRENDA
13422 BLACKBIRD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3727

RICHERT , AUDRA BRIDGES

HOUSTON'S FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH - JPMCC

11302 VIENNA CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-2552

ROGERS , MS DIANA I
12900 RAVENSWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2605

ROSS ,BOB & PEGGY
12622 RAVENS CHASE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3870

ROWLAND II, MR WILLIAM C
13103 PEACH MEADOW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3812

ROYER , CHRISTINE
12214 FRANCEL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-6038

RUKAVINA , GABRIELA
12402 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2619

SALWAY , GINA
13130 ROSEWOOD GLEN DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5105

SAUNDERS , DAN
15206 COLECREST CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-4397

RAWLINGS , MR PAUL
13802 QUAIL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3542

REINHARDT , BRENDA & MARK

13422 BLACKBIRD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3727

RIVERA , MRS HEATHER
13419 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5953

ROHAN, BETTY J
12923 JARVIS RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2614

ROSS , ROBERT
12622 RAVENS CHASE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3870

ROYALL , DON
12534 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2618

RUCKER , ROBERT
13010 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3703

SABLAN , BENICIA
PO BOX 873
CYPRESS TX 77410-0873

SATHE , MEENAL
13102 OAKWOOD MANOR DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-4923

SCHAEFER III , MR RALPH L
14519 MISCINDY PL
CYPRESS TX 77429-4802



SCHIMA , MR ROBERT
13818 OAK FAIR BND
CYPRESS TX 77429-7269

SCHMITZBERGER , GUNTHER
14320 WHISPERING VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-4105

SEGOVIA , TRACIE
PO BOX 550555
HOUSTON TX 77255-0555

SHEA , SHARON
18118 BLAKE VALLEY LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-8348

SHELTON JR , TOMMY
13118 AVALANGE CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-4913

SHOCKLEY , JULIE
13715 GAINESWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5125

SHRECKENGAUST , MISS JANICE
12710 FAIRBRIDGE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3646

SMITH , BARBARA P
12511 CAMPOS DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2305

SMITH , KAY

HERO AND FRIEND
10605 GRANT RD STE 102
HOUSTON TX 77070-4452

SMITH , VICKY
12822 RAVENS CHASE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3866

SCHLEINIGER , MRS MARCIA M
13431 PALLWOOD LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3827

SCHUBERT , JILL
13103 BLOSSOMHEATH RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-4109

SHAFER , CHARLENE
13910 ONEIDA CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-4145

SHEARMAN , MR PAUL JEFFREY
13110 TIMBERLAKE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2611

SHIFFLET , DEBRA
12706 SANDY BROOK LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3642

SHOOK , CARL
16211 DIAMOND ROCK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2465

SILHANEK , MRS SUE ANN
15519 ROCK CREEK VILLA DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6002

SMITH , CHERYL BROWN
14718 CARSEN BND
CYPRESS TX 77429-6049

SMITH , KAY
16119 CYPRESS VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6364

SPACHEK , KAYNE
14107 CYPRESS FALLS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6361

SCHMIDT , MICHELLE
12531 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2608

SCHUBERT JR , KIRDES
13103 BLOSSOMHEATH RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-4109

SHAFFER , LEON
14107 CELLINI DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2527

SHELLBERG , WILLIAM
14418 CYPRESS RIDGE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6307

SHOAF , MR SHANE A
12603 PLEASANT GROVE RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2240

SHOOK , TERRI
16211 DIAMOND ROCK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2465

SLIVA , DIANA
13411 RAVEN FLIGHT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3730

SMITH , DORIS
13418 BIRDCALL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3725

SMITH , KYLE L
12826 RAVEN TREE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2616

SPARROW , DIXIE L
15502 STABLE OAK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-7064



SPEARS , SHERRY
12903 CARLA WAY
CYPRESS TX 77429-2961

STEINHAGEN , HEIDI
13014 CRICKET HOLLOW LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2262

STEPHANOW JR , MR RICHARD E
12607 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2665

STEWART , MILTON
12514 CAMPSITE TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2652

STONE , MR JOEL B
12510 TWIN SISTERS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2622

STURGILL , JOHN M
13427 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2314

TARRIEN , PRAIRIE
13535 RAVEN HILL DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2662

TAYLOR , BRETT
13303 RAVENS CAW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3736

TERRY , CLAYTON
12502 CYPRESS CIR NO 2
CYPRESS TX 77429

THOMPSON , MRS CALISTA
13706 LAWRENCE TRACE CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-6811

SPURGEON , CAMERON
12507 RAVENSWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2640

STELLY , KIMBERLY D

12602 RAVENSWAY CENTER DR UNIT 611

CYPRESS TX 77429-7677

STEVENS , HOMER & MARTHA
12719 RAVENSWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2636

STILWELL , MR JERRY ANDREW

13015 VIVIENE WESTMORELAND DR

CYPRESS TX 77429-6886

STONER , MRS MARY TERESA
PRESIDENT CY FAIR TSTA/NEA
13314 AUTUMN VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3583

TALLY ,AC
13003 LAZDINS CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2645

TAWNEY , MARY
13506 POST OAK GLEN LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5144

TAYLOR , JEFF
13306 RAVEN ROOST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3719

TERRY , CLAYTON
12502 CYPRESS CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3195

THOMPSON , MR CODY
13706 LAWRENCE TRACE CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-6811

STAWICKI, MARY ANNE
13007 RED LAUREL CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-3770

STEPHANOW , LEAH
12607 TEXAS ARMY TRL
CYPRESS TX 77429-2665

STEVENS , JOHN
14715 DIVEN CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6055

STITES , MRS JOHN W
12630 NEW KENTUCKY RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2643

STONER JR , MR WILLIAM ARNOLD

BAKER HUGHES
13314 AUTUMN VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3583

TALLY , MRS MOLLY WEBB
13003 LAZDINS CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2645

TAYLOR , BILL
11802 ADVANCE DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2604

TAYLOR , MAUREEN
11802 ADVANCE DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-2604

THERIOT , TIFFANY
14007 WILD DOVE CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-4687

THOMPSON , PAMELA
12714 PEBBLE CREEK LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3654



THORMAHLEN , ANASTASIA
13227 APRIL MIST CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-3581

TINER , LANORA
13427 BIRDCALL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3165

TODARO , BRIDGET A
13723 MEISTERWOOD DR
HOUSTON TX 77065-1039

TRAN , VALARIE
15703 STILLER PARK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-6872

VALDEZ , MR GEORGE
14415 GLEAMING ROSE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-4226

VARGAS , PAMELA
10506 GOLDEN MEADOW DR
HOUSTON TX 77064-4299

VICKERY , KEITH
12626 WILLIAM DOWDELL DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2835

WALSH , KATHRYN
12710 HUNTERS CYN
CYPRESS TX 77429-4358

WATSON , HENRY
20406 LAKELAND FALLS DR
CYPRESS TX 77433-5728

WEST , ROSEANNA
13422 NEVERMORE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3160

TIERNEY , BOB
12518 PARK FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3651

TINER , MORGAN
13427 BIRDCALL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3165

TONEY , LINDA M

TONEY CONSTRUCTION SERVICES INC

14031 HUFFMEISTER RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-1801

TROTMAN , SABINE
13459 FOREST COVE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2953

VALDEZ , JORGE
13326 SHAFT DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3152

VELAZQUEZ , MR ISRAEL
15102 GREENHAVEN LAKE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-4406

WAGGONER , FRANK
15514 RIFORD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5450

WARD , SARA SALTER
13510 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2311

WEEKS , T
12915 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2318

WHEELER , CLAIR
13710 GAINESWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5125

TIERNEY ,BOB & SHERRY
12518 PARK FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3651

TIPS , JEWEL
13019 ROLLING VALLEY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2220

TOOMBS , LYNN
12803 NEW CYPRESS DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2284

TURCOTTE , LAURA
14231 AUTUMN MIST
CYPRESS TX 77429-4881

VANBIBER III, RUSSELL C
13019 TALL FOREST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3149

VICHA , MR STEVEN T
13502 OAK ALLEY LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-4854

WALLACE , KELLEY
14826 CANTWELL BND
CYPRESS TX 77429-5332

WARRENIII, AJ
13810 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2354

WELLS , REBECCA
13203 RAVEN ROOST DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3883

WHEELER , HEIDI
13710 GAINESWAY DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5125



WHIGHAM , DONDI
12919 SHADY KNOLL LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-2211

WILCOX , ERIN
14402 CELLINI DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2876

WILLEN , SARA
15415 RIFORD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5465

WILSON , WILLIAM C
16814 EMPIRE GOLD DR
CYPRESS TX 77433-6241

WOODWARD , NORMAN J
13402 RIFLEMAN CIR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2628

WORDEN , JANET
12415 PLEASANT GROVE RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-4131

YOUNG, JOYCE
14714 SALAMANCA CT
CYPRESS TX 77429-5452

ZARATE JR , MR HUMBERTO A

FAST PC NETWORKS CORPORATION

12510 DRAKE PRAIRIE LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-3892

ZYLICZ , LARRY
14503 S KOLBE SPUR DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3320

WICK , DAVID
16314 BURHAM PARK DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-8021

WILKINSON , DELISE
13506 LINDSEY RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2329

WILSON , DEANIE
13418 RAVENS CAW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3721

WOHN , ANN
13415 RAVENS CAW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3169

WOOLDRIDGE , DEBBIE
12830 RAVEN TREE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2616

WORDEN , JANET & ROBERT
12415 PLEASANT GROVE RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-4131

YOUNG , KATHRYNE
3443 NUTWOOD LN
SPRING TX 77389-5107

ZOFSAK , KATHLEEN
12523 HUFFMEISTER RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-3213

WILBANKS , LETRICIA
13411 COPELAND OAKS BLVD
CYPRESS TX 77429-5191

WILKINSON , SCOTTI
12527 SARACEN DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2666

WILSON , MIKE
15334 RIFORD DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-5448

WOHN , GARY
13415 RAVENS CAW DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3169

WOOLDRIDGE , DEBORAH
12830 RAVEN TREE DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-2616

YORK , GREG D
13410 KLUGE CORNER LN
CYPRESS TX 77429-5953

ZALAR , KAREN
13903 MAXWELL RD
CYPRESS TX 77429-2307

ZYLICZ , DIANA
14503 S KOLBE SPUR DR
CYPRESS TX 77429-3320
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TCEQ PERMIT NO. WQO0015381001

APPLICATION BY BEFORE THE
Nantucket Housing, LLC TEXAS COMMISSION
FOR TPDES PERMIT NO. ON

WQ0015381001 ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

(Voo Voo lVop VoIV op]

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the
Commission or TCEQ) files this Response to Public Comment (Response) on the
Executive Director’s preliminary decision to approve Nantucket Housing, LLC
(Nantucket or Applicant) application for a new Texas Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (TPDES) Permit No. WQ0015381001. As required by 30 Texas Administrative
Code (TAC) Section 55.156, before this permit is issued, the Executive Director prepares
a response to all timely, relevant and material, or significant comments. The Office of
the Chief Clerk received timely comment letters or formal comments at the public

meeting from the individuals listed below

NAMES OF COMMENTERS
William F Ahlersmeyer Denise Andrew Nick Benefiel
Brenda Susan Ahlhorn Elayne Arnold Sarah Berry
Forres C. Ahlhorn Cathy Atwood Charles Bertani
Kenneth Ahlhorn Chuck Atwood Gary F. Bisha
Jason Ailor Andrew J Baird Jim Black
Alex Alba Timothy M Banks Patricia Blair
Cade Alford Anthony Barker Louise Blake
Craig Alford Brett Basford Georgette Blanchard
Betty J. Allen Ryan Bass Tate Blanchard
Doug Allen Brad Bedwell Sharon Blish
Ronald R. Allen Christopher B. Beetle Lynne M. Boehm
Karolyne A. Allwin Steve Bell Richard W. Boehm
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Michelle D. Bondurant

Suanne Bonnet
Linda H Boswell
Stephanie Bounds
Jeff Braun
Melody Braun
Debra Breaux
Susan Brennan
Leah Bridges
Steven Bridle
Diana Browning
David Bruce
Gayla Bruner
Matthew Bruns
Deborah Bryant
Jennifer Bryant
Kimberly G. Buckner
Neal Callaham
Patricia Callaham
Linda Camacho
Greg Camp

Julia Canney
Jamie Caraway
Matney Carol
Peter Carpenter
Sheri Carpenter
Angela Catallo
Tiago Cavalcanti
Terri Cesnik
Jeremy Chaisson
Dennis Chastain

Chris Cheves
Phoebe Kathryn
Childers
Carolynn Phillip
Christian

Eva Cisneros
Regino Cisneros
Alyce Poag Clark
Patrick Clary
Keven Coates
Sterle Coker
Wayne Coker
Betty Collete

Joe S. Collett
Brian Collette
Sara Collier
Elizabeth R. Collins
Ray G. Collins
Jarrod L. Compton
Sandra Compton
Concerned Citizen
Mary Conner
Colleen Cooksey
Gray Cooksey
Beorn Costin

J.B. Cox

Brooke Cranek
Elizabeth Crawdord
Nathan Crowell
Ann Cummins
Beth Dauzat
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Samuel Scott Dauzat
Don Davidson

Rae Davis Melody
Renee Davis

Arlis D Dean

Zac Delarosa
Valerie Depew
Terry Deville
Harland Dewitt

Jill Dimiceli
Michael Dimiceli
Jason Doolen
Diana S. Dougherty
Carole A. Draper
Karen Draper

Marc Drummond
Gwen Durrenberger
Megan Ebert

David W. Edinger
Dixie Edinger
Chris Edwards
Ethan Edwards
Pated Edwards
Samuel A. Edwards
Barbara L. Eldridge
James Ellis

Margie Emswiler
David W. Engler
Carol Erickson
Yvonne Esch

Lynn Etheridge
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David Charles Feldman
Norma Salinas Feldman
Annette L. Felker
Domingo Fernandez
Wilbur L. Finke

T. Casey Fleming
Allen Fletcher

Keith Foley

Lisa C. Foley

S. Forbes

Julie Frank

Denise Frey
William Gafford
Larry Gaithe

Kathy Gaithe

Ofilia Garcia

Sara Garcia

Sharon Gardner
Rod Garner
Santiago Garza
Theresa Gengler
Tom Gentry

Leslie Gillette

Patsy Gillham
Victoria Ginger
Keith R. Godwin
Angela Lynn Goings
Katherine Goldfield
Melissa Gould
Tanya Goytia
Christy Greenberg

Amy Greene
Robyn Grimsley
Patricia Guarino
Alfredo Guerrero
Marta Guerrero
Erik C. Guhlin
Jessica Guinn
Betty L. Guthrie
Edward A. Guthrie
Michael D. Hado
Miranda Hall
Kim Hamilton
Mary Hamilton
Jerod Hammerstein
Jake Hanson
Renate Hardaway
Barbara Hardin
Allen L. Hartman
Elaine Hartman
Francis Hassis
Karen Haught
Allison Hawkins
Erin Donnell Head
Forrest B. Heap
Jena M Heap
Lance Heap
Lauren A Heap
Rhonda Hecker
Marc Henley
Kerry Henrichsen
Susan Hester

Andrew Hluza

Lisa Hluza

Mark Holder

Greg S. Hood
Kathryn Hood
Brian Horak
Debbie Horgan

R. Howe

Barbara Ann Huffman
Diep Huynh

Mary Ihfe

Noel S. Irvin
Heather Isenhower
Matthew P. Jablonsky
William Jackson
Ethlyn James
Kevin Jensen
Shella Jensen
Donald Jett

Amy Johnson
Mariann E. Johnson
Dolores A. Jones
Karolin Jones
Henrietta J Kaiser
Nipa Kamdar
Christean Kapp
Glen Patrick Kelly
Karen J. Kimbro
Darlene King
James King
Jennifer King
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Pat King

Stephonie Kirby
Mark Kite

Sharon Kite
Brandy Klafka
Karen Kleinpeter
Stephen Knight
Doris Kohut
Catherine Kralowetz
Jackie Kramer
Becky Kriegal
Jackie L. Kubiak
Linda Susan Kutyba
Nettie J. Kuykendall
O W Kuykendall
Jean Labelle

Janie M. Laird
John S Laird

Greg Lakin

Sheila Lakin

Misty Lara

Luin Larson

Leann Latham
Christ Latvala
Anna Laughlin
Greg Laughlin
Michael Lawson
Adrienne Leigh
Deborah A. Leppelt
Cathy Levin

Jackie Lewis

Leta Lewis

Richard Dale Lewis
Steve Lindsay
Laura L. Love
William Loving
Matthew Lund
Joseph A Lurz
Marna Lynch
Jennie Mackel
John Mackel
Barbara Goldwater
Mahaffey

Robert L Mahan
Baines Manning
Vivian R Markham
Thomas Marlatt
Stephanie S. Martens
Angela Nina Martin
Tiffany Martin
Jody Martinez
Marcus Martinez
Autumn Mashue
Tanya Matcek
Catherine Matthew
Cathy Mattiza
Haley Mattiza
Marjean Maxwell
Brooke May
Melody Mcafoose
Nancy Mccreary
Robert Mccreary
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Patrick McDermott
Irene I. McDonald
John W. McDonald
Lauri Jo McDonald
Robert McDowell
Linda McQuinn
Kathy Michalski
Judy Montgomery
Rebecca Moore
Sandy M. Moore
Stephen A. Moore
Amy Morgan
Emily Morgan

Lisa Morgan
Nichole Morgan
Nikki Morgan
Moses Munoz
Michelle A. Murray
Regina Nail

Philip Neisel
Jennifer Nelub
Mike Nelub

Peter Nett
Christopher Newman
Laura Newman

Brandon W. Newton

Jennifer Driscoll Nichols

Debbie Nickerson
Rick Nickerson
John Niederhofer
Rocio Nino
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Donald J. Norcini
Paul W. Norman
Mike Norris

Karen Northcutt
Ruth Noska
Kathleen Ann Nufiez
David Obrien
Donald L. Olson
June Ann Osterholm
Raymona Oten
Cori Paige

John Parker

Poppy Parker
Nancy Parr
Michael Patton
Renate H. Paul
Jim Payne

Susana Pecina
Cheri Pendergraft
Zeljko Petrovic
Lawrence Petru
Tony Phelps
Aimee Phillips
John Emory Pipkin
Amber Pool

Jeff Pool

David Potter

Nora B. Poveda
Debbie Preston
Mike Preston

James Pulliam

Louise Burke Purvis
Jim Putnam

Teri Quance

C. Radick

Paul Ragsdale
Sheti Ragsdale
Gail Randolph
Nissa Rasmussen
David L Rathkamp
Donna Rathkamp
Caren Rawlings
Paul Rawlings
Peter Regan
Brenda Reinhardt
Tracey Richardson
Audra Bridges Richert
Heather Rivera
Diana I. Rogers
Betty J. Rohan
Robert Ross
Melissa Rowell
William C. Rowland
Don Royall
Christine Royer
Gail Rudloff
Gabriela Rukavina
Benicia Sablan
Martha Saker
Gina Salway
Meenal Sathe

Lois Saucier

Dan Saunders

Ralph L Schaefer
Robert Schima
Marcia M Schleiniger
Gunther Schmitzberger
Jill Schubert

Kirdes Schubert
Charlene Shafer
Leon Shaffer

Paul Jeffrey Shearman
William Shellberg
Tommy Shelton
Shane A. Shoaf

Julie Shockley

Carl Shook

Terri Shook

Janice Shreckengaust
Sue Ann Silhanek
Diana Sliva

Barbara P Smith
Cheryl Brown Smith
Doris Smith

Kay Smith

Kyle L. Smith

Vicky Smith

Kayne Spachek

Dixie L. Sparrow
Sherry Spears

Heidi Steinhagen
Kimberly D. Stelly
Leah Stephanow
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Richard E Stephanow
John Stevens

Milton Stewart

Jerry Andrew Stilwell
John W Stites

Joel Stone

Mary Teresa Stoner
William Arnold Stoner
John M Sturgill

A.C. Tally

Molly Webb Tally
Prairie Tarrien

Mary Tawney

Bill Taylor

Brett Taylor

Jeff Taylor

Maureen Taylor
Clayton Terry

Tiffany Theriot
Calista Thompson
Cody Thompson
Pamela Thompson
Anastasia Thormahlen

Jewel Tips

Bridget A Todaro
Linda M Toney
Lynn Toombs
Valarie Tran
Sabine Trotman
Laura Turcotte
George Valdez
Jorge Valdez

Russell C. Vanbiber

Pamela Vargas
Israel Velazquez
Steven T. Vicha
Keith Vickery
Frank Waggoner
Kelley Wallace
Kathryn Walsh
Sara Salter Ward
Susan Wards
A.J. Warren
Henry Watson
T. Weeks
Rebecca Wells
Roseanna West
Clair Wheeler

Heidi Wheeler
Dondi Whigham
David Wick
Letricia Wilbanks
Erin Wilcox

Delise Wilkinson
Scotti Wilkinson
Sara Willen Sara
Ann Wohn

Gary Wohn
Norman J. Woodward
Deborah Wooldridge
Janet Worden
Robert Worden
Greg D. York

Joyce Young
Kathryne Young
Karen Zalar
Humberto A Zarate
Kathleen Zofsak
Diana Zylicz

Larry Zylicz

Additionally, State Representative Allen Fletcher requested a public meeting.

This response addresses all timely filed public comments received, whether or not

withdrawn. If you need more information about this permit application or the

wastewater permitting process, please call the TCEQ Public Education Program at 1-
800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at our website at

www.tceq.state.gov.
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I. Background
A. Description of Facility

Nantucket has applied to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
(TCEQ) for new Texas Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (TPDES) Permit No.
WQO0015381001, to authorize the discharge of treated domestic wastewater at a daily
average flow not to exceed 0.0275 million gallons per day (MGD) in the Interim phase
and a daily average flow not to exceed 0.055 MGD in the Final phase. The proposed
wastewater treatment facility will serve a proposed multifamily housing unit and senior
living development, the Meadows at Cypress Creek.

The plant site will be located at 12321 Huffmeister Road, Cypress, in Harris
County, Texas 77429. The treated effluent will be discharged to an enclosed stormwater
pipe; thence to Cypress Creek in Segment No. 1009 of the San Jacinto River Basin. The
designated uses for Segment No. 1009 are high aquatic life use, public water supply, and
primary contact recreation.

In accordance with 30 Texas Administrative Code §307.5 and the TCEQ
implementation procedures (June 2010) for the Texas Surface Water Quality Standards,
an antidegradation review of the receiving waters was performed. A Tier 1
antidegradation review has preliminarily determined that existing water quality uses
will not be impaired by this permit action. Numerical and narrative criteria to protect
existing uses will be maintained. A Tier 2 review has preliminarily determined that no
significant degradation of water quality is expected to Cypress Creek, which has been
identified as having high aquatic life use. Existing uses will be maintained and
protected. The preliminary determination can be reexamined and may be modified if

new information is received.

B. Procedural Background

The TCEQ received Nantucket’s application for a new TPDES permit on May 7,
2015, and declared it administratively complete on May 29, 2015. The Notice of Receipt
and Intent to Obtain a Water Quality Permit (NORI) was published on June 13, 2015, in
the Houston Chronicle (English) and on June 14, 2015, in La Voz (Spanish), Harris
County, Texas. The Executive Director completed the technical review of the application
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on July 30, 2015 and prepared a draft TPDES permit. The Combined Notice of Public
Meeting and Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision (NAPD) was published on
October 10, 2015, in the Houston Chronicle, (English) and on October 11, 2015, in La
Voz (Spanish), Harris County, Texas. A public meeting was held November 12, 2015, at
the Spillane Middle School Cafeteria. The comment period for this application closed on
November 12, 2015. This application was administratively complete on or before
September 1, 1999; therefore, this application is subject to procedural requirements
adopted pursuant to House Bill 801, 76t Legislature, 1999.

C. Access to Rules, Laws and Records
Please consult the following websites to access the rules and regulations
applicable to this permit:

e to access the Secretary of State website: http://www.sos.state.tx.us;

e for TCEQ rules in Title 30 of the Texas Administrative Code:
www.sos.state.tx.us/tac/ (select “View the current Texas Administrative Code” on
the right, then “Title 30 Environmental Quality”);

e for Texas statutes: http://www.statutes.leqgis.state.tx.us/;

e to access the TCEQ website: www.tceq.texas.gov (for downloadable rules in
Adobe PDF format, select “Rules” then “Download TCEQ Rules”);

e for Federal rules in Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations: www.ecfr.gov;
and

e for Federal environmental laws: http://www?2.epa.gov/laws-requlations.

Commission records on the Application are available for viewing and copying at Harris
County Public Library, Northwest Branch, 11355 Regency Green Drive, Cypress, Texas.

Il. Comments and Responses
COMMENT 1:

Nearly all commenters have expressed general concern and opposition to the
wastewater treatment facility (WWTF). State Representative Allen Fletcher expressed
opposition to the WWTF.
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RESPONSE 1:

The Executive Director acknowledges the comments.

COMMENT 2:

Several commenters expressed concern about the WWTF polluting and

negatively impacting the environment.

Several commenters expressed concern about how the WWTF will detrimentally
affect the health and safety of the community. Several commenters expressed concern
about chemically treated effluent from the facility damaging the already fragile
ecosystem. Several commenters expressed concern about the treated effluent from the
WWTF polluting Cypress Creek and surrounding grounds and harming plants, animals,
aquatic life, and wildlife living in the area. Several commenters stated that the impact
from the effluent would negatively affect their health because the effluent will be
undiluted under normal conditions because the discharge route is initially a dry
channel. One commenter expressed concern about the increase of pollutant loading into
Cypress Creek.

Several commenters expressed concern about the WWTF negatively affecting
people who live downstream on Cypress Creek.

Several commenters expressed concern that the proposed facility will
contaminate groundwater and their groundwater wells. Multiple commenters
specifically expressed concern about contamination occurring through seepage of
discharge.

One commenter asked how the TCEQ can accurately guarantee that the facility
will not negatively affect the area’s environment, health, and quality of life. One
commenter expressed concern about the overseer of the treatment plant ensuring that it
remains in compliance of health codes.

One commenter stated that the TCEQ has accountability to the citizens of the
community not to the businesses and should protect the community.

RESPONSE 2:
Effluent discharged into water in the state from facilities regulated under the

Texas Pollution Discharge Elimination System (TPDES) is required to meet Texas
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Surface Water Quality Standards (TSWQS). ! The TCEQ sets and implements the
TSWQS to improve and maintain the quality of water in the state. According to the
TSWQS, “[w]ater in the state shall be maintained to preclude adverse toxic effects on
human health resulting from contact recreation, consumption of aquatic organisms,
consumption of drinking water or any combination of the three.”2 Additionally, “[w]ater
in the state shall be maintained to preclude adverse toxic effects on aquatic life,
terrestrial life, livestock, or domestic animals resulting from contact, consumption of
aquatic organisms, consumption of water, or any combination of the three.”3

The effluent limitations in the draft permit are designed to maintain and protect
the existing instream uses and contain limits for the pollutants most likely to be present
in treated domestic wastewater. The designated uses for Segment No. 1009 (Cypress
Creek) are high aquatic life use, public water supply, and primary contact recreation.
The treatment levels in the proposed Interim phase and Final phase are expected to
maintain the water quality and protect the existing instream uses. Additionally, the
discharge from this permit action is not expected to have an effect on any federal
endangered or threatened aquatic or aquatic dependent species or proposed species or
their critical habitat.

The draft permit includes effluent limitations and monitoring requirements for
carbonaceous biochemical oxygen demand (CBODs), total suspended solids (TSS),
ammonia nitrogen (NHs-N), chlorine residual, E. coli bacteria, dissolved oxygen (DO),
and pH to ensure that the proposed effluent limits will not result in a violation of
TSWQS. The draft permit also includes additional requirements for the wastewater
treatment system to ensure the protection of water quality and human health and for
the disposal of domestic sludge generated from the wastewater treatment facility.

The ED has determined that the draft permit meets the requirements of the
TSWQS and is protective of the environment, water quality, aquatic life, and human
health and that it meets TCEQ rules and requirements if Nantucket operates and

maintains the facility as required by the draft permit and regulations. The draft permit

1 Codified by rule in 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) Chapter 307.
230 TAC § 307.6 (b)(3).
330 TAC § 307.6 (b)(4).
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for the proposed wastewater treatment facility authorizes Nantucket to discharge
treated domestic wastewater according to the terms of the permit. Any discharge outside
the parameters of the permit would be an unauthorized discharge. The draft permit
prohibits unauthorized discharges, including emergency releases. According to the draft
permit:

There shall be no unauthorized discharge of wastewater or any
other waste. For the purpose of this permit, an unauthorized
discharge is considered to be any discharge of wastewater into or
adjacent to water in the state at any location not permitted as an
outfall or otherwise defined in the Other Requirements section of
this permit.4

Additionally, Nantucket is required to minimize the possibility of an accidental

discharge of untreated wastewater.

These permit provisions are designed to help prevent unauthorized or emergency
discharges. If an unauthorized discharge occurs, Nantucket is required to report it to
TCEQ within 24 hours. Finally, Nantucket is subject to potential enforcement action for
failure to comply with TCEQ rules or the permit. Complaints about the facility or
suspected incidents of noncompliance with the permit or TCEQ rules may also be
reported to the TCEQ Region 12 Office in Houston at 713-767-3500 or the
Environmental Complaints Hotline at 1-888-777-3186. Citizens may also gather data to
show that Nantucket is not in compliance with TCEQ rules. For more information on
citizen-collected evidence, please see

https://www.tceq.texas.gov/complaints/protocols/evi_proto.html.

COMMENT 3:

Several commenters expressed concern about unauthorized discharges,

particularly during high precipitation and flooding events and the impacts unauthorized
discharges would have on water quality, human health, and the health of animals,

particularly horses, which use the water as drinking water downstream of the discharge.

4 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Permit Conditions, Item 2(g), page 10.
e
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RESPONSE 3:

The ED has determined that the draft permit meets the requirements of the

TSWQS and is protective of the environment, water quality, aquatic life, livestock,
wildlife, domestic animals, and human health, and that it meets TCEQ rules and
requirements if Nantucket operates and maintains the facility as required by the
proposed permit and regulations.

The design criteria for wastewater treatment systems in the TCEQ rules specify
requirements for minimum freeboard. Freeboard is the additional storage depth
generally used to contain added flow from rainfall. According to the design criteria, the
system must provide 18 inches of freeboard in the aeration basins and 12 inches of
freeboard in the clarifiers at four times the permitted average flow.5

Nantucket also proposed the following design features in Attachment 10 of its
permit application in order to minimize the occurrences of unauthorized discharges or
bypass: an on-site diesel generator to provide sufficient standby power to the following
units: lift station pumps, blower units, clarifier drive, liquid chlorination system,
lightning panel, metering, and control equipment. Also, the plant will be equipped with
an auto-dialer alarm monitor as well as audible alarm and light. The alarm light is for
the pump high level alarm. The auto-dialer and audible alarm will activate if there is a
power outage or lift station high level. The auto-dialer will call up to eight different
phone numbers until alarm condition is acknowledged. In addition, the plans and
specifications for domestic sewage collection and treatment works associated with any
domestic permit must be approved by TCEQ.

COMMENT 4:

Several commenters expressed concern about the facility negatively affecting the

quality of life in the neighborhood. Several commenters stated that impacts from the
WWTF will interfere with their use and enjoyment of their property and Cypress Creek.

530 TAC § 217.153(b).
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RESPONSE 4:

TCEQ was charged by the Texas Legislature to maintain the quality of water in

Texas, consistent with public health and enjoyment; thus, TCEQ’s jurisdiction in a
wastewater permit application is limited to water quality issues. The TCEQ does not
have authorization to consider quality of life or living conditions, as long as water
guality is maintained. The wastewater permit, however, does not allow the permit
holder to create or maintain a nuisance that interferes with a landowner’s use and
enjoyment of his or her property. In addition, the scope of the TCEQ’s regulatory
jurisdiction does not affect or limit the ability of a landowner to seek relief from a court
in response to activities that interfere with the landowner’s use and enjoyment of his or
her property.

If Nantucket operates the facility in accordance with the terms of the draft permit
and complies with all applicable TCEQ rules and state law, nuisance conditions that

would interfere with use and enjoyment are not expected to occur.

COMMENT 5:
Several commenters expressed concern that discharge from the WWTF will

interfere with the existing uses of Cypress Creek used by local landowners and the public
for agriculture, fishing, kayaking, canoeing, swimming, biking, hiking, skim boarding,
ATV trails, and other recreational activities that result in public contact. Several
commenters expressed concern that chemicals in the treated effluent from the WWTF
will diminish water quality. Several commenters expressed concern about chemicals not
naturally occurring flowing into the creeks of neighborhoods. Several commenters
expressed concern about facility’s activity negatively impacting the greenbelt along
Cypress Creek, where various environmental interests and Precincts 13 and 14 have
made major efforts establishing parks.
RESPONSE 5:

Facilities regulated under a TPDES permit are required to meet the TSWQS. The

TSWQS states: “Water in the state shall be maintained to preclude adverse toxic effects
on aquatic life, terrestrial wildlife, livestock, or domestic animals, resulting from

contact, consumption of aquatic organisms, consumption of water, or any combination
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of the three.”6 The effluent limitations and conditions in the draft permit comply with
the TSWQS and are designed to maintain and protect the existing instream uses of
Cypress Creek.

In accordance with 30 TAC § 307.5(b) and TCEQ Procedures to Implement the
Texas Surface Water Quality Standards (IPs) (June 2010) for the TSWQS, an
antidegradation review of the receiving waters was performed. A Tier 1 antidegradation
review has preliminarily determined that existing water quality uses will not be
impaired by this permit action. A Tier 2 review has preliminarily determined that no
significant degradation of water quality is expected Cypress Creek, which has been
identified as having high aquatic life use. Existing uses will be maintained and
protected.

The treatment levels in the proposed Interim phase and Final phase are expected
to maintain the water quality and protect the existing instream uses. The draft permit
includes effluent limitations and monitoring requirements for CBODs, TSS, NH3s-N,
chlorine residual, E. coli bacteria, DO, and pH to ensure that the proposed effluent
limits will not result in a violation of TSWQS for the protection of surface water quality,
groundwater, aquatic health, and human health. The draft permit also includes
additional requirements for the wastewater treatment system to ensure the protection of
water quality and human health and for the disposal of domestic sludge generated from
the wastewater treatment facility.

Nantucket must operate and maintain the facility in accordance with the TCEQ
rules and the provisions of the proposed permit. Otherwise, Nantucket is subject to

potential enforcement action for failure to comply with the TCEQ rules or the permit.

COMMENT 6:

Several commenters questioned the proposed design flow being adequate to serve

the number of units being proposed and the amount of wastewater generated from these
units. One commenter expressed concern that the facility will ultimately dispose of

much more than it will admit. Several commenters stated that the developer is not being

630 TAC § 307.6(b)(4).
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honest about the volume of water to be discharged. One commenter stated that 55,000
gallons a day is too low an estimate for what the facility will actually emit. One
commenter stated she does not believe the TCEQ has been provided complete
information on phase one and two in the application, which would take this
development far beyond the numbers that are in the original application. One
commenter stated that the water usage calculations are not realistic and asked if
additional usage by families with children and senior citizens has been included in the
calculations.

RESPONSE 6:

The permittee is responsible for applying for the flow based on its knowledge of

the nature of the development. According to Attachment 7 of Nantucket’s permit
application, the Meadows at Cypress Creek is proposed to serve 353 residences.
Nantucket estimated 2.077 people per residence and 75 gallons per day (gpd) per
person. This works out to 54,989 gpd. The estimate of 75 gpd per person is within the
range noted in 30 TAC § 217.32(a)(3) for municipalities and subdivisions, both of which
fall under the residential category.

If Nantucket’s permit is issued, the facility will be subject to continuous flow
monitoring with a totalizing meter, which is the most accurate way to measure flow.
Nantucket will be responsible for reporting the flow on monthly discharge monitoring
report (DMR).

Operational Requirement 8a of the proposed draft permit states that when the
flow reaches 75% of the permitted daily average flow for three consecutive months,
Nantucket must initiate engineering and financial planning for expansion or upgrade of
the domestic wastewater treatment or collection facilities. When the flow reaches 90%
of the permitted daily average flow for three consecutive months, Nantucket must
obtain authorization from TCEQ to begin constructing the necessary additional
treatment or collection facilities.

Any discharge outside the parameters of the permit would be an unauthorized
discharge, which would subject Nantucket to potential enforcement action for failure to

comply with TCEQ rules or the permit.
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COMMENT 7:

One commenter asked who is going to pay for any damage if the facility’s activity

harms homes, people’s health, or animals’ health.
RESPONSE 7:

Potentially harmful activity, such as unauthorized releases or spills are not

expected to occur at this facility if it is maintained and operated in accordance with
TCEQ rules and the provisions in the draft permit. If a spill occurs at the facility, it
would be an unauthorized discharge and may subject Nantucket to enforcement action.
Additionally, the draft permit does not limit anyone’s ability to seek legal remedies from
Nantucket regarding any potential trespass, nuisance, or other cause of action in
response to the proposed facility’s activities that may result in injury to human health or

property or interfere with the normal use and enjoyment of property.

COMMENT 8:

One commenter expressed concern that additional groundwater pumping will

result in additional subsidence.
RESPONSE 8:
The TPDES permit is a permit for discharging treated effluent back into the

environment. It is not part of the permitting process for obtaining potable water for the
development the facility would serve. Obtaining potable water would be a different

process and the TPDES permit does not limit or permit that process.

COMMENT 9:

One commenter expressed concern about air pollution. She stated that the air

guality monitoring on the TCEQ’s website is unreliable.
RESPONSE 9:
The Texas Clean Air Act provides that certain facilities may be exempt from the

requirements of an air quality permit if, upon review, it is found that those facilities will
not make a significant contribution of air contaminants to the atmosphere and that
human health and the environment will be protected. According to the TCEQ rules,
WWTFs have undergone this review and are permitted by rule, provided the WWTF
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only performs the functions listed in 30 TAC 8106.532. The treatment process proposed
for the Nantucket WWTF will not make a significant contribution of air contaminants to
the atmosphere pursuant to the Texas Health and Safety Code, the Texas Clean Air Act,
8382.057 and §382.05196, and is therefore, permitted by rule.

COMMENT 10:

One commenter expressed concern about the developer building septic tanks.
RESPONSE 10:

The TPDES permitting process does not allow for building of septic tanks. That is

not part of the proposed WWTF itself nor is it part of the proposed discharge of treated

effluent, which is into waters of the state.

COMMENT 11:

Multiple commenters stated that they are concerned about the ability of

Nantucket to operate the plant according to the terms of the permit. These commenters
stated that Nantucket as a developer does not have a good ‘track record,” which could
impact its ability to run the plant according to the terms and requirements of an issued
permit. One commenter expressed concern about the developer and its overall lack of
concern for the community. One commenter stated that developers with compliance
issues should be identified in hearings.
RESPONSE 11:

As part of the permit application process, the Applicant is assigned a TCEQ

customer number (CN number), if not previously assigned, and the facility the
application is for is assigned a registration number (RN number) for the facility if not
previously assigned. A compliance history was run for this new permit application,
which generated a rating for the CN and RN number. For this application, both CN and
RN returned values of N/A, which means there was no previous history for the
Applicant, Nantucket Housing, LLC or for the Meadows at Cypress facility. If the permit

were granted, any future permit renewal or major amendment would be subject to
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running an updated compliance history, which is then considered when processing the
renewal or major amendment.

As mentioned previously, any member of the public can report any nuisance
condition observed at any time if they feel the proposed plant was not being operated
according to permit terms. Additionally, TCEQ regional offices conduct both periodic
and regular inspections of wastewater facilities based on complaints received.

Noncompliance with TCEQ rules or the permit may result in an enforcement action.

COMMENT 12:

One commenter asked if Nantucket Housing, LLC owns the property the entire

distance from the wastewater treatment facility to the Cypress Creek.
RESPONSE 12:
Nantucket does not own the entire distance to Cypress Creek. Exhibit 4 of

Nantucket’s permit application, Map Showing Location & Direction of Photographs,

shows an aerial view of the property boundary.

COMMENT 13:

Two commenters expressed concern about the maintenance of the WWTF and
asked who would maintain the WWTF.
RESPONSE 13:

If the permit is issued, it will be issued to Nantucket Housing, LLC. As the

permittee, Nantucket is responsible for the proper operation and maintenance of the
WWTF. Specifically the draft permit provides:

The permittee shall at all times ensure that the facility and all of its
systems of collection, treatment, and disposal are properly operated
and maintained. This includes, but is not limited to, the regular,
periodic examination of wastewater solids within the treatment
plant by the operator in order to maintain an appropriate quantity
and quality of solids inventory as described in the various operator
training manuals and according to accepted industry standards for
process control.”

7 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Operational Requirement 1, page 13.
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If the permit is issued, Nantucket may transfer the permit to a new permittee,
after it has received approval.8 The TCEQ rules require that either the transferee or the
permittee must submit an application for transfer at least 30 days before the proposed
transfer date.® The new permitee would then be responsible for the proper operation

and maintenance of the facility.

COMMENT 14.

One commenter asked if a Management of Change (MOC) is required for the
WWTF operation.
RESPONSE 14:

There is no such requirement. However there are specific permit transfer

requirements which are applicable and are contained in 30 TAC § 305.64, Transfer of
Permits. There are also provisions in the draft permit related to permit transfers.10

COMMENT 15:

One commenter asked if during scheduled maintenance all effluent is sent

directly to the creek.
RESPONSE 15:

As indicated in Response 3, Nantucket proposed various design features to

minimize any bypass during maintenance. Nantucket noted the following design
features for operating flexibility: standby equipment being provided for all critical
functions such that any required maintenance or repair can be performed without
adversely affecting the operation of the facility.!! Process units are designed with
adequate freeboard to allow time for eliminating any blockage or diversion of flow to
other units for holding.

In addition, the draft permit states: “In accordance with the procedures described
in 30 TAC 88 35.301 - 35.303 (relating to Water Quality Emergency and Temporary

830 TAC § 305.64(a).

930 TAC § 305.64(b).

10 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, General Provisions, Item 5, page 12.

11 Nantucket Housing, LLC Permit Application, Attachment 10—Plant Features.

Executive Director’s Response to Comments
Nantucket Housing, LLC
TPDES Permit No. WQ0015381001 Page 19





Orders) if the permittee knows in advance of the need for a bypass, it shall submit prior

notice by applying for such authorization.”12

COMMENT 16:

One commenter asked about allowed bypasses in the permit, specifically

provision 2(h) under Compliance, which reads as follows: “In accordance with 30 TAC §
305.535(a), the permittee may allow any bypass to occur from a TPDES permitted
facility which does not cause permitted effluent limitations to be exceeded or an
unauthorized discharge to occur, but only if the bypass is also for essential maintenance
to assure efficient operation.” He commented that this allows too much bypass activity.
RESPONSE 16:

There are detailed conditions before a bypass is allowed as required by 30 TAC §

305.535(a). Any requested bypass for essential maintenance or to assure efficient
operation would be subject to the conditions contained in 30 TAC 305 TAC §
305.535(a). As noted Responses 3 and 15, Nantucket has proposed various design
features to minimize both anticipated and unanticipated bypasses.

COMMENT 17:

One commenter stated that water treatment management needs to be maintained

by a third party entity and not by a for profit corporation to ensure process, quality,
maintenance, and safety are not compromised.
RESPONSE 17:

The responsible party if a permit was issued, Nantucket, is responsible for

operating and maintaining the facility and complying with all permit conditions and
requirements including permit effluent limits. Neither the draft permit nor the rules
specify if the personnel operating the plant and responsible for operation must be direct
employees of Nantucket itself or a contractor. Other Requirement No. 1 on page 33 does
specify “The permittee shall employ or contract with one or more licensed wastewater

treatment facility operators or wastewater system operations companies holding a valid

12 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Monitoring and Reporting Requirements, Item 8, page 7.
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license or registration according to the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 30,
Occupational Licenses and Registrations and in particular 30 TAC Chapter 30,

Subchapter J, Wastewater Operators and Operations Companies.”

COMMENT 18:

Several commenters expressed concern about odors interfering with the use and

enjoyment of private property and creating a nuisance for children at the school across
the street from the facility site. One commenter asked what odor containment process
the facility will employ. One commenter asked what the guidelines for odorous
emissions are. One commenter stated that Nantucket’s application does not identify any
specific or exceptional odor control measures. One commenter expressed concern about
prevailing winds spreading odors from the facility.

RESPONSE 18:

To control and abate odors the TCEQ rules require domestic WWTFs to meet

buffer zone requirements according to 30 TAC § 309.13(e), which provides three options
for applicants to satisfy the nuisance odor abatement and control requirements.
Nantucket can comply with the rule by: 1) ownership of the buffer zone area; 2)
restrictive easement from the adjacent property owners for any part of the buffer zone
not owned by Nantucket; or 3) providing odor control.13

According to its application, Nantucket intends to comply with the requirement
to abate and control nuisance of odor by a combination of ownership and restrictive
easements within the part of the buffer zone not owned by the permittee.4 This
requirement is incorporated in the draft permit.!> Therefore, nuisance odor is not
expected to occur as a result of the permitted activities at the facility if the permittee
operates the facility in compliance with TCEQ’s rules and the terms and conditions of

the draft permit.

1330 TAC § 309.13(e).

14 Nantucket Housing, LLC Permit Application, Domestic Technical Report 1.0, Item 7b, page 5 of 76, and
Attachment 6—Buffer Zone Easement Documents.

15 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Other Requirements, Item No. 4, page 33.
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According to its application, Nantucket proposes that the WWTF will be an
activated sludge process plant operated in the extended aeration mode. The activated
sludge process is the most frequently used biological wastewater treatment process for
treating domestic wastewater, and the use of the extended aeration variation has been
known to produce highly treated effluent with low biosolids production. When properly
treated by the proposed wastewater treatment process, the effluent is not expected to
have an offensive odor. According to Exhibit 2 of Nantucket’s application, Downstream
Land Owners Map, the proposed facility would be located at the far end away from the
street that separates the property from the school property. The WWTF site itself is
shown approximately 800 to 900 feet from the street. The location proposed would

further mitigate against potential nuisance conditions at the elementary school.

COMMENT 19:

Multiple commenters expressed concern that visibility of the WWTF will create a

nuisance.
RESPONSE 19:
The permitting process is intended to control the discharge of pollutants into

water in the state and to protect the water quality of the state’s rivers, lakes, and coastal
waters. TCEQ's jurisdiction in a TPDES permit application is limited by the Texas Water
Code (TWC) to water quality issues. Consequently, TCEQ does not have jurisdiction to
address concerns such as visibility of the WWTF in the wastewater permitting process.

COMMENT 20:

One commenter expressed concern that the land will slope towards the drainage

pipe, and that in case of flooding and catastrophic failure, raw sewage would enter
Cypress Creek through the drainage pipe.
RESPONSE 20:

Wastewater treatment plants are generally sited so that the flow from the Outfall

is towards the discharge route. As previously noted, any discharge outside the

parameters of the permit would be an unauthorized discharge, which would subject
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Nantucket to potential enforcement action for failure to comply with TCEQ rules or the

permit.

COMMENT 21:

Several commenters stated that smaller treatment plants are less often manned,

which would increase the likelihood that spills would go undetected for longer periods of
time.
RESPONSE 21:

The draft permit authorizes Nantucket to discharge treated domestic wastewater

according to the terms of the permit. Any discharge outside the parameters of the
permit would be an unauthorized discharge. The draft permit prohibits unauthorized
discharges, including emergency releases. According to the draft permit: “an
unauthorized discharge is considered to be any discharge of wastewater into or adjacent
to water in the state at any location not permitted as an outfall or otherwise defined in
the Other Requirements section of this permit.” 16

Additionally, Nantucket is required to minimize the possibility of an accidental
discharge of untreated wastewater. For example, Nantucket must maintain adequate
safeguards to prevent the discharge of untreated or inadequately treated wastes during
electrical power failures by means of alternate power sources, standby generators, or
retention of inadequately treated wastewater. In addition, the plans and specifications
for domestic sewage collection and treatment works associated with any domestic
permit must be approved by the Executive Director.

These permit provisions are designed to help prevent unauthorized or emergency
discharges. If an unauthorized discharge occurs, Nantucket is required to report it to
TCEQ within 24 hours.1” Finally, Nantucket is subject to potential enforcement action
for failure to comply with TCEQ rules or the permit. Other Requirement No. 1 on page
33 of the draft permit specifies the following:

This Category C facility must be operated by a chief operator or an
operator holding a Category C license or higher. The facility must be

16 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Permit Conditions, Item 2(g), page 10.
17 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Noncompliance Notification, Item 7a, page 7.
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operated a minimum of five days per week by the licensed chief
operator or an operator holding the required level of license or
higher. The licensed chief operator or operator holding the required
level of license or higher must be available by telephone or pager
seven days per week. Where shift operation of the wastewater
treatment facility is necessary, each shift that does not have the on-
site supervision of the licensed chief operator must be supervised by
an operator in charge who is licensed not less than one level below
the category for the facility.

In order to minimize the occurrences of unauthorized discharges, Nantucket also
proposed: an on-site diesel generator to provide sufficient standby power to the
following units: lift station pumps, blower units, clarifier drive, liquid chlorination
system, lightning panel, metering, and control equipment. The plant will be equipped
with an auto-dialer alarm monitor as well as audible alarm and light. The alarm light is
only for the pump high-level alarm. The auto-dialer and audible alarm will activate on
the following alarm conditions: power outage or lift station high level. The auto-dialer

will call up to eight different phone numbers until alarm condition is acknowledged.!8

COMMENT 22:

Two commenters asked who to contact if anyone has fresh water contamination

problems or reductions in flow.
RESPONSE 22:

Complaints about the facility or suspected incidents of noncompliance with the

permit or TCEQ rules may be reported to the TCEQ Region 12 Office in Houston
Environmental Complaints hotline toll free at 1-888-777-3186. Citizens may also gather
data to show that Nantucket is not in compliance with TCEQ rules. For more
information on citizen-collected evidence, please see

https://www.tceqg.texas.gov/complaints/protocols/evi proto.html.

COMMENT 23:

One commenter asked how difficult it would be to expand the facility once it is

approved.

18 Nantucket Housing, LLC Permit Application, Attachment 10—Plant Features.
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RESPONSE 23:

If Nantucket is issued a permit, it would not be allowed to expand beyond the

currently requested Final phase of 55,000 GPD without a major amendment
application. Every application for a major amendment is thoroughly reviewed by staff to
ensure that, if issued, the new permit complies with all the applicable statutory and
regulatory requirements and will be protective of human health and the environment.
There is also mailed public notice requirements for any major amendment to affected
adjacent and downstream landowners as well as a public participation process for

comments, public meeting requests, and hearing requests.

COMMENT 24:

One commenter asked about supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA)

monitoring by TCEQ.
RESPONSE 24:

As discussed in Response 3, Nantucket has proposed the following monitoring

features for the WWTF: lightning panel, metering, and control equipment. The
application did not provide the details of the metering and control equipment. The
proposed plant would need to meet any SCADA monitoring design requirements in 30
TAC § 217.36(b).19

COMMENT 25:
One commenter asked for the sizing calculations used to develop the plant

design. He also asks for a process diagram of the plant.
RESPONSE 25:

The sizing calculation were provided in Attachment 9 of Nantucket’s permit

application, “Design and Process Calculations.” The process or flow diagram of the plant
was provided in Exhibit 5 of the application. Nantucket’s application materials are

1930 TAC § 217.36(b): “A wastewater treatment facility must include an audiovisual alarm system. The alarm
system must transmit all alarm conditions through the use of an auto-dialer system, a Supervisory Control and
Data Acquisition (SCADA) system, or a telemetering system connected to a continuously monitored location.
Audiovisual alarms are not required if the SCADA system notifies the operator about communication loss, in
addition to all other alarm conditions.”
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available for viewing and copying and are located at the Harris County Public Library,
Northwest Branch, 11355 Regency Green Drive, Cypress, Texas.

COMMENT 26:

One requestor asked if there “are any caps on [illegible] duration of off SPC
discharge.”

RESPONSE 26:

The TCEQ is unaware of the use of the acronym SPC in the TPDES permitting
process.

COMMENT 27:

One commenter asked if 100% of operation and analytical equipment are
redundant. The commenter also asked if all redundant equipment is “hot” or if all

redundant equipment is wired and plumbed for immediate operation.
RESPONSE 27:

The final design and construction of any WWTF, including any required
redundant equipment, must conform to 30 TAC Chapter 217 design criteria. The

specifics of Comment 27 are not part of the application material the TCEQ requires
Nantucket to provide.

COMMENT 28:

One commenter asked if spare parts are required to prevent extended downtime
and potential direct discharge of sewage. He also asked if holding tanks are included as a
buffer for plant upsets. Additionally, he asked how many hours of operation are the

holding tanks designed for. He also asked what retention of inadequately treated
wastewater is included in the design.

RESPONSE 28:

The draft permit states:

Prior to construction of the Interim and Final phase treatment
facility, the permittee shall submit to the TCEQ Wastewater
Permitting Section (MC 148) a summary submittal letter in
accordance with the requirements in 30 TAC § 217.6(c). If
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requested by the Wastewater Permitting Section, the permittee
shall submit plans and specifications and a final engineering design
report which comply with 30 TAC Chapter 217, Design Criteria for
Domestic Wastewater Systems. The permittee shall clearly show
how the treatment system will meet the final permitted effluent
limitations required on Page 2 and 2a of this permit.20

The facility is subject to the requirements of 30 TAC § 217.6 including 30 TAC §
217.6(a) and (b). According to these rules, Nantucket is responsible for developing an
operation and maintenance manual with the assistance of an engineer and certified
wastewater operations staff. The manual must be updated when there are personnel
changes, construction of treatment units, alteration of treatment units, re-rating of
treatment units, or changes in the influent quality or quantity that require permanent
changes in the operation of the wastewater treatment facility.2! In addition, Nantucket
must ensure that the operation and maintenance manual includes all information
specific to the WWTF that is necessary to ensure efficient and safe operation,
maintenance, monitoring, and reporting. The operation and maintenance manual must
include administrative and recordkeeping items, operation and maintenance
information, and safety information.22

Specific inquires such as the ones made in Comment 28 are not part of the
TPDES review process. However, such detailed maintenance issues would be part of the
required operation and maintenance manual if they were deemed necessary by the
permittee to comply with the TCEQ rules. Nantucket made no mention of holding tanks
for non-fully treated effluent on the flow diagram or in the application. Nantucket noted
in its application:

Standby equipment is being provided for all critical functions such
that any required maintenance or repair can be performed without
adversely affecting the operation of the facility. Process units are
designed with adequate freeboard to allow time for eliminating any
blockage or diversion of flow to other units for holding.23

20 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Other Requirements, Item 8, page 34.
2130 TAC § 217.6(a).
2230 TAC § 217.6(b).
23 Nantucket Housing, LLC Permit Application, Attachment 10—Plant Features.
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COMMENT 29:

Multiple commenters stated that the discharge route is mischaracterized.

Specifically, commenters referred to the application where it states that the effluent will
be discharged into a “roadside ditch” on Huffmeister Road. According to the
commenters, Nantucket represented that this ditch is dry and covered with grass, and
that there was “no noticeable water movement or pooling in the grassy areas of the
ditch.”
RESPONSE 29:

Nantucket informed TCEQ that after discussions with the Harris County Flood

Control District (HCFCD) the existing stormwater drain would be extended. Therefore,
the proposed discharge no longer goes into the originally reference ditch in Nantucket’s
permit application. The draft permit accordingly has the following discharge route
description: treated effluent will be discharged to an enclosed stormwater pipe; thence

to Cypress Creek in Segment No. 1009 of the San Jacinto River Basin.?4

COMMENT 30:
Multiple commenters expressed concern that the effluent limitations in the draft

permit are not sufficient to ensure that the discharge will meet the Texas Surface Water
Quality Standards (TSWQS) found in 30 Texas Administrative Code 307. One
commenter expressed concern about making sure “uses” of the discharge route are
properly characterized to achieve the most stringent treatment levels possible.
RESPONSE 30:

The proposed discharge is to an enclosed stormwater pipe, thence into Cypress

Creek. Cypress Creek, classified Segment 1009, is assigned a High Aquatic Life Use and
corresponding 5.0 mg/L dissolved oxygen (DO) criterion in the TSWQS. Based on
model results, the effluent limits proposed by the Applicant, 10 mg/L CBODs, 3 mg/L
NHs-N, and 6.0 mg/L minimum effluent DO, are predicted to be adequate to ensure
that DO levels in Cypress Creek will be maintained above this criterion. These effluent

limits also satisfy the requirements of the Lake Houston Watershed Rule, which require

24 Statement of Basis/Technical Summary and Executive Director Preliminary Decision, Project Description, page 1.
- ]
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an effluent set of 10 mg/L CBODs, 15 mg/L TSS, 3 mg/L NHs-N, and 4.0 mg/L
minimum effluent DO, at a minimum. The CBODs, ammonia-nitrogen, and DO effluent
limits included in the draft permit are consistent with or more stringent than the
corresponding effluent limits for the majority of other permittees in the Cypress Creek
(and Lake Houston) watershed(s), some of which are many times larger than the
proposed discharge.

The DO modeling analysis evaluates the effluent limits proposed by the Applicant
to ensure those limits are predicted to be protective of DO levels in the receiving waters
and to verify that they comply with any pertinent watershed rules or other applicable
requirements, particularly the TSWQS. It is beyond the scope of the DO modeler’s
analysis to make effluent limit recommendations that are more stringent than required
by applicable rules/requirements or predicted to be necessary to meet TSWQS
(whichever of these is the most stringent).

COMMENT 31:
Multiple commenters expressed concern that nutrient loading from the discharge

will violate the TSWQS through the production of suspended solids. The commenters
also expressed concern that nutrient loading from the discharge will violate the TSWQS
by and through settleable solids that change flow characteristics.
RESPONSE 31:

The included effluent limit of a daily average of 15 mg/l TSS is consistent with the

effluent being able to meet the modeled CBOD:s effluent limit of 10 mg/I necessary to
ensure that DO levels in Cypress Creek will be maintained above this criterion and is the
required effluent limit set to meet the Lake Houston Watershed Rule found in 30 TAC §
311, Subchapter D: Water Quality Management in the Lake Houston Watershed. The
TSS effluent limit also meets the requirements of the effluent set found in 30 TAC §
309.4 Table 1 for enhanced secondary treatment which meets the site-specific
requirements for the draft permit as well.

The draft permit is for the discharge of treated effluent. Typically, treated effluent
does not contain a large amount of sediments. The sediment load from untreated
influent to a WWTF is contained in the sludge production along with the bacteria
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present, which are used to breakdown the biological material in influent. This material
is then disposed of at TCEQ authorized sites according to the terms of the draft permit2s.
This material is not discharged to waters of the state. The TSS effluent limits meet all
applicable standards and rules for this permit action.

COMMENT 32:
Multiple commenters stated that the permit has no proposed limit for Total

Phosphorus.
RESPONSE 32:

As discussed previously in Response 30, the proposed draft permit effluent limits

are predicted to be adequate to ensure that DO levels in Cypress Creek will be
maintained above this criterion. These effluent limits also satisfy the requirements of
the Lake Houston Watershed Rule, which require an effluent set of 10 mg/L CBODs, 15
mg/L TSS, 3 mg/L ammonia-nitrogen, and 4.0 mg/L minimum effluent DO, at a
minimum. They also meet the requirements of any applicable finalized Total Maximum
Daily Loads (TMDL). Phosphorus limits are not required for this permit in order to
meet all applicable rules and standards for the proposed discharge location and
discharge flows requested.

COMMENT 33:
One commenter asked about Item 4 on both page 2 and page 2a of the draft

permit which reads as follows: ‘“There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible
foam in other than trace amounts and no discharge of visible oil.” He asked if this a
visual requirement that is monitored. He asked if the parking area stormwater is routed
through the treatment plant. He also asked what process step is designed to remove oil
as even parts per million levels of oil present a visible result.

RESPONSE 33:

Item 4 on the Effluent Limitations pages of the draft permit would be enforced by

the TCEQ’s Houston regional office, which has practices and procedures in place to

25 See Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Definitions and Standard Permit Conditions, page 3.
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ensure uniformity of enforcement. This would be an item the regional office would
visually inspect during any on-site evaluation. Nantucket indicated in its application
that it would not be routing stormwater from the plant site to the headworks.

Item 4 on the Effluent Limitations sections of the draft permit states: “There shall
be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts and no
discharge of visible 0il.”26 The application itself does not detail how compliance with
Item 4 would be accomplished. Permits do not mandate particular operating procedures
to this level as it would remove needed flexibility from operating what is essentially a
living, biological process, as well as physical treatment process.

COMMENT 34:
One commenter asked if there will be continuous monitoring of CBODs or weekly

grab samples. He further asked what make and model analyzer will be used for both;
how often will that analyzer be calibrated; what zero and span samples will be used; and
will calibration samples be certified. He asked the same questions for TSS, ammonia
nitrogen, and E. coli. He also asked why the permit is based on grab samples as opposed
to composite samples as composite samples are flow weighted.
RESPONSE 34.

The sample type of the permit for CBODs, TSS, and NHzs-N is a grab sample at a

frequency of once per month for both phases of the draft permit. This is based on 30
TAC 319.9(a) and the requested flow in the Interim phase and the Final phase. Because
the required sampling is a grab sample, the samples are not flow weighted. For testing,
privately owned WWTFs are required to use accredited labs for their testing. Nantucket
is not required to state whom it will use in the application. Moreover, Nantucket is not
required to use the same lab if a permit is issued. However, the draft permit contains
Monitoring and Reporting Requirements, which begin on page 5 of the draft permit.
Item 2b states the following: “All laboratory tests submitted to demonstrate compliance

with this permit must meet the requirements of 30 TAC § 25, Environmental Testing

26 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit Interim Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements, Item 4, page 2;
Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit Final Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements, ltem 4, page 2a.
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Laboratory Accreditation and Certification.” 30 TAC Chapter 25 has provisions that any
lab the Nantucket uses must follow when conducting sample testing in order to become
accredited and certified and to maintain that status.

For E. coli, the draft permit was written to be in compliance with the required
testing requirements of 30 TAC § 319.9. Specifically, 30 TAC § 319.9(b) contains the
testing frequency requirements for E. coli based upon the requested daily average flows.
30 TAC § 319.9(b)(2) contains the rationale for the bacteria frequency reduction
protocol which has been incorporated into the draft permit as Other Requirement No. 7
on page 33.

COMMENT 35:

One commenter asked about the statistical process to be employed for the

frequency of instrument and analyzer calibration.
RESPONSE 35:

Calibration requirements of instrumentation is included in Item 5 of Monitoring

and Reporting Requirements, page 6 of the draft permit. For a private facility of this
size, flow monitoring would be the most regular testing done and completed by the
permittee. As stated in Item 5:

All automatic flow measuring or recording devices and all totalizing
meters for measuring flows shall be accurately calibrated by a
trained person at plant start-up and as often thereafter as necessary
to ensure accuracy, but not less often than annually unless
authorized by the Executive Director for a longer period.” Such
person shall verify in writing that the device is operating properly
and giving accurate results. Copies of the verification shall be
retained at the facility site and/or shall be readily available for
review by a TCEQ representative for a period of three years.

Regional personnel review records of flow calibration during required
inspections. Nantucket would be subject to the procedures in place for review and
appropriate corrective action consistent with the inspection and review of other

wastewater treatment facilities.
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COMMENT 36:

One commenter asked what analytic approach will be employed to test for the

items in Section 9.
RESPONSE 36:

If this question refers to Section/Item 9 of Monitoring and Reporting

Requirements under the heading Changes in Discharges of Toxic Substances of the draft
permit, please note that the ‘boilerplate’ is a shared boilerplate with Municipal TPDES
permits and Industrial TPDES permits. Not all areas and sections of the boilerplate are
applicable for each individual permit issued. In this case Section 9 is applicable to all
existing manufacturing, commercial, mining, and silvicultural permittees. It is not

applicable to this permit.

COMMENT 37:

One commenter stated that compliance paragraph g does not appear to have

much meaning in that there is little likelihood of discharge into another outfall.
RESPONSE 37:
As stated before, the draft permit contains the standard boilerplate that all

Municipal and Industrial permits contain. It is not modified for individual permits.
However, individualized permit requirements are found in the Other Requirements

section of the draft permit, starting at page 33.

COMMENT 38:

One commenter asked if analyzers and instruments will be calibrated against

certified standards.
RESPONSE 38:
Testing submitted to demonstrate compliance with this permit is required to

meet the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 25, Environmental Testing Laboratory
Accreditation and Certification. To maintain Accreditation and Certification, the testing
lab must calibrate their instruments to certified standards. The draft permit states:
“Unless otherwise specified in this permit, test procedures for the analysis of pollutants
shall comply with procedures specified in 30 TAC 8§ 319.11 - 319.12. Measurements,
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tests, and calculations shall be accurately accomplished in a representative manner.”27

These sections have detailed requirements for testing methodology and procedures.

COMMENT 39:

Multiple commenters stated that the area immediately “downstream” from the

discharge point does not have a defined bed and banks or other characteristics that
would produce a flow of water that would recur regularly. As such, they disputed that
the discharge route has the physical features sufficient to constitute a water in the state.
The commenters stated that the TCEQ thus lacks authority to issue the proposed permit.
RESPONSE 39:

The Texas Water Code (TWC) provides that the Commission may issue permits

into and adjacent to water in the state.28 Nantucket has applied to the TCEQ for a new
TPDES permit to authorize the discharge of treated effluent into water of the state.
Water in the state is defined as, “groundwater, percolating water or otherwise, lakes,
bays, ponds, impounding reservoirs, springs, rivers, streams, creeks, estuaries,
wetlands, marshes, canals...and all other water bodies of surface water...navigable or
nonnavigable, and including the bed and banks of all watercourses and bodies of surface
water...”29 All natural streams within the State of Texas are property of the State.3° “The
water of the ordinary flow, underflow, and tides of every flowing river, natural stream,
and lake, and of every bay or arm of the Gulf of Mexico, and the stormwater, floodwater,
and rainwater of every river, natural stream, canyon, ravine, depression, and watershed
in the state is the property of the state.”3! The immediate receiving water, Cypress Creek,
as well as the other water bodies in the proposed discharge route are considered surface
water in the state. Therefore, the TCEQ has the authority to grant a TPDES permit to

discharge wastewater into these water bodies.

27 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit Monitoring and Reporting Requirements, Test Procedures, Item 2a, page 5.
28TWC § 26.027.

2 TWC § 26.001(5).

30 TWC § 11.021(a). See also Domal v. City of Georgetown, 6 S.W.3d 349 (Tex. App.—Austin, 1999, pet. denied).

31 TWC § 11.021.
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COMMENT 40:

One commenter asked what method will be used to handle and disposal of

sludge.
RESPONSE 40:
The draft permit authorizes the disposal of sludge at a TCEQ authorized land

application site, co-disposal landfill, or transport to another WWTF authorized to accept
sludge.32 In the Nantucket application, it was noted that the disposal site had not yet
been determined, but that it was considering a permitted landfill or permitted beneficial
land application site. The draft permit requires Nantucket to utilize a permitted means
of sludge disposal. Nantucket proposed aerobic sludge digesters in both permit phases.

This would involve processing the sludge before ultimate disposal.

COMMENT 41.
One commenter asked what is the maximum storage of sludge.
RESPONSE 41:
In Attachment 11 of its permit application, Nantucket noted that there will be two

aerobic digestion basins with a capacity of 2,400 cubic feet. Nantucket notes that sludge
will be removed by a TCEQ registered hauler/permitted land application site after

organic reduction and sludge stabilization occurs in the digesters.33

COMMENT 42:

One commenter asked if maintenance will be done by in-house staff or

outsourced, and if outsourced what firms are being considered.
RESPONSE 42:
Operating details like this are not part of the TPDES permit application. The

permittee and responsible party for maintaining the WWTF, if the permit is issued, will
be Nantucket Housing, LLC.

32 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Section IV., page 31.
33 Nantucket Housing, LLC Permit Application, Attachment 10—Plant Features.
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COMMENT 43:

One commenter asked about the phrase “shall be tested once during the term of

this permit.” He asked if this phrase allows the permit holder to wait until the end of
permit period to do the testing. He asked why not state “within 90 days of
commencement of commercial operations” to ensure tests are done expeditiously. He
also asked what is done if there is no testing to date and the permit holder plans to wait
to test unit the end of the permit for all sludge toxicity testing.
RESPONSE 43:

Most of the required testing does commence upon the operational start date of
the WWTF. A monthly Discharge Monitoring Report (DMR) would be required within

the specified timeframe after finishing the first month of operation. All testing
requirements noted on page 2 and page 2a of the draft permit start immediately.

The phrase “once during the term of the permit” refers to sludge testing
requirements in Sludge Provisions of Section I, or Section 111 if the sludge disposal
option is used. In these instances, the permit holder is required to test once during the
term of the permit. This is based on the requested flow in the permit and is consistent
with the permitting practices of the Municipal Permit Team.

Nantucket is not the party that would be ultimately applying the sludge to a
TCEQ permitted site. As mentioned previously, Nantucket noted that it was considering
a permitted landfill or permitted beneficial land application site. This landfill or land
application site would have its own sludge permit and its own testing requirements

within that permit.

COMMENT 44:

One commenter asked what “reasonably anticipated adverse effects” are

considered in granting of the Applicant’s permit as mentioned on page 17 of the draft
permit.
RESPONSE 44:

The draft states: “The permittee shall handle and dispose of sewage sludge in

accordance with 30 TAC 8§ 312 and all other applicable state and federal regulations in a
manner that protects public health and the environment from any reasonably
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anticipated adverse effects due to any toxic pollutants that may be present in the
sludge.”34 The “reasonably anticipated adverse effects” relate to pathogen levels and
metal concentrations that the Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) tests
for and that the draft permit instructs Nantucket to minimize.

COMMENT 45:
One commenter asked when the draft permit states dry basis3®> what level of

dryness is required. He also asked if there a temperature and time required for drying.
RESPONSE 45:
Dry weight basis is found in Section I: Requirements Applying to All Sewage

Sludge Land Application on page 17 of the draft permit. There is no required amount of
drying and no required maximum water percentage of sludge. However, any particular
sludge transporter or permitted sludge disposal site accepting the sludge generated may

have its own permit conditions.

COMMENT 46:

One commenter asked what volatile solids are. He asked if this refers to vapor

pressure and should it read volatile materials.
RESPONSE 46:

Volatile solids represent the amount of organic solids (solids that have a calorific

value) in sludge. The lower the amount of organic solids in the sludge, the lower amount
of pathogens likely to be present. Therefore, the draft permit outlines minimum
requirements for organic solid reduction in sludge depending upon the type of sludge

disposal.36

COMMENT 47:

One commenter asked for a cumulative pollutant-loading rate, and how

distribution across the applied acreage is determined.

34 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, General Requirements, Item 1, page 17.

35 The draft permit uses the term “dry weight basis.”

36 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Testing Requirements, Item 4, page 22

- ]
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RESPONSE 47:

TPDES permit holders can request authorization to land apply sludge on land

they own adjacent to the plant site as part of their permit application request. However,
Nantucket is not asking to land apply sludge land it owns. A cumulative pollution-
loading requirement would apply to the permit holder of the sludge permit that
Nantucket chooses to use for sludge disposal. The acreage calculations would be

required for the sludge permit.

COMMENT 48:

One commenter asked what the liquid paint filter test is and how it applies to the

Nantucket permit.
RESPONSE 48:
The liquid paint filter test is used to determine the presence of free liquids in a

representative sample of waste. In other words, the test measures the percentage of
solids present in a sludge sample. Sludge is always some percentage of liquid and solids
and this test would determine that.

The liquid paint filter test applies to Nantucket in that if sludge was disposed at a
TCEQ permitted landfill, that landfill and/or licensed hauler could request that the
sludge generated by the Nantucket facility be tested with this method. The hauler

and/or permitted landfill would determine frequency of this test, not Nantucket.

COMMENT 49:

One commenter asked what triggers a change-over of the dual feed chlorine

system. He also asked how often is the change-over system tested to ensure that it is
functional when needed. The commenter also asked if there is a secondary shutdown
process in case the change-over is not complete.

RESPONSE 49:

The commenter appears to be referring to the provision in the draft permit which

reads: “the permittee shall comply with 30 TAC 8§ 311.36, which requires the permittees
of all domestic wastewater treatment facilities discharging into the Lake Houston
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Watershed to install dual-feed chlorination systems capable of automatically changing
from one cylinder to another if gaseous chlorination is used for disinfection.”37

This is required for all permits that discharge into the applicable classified
segments. This requirement was included in the draft permit because of the proposed
discharge route. However, Nantucket is planning to use liquid chlorination. If Nantucket
decided to use gaseous chlorination instead of a liquid system, the gaseous chlorination
system chosen would need to be a dual-feed system capable of automatically changing
from one cylinder to the other.38 The intent is to have a built-in backup system that
automatically switches if needed so there would not be any appreciable change-over
time involved.

COMMENT 50:

One commenter expressed concern about making sure distance requirements are

met to protect wells and abating odors.
RESPONSE 50:

Distances for buffer zones are being met by a combination of ownership and
restrictive easement as detailed previously. Nantucket indicated in its application that
all unsuitable site characteristics found in 30 TAC 8§ 309.13 (a) through (d) were being

met, which includes distances from existing groundwater wells.3°

COMMENT 51:

One commenter asked about the source of alternative or backup power. He asked

what the testing frequency will be to ensure the backup power source is reliable. He
asked if the plant will be provided with redundant power from more than one grid or
circuit, or is it depended on only one source of power. One commenter asked if the
design of the facility considers loss of power and has adequate storage capacity, as well
as if there will be an on-site standby generator with auto-start when power outages

occur.

37 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Other Requirements, Item 6, page 33.

38 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Other Requirements, Item 6, page 33.

39 Nantucket Housing, LLC Permit Application, Administrative Report 1.1, Answer 2c, page 23 of 23.
"1
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RESPONSE 51:

The draft permit requires that: “The permittee is responsible for installing prior

to plant start-up, and subsequently maintaining, adequate safeguards to prevent the
discharge of untreated or inadequately treated wastes during electrical power failures by
means of alternate power sources, standby generators, and/or retention of inadequately
treated wastewater.”40

In Attachment 10 of the permit application, Nantucket supplied the information
for a Standby Power System. Nantucket proposed an on-site diesel generator to provide
a standby power system and to provide sufficient standby power to lift station pumps,
blower units, clarifier drive, liquid chlorination system, lighting panel, metering, and
control equipment. Nantucket states that power outage durations for facilities of this
type typically last less than 1 hour. With the proposed standby power system, the facility
should be capable of meeting discharge permit parameters under any expected outage
events. Additionally, Nantucket will be required to meet the requirements of 30 TAC

Chapter 217 for standby power.

COMMENT 52:

One commenter asked in the event of significant problems, what would tenants in

the apartments do. He notes that they would still need service and that in any time of
non-service environmental impacts would compound.
RESPONSE 52:

As noted in Response 3, Nantucket is proposing design features that will

minimize any potential interruption to plant service and also minimize the potential for
unauthorized discharges. For longer periods of time that are not usually associated with
WWTFs, the permittee is allowed to pump and haul untreated wastewater to facilities

authorized to accept it.

40 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Operational Requirements, Item 4, page 13.
|
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COMMENT 53:

One commenter asked if, in the event of a power outage, will raw sewage gravity

feed to the street or will it overflow the treatment plant onto the surrounding ground.
RESPONSE 53:

The draft permit does not allow any unauthorized discharges. Response 3

outlines the information provided by Nantucket to minimize the chance of an
unauthorized discharge, including capacity for storage in existing units during a power
outage and also an on-site generator for backup power. Response 51 lists the proposed
backup power for the WWTF that Nantucket included in its application. The backup
power used would need to meet the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 217 requirements
for standby power. It is unknown at this time how an unauthorized discharge, if one
occurred, would flow since that would be dependent on the exact location of the
discharge and the final grading of the plant site.

COMMENT 54:
One commenter stated that there are public water systems that Nantucket could

apply to for annexation if so desired.
RESPONSE 54.:
The TPDES permitting process is intended to control the discharge of pollutants

into water in the state and to protect the water quality of the state’s rivers, lakes, and
coastal waters. Nantucket'’s application for permit No. WQO001538100L1 is not for a
public water supply or potable water supply permit. Therefore, analysis of whether
Nantucket is capable of applying to public water systems for annexation is outside of the

scope of Nantucket’s TPDES permit application.

COMMENT 55:
Several commenters expressed concern about discharge from the WWTF

increasing the flooding to Cypress Creek, homes, roads and businesses. Several
commenters expressed concern that Cypress Creek is already overburdened and prone

to flooding, and therefore cannot handle the effluent from the facility.
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Several commenters stated that additional stormwater runoff created by the
construction of any additional structures in this area will do nothing more than add to
the flooding problems in the area that already exist. One commenter stated that the
creek overflows into adjacent lands and stormwater effects could be detrimental to
adjacent landowners.

One commenter stated that land should be purchased and turned into a green
zone to avoid flooding issues.

One commenter stated that Nantucket’s application is an attempt to bypass the
system of checks and balances put in place to alleviate extensive flooding of the past and
prevent it in the future.

One commenter stated that testing in regards to flooding took place during a
period of drought and is therefore unrepresentative of the kind of flooding the area
experiences.

RESPONSE 55:

The wastewater permitting process is limited to controlling the discharge of

pollutants into or adjacent to water in the state and protecting the water quality of the
state’s rivers, lakes and coastal waters. Consequently, the TCEQ does not have
jurisdiction to address flooding in the wastewater permitting process, unless there is an
associated water quality concern. However, the draft permit includes effluent limits and
other requirements that Nantucket must meet at all times, including rainfall events and
periods of flooding. In addition, Nantucket noted on page 25 of the Technical Report in
its permit application that the facility is located above the 100-year frequency flood
level, which complies with the application requirements. Nantucket indicated that the
source of this information was Federal Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Map Number
48201C0410M. FIRM maps are produced by the Federal Emergency Management
Agency.

In terms of the daily average flow requested by Nantucket in regard to
contributing to potential flooding, the proposed Final flow, 55,000 gpd, is equivalent to
a smaller flow than that from 2 standard water hoses (5/8 inch x 50 feet) operating at 60

(pounds per square inch) psi.
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COMMENT 56:

Several commenters expressed concern about the 100-year flood plain. Multiple

commenters stated that the proposed project is very near the flood plain. One
commenter stated that not enough consideration is being given to the location of the
facility relative to the flood plain. One commenter expressed concern about the WWTF
site being in the flood plain in coming years. Several commenters stated that their
neighborhood is in the flood plain. One commenter asked what provisions will be in
place to protect the facilities from a 100-year flood, who determines if the facilities are
adequate, and how is this documented.

RESPONSE 56:

30 TAC §217.35(a)(4)(c) states that the Executive Director will not approve a
design of a proposed treatment unit within a 100-year flood plain, unless the design
provides protection for all open process tanks and electric units from inundation during
a 100-year flood event. In addition, the application asks for the methods of protection
for treatment units if the plant site is located within the 100-year floodplain.4! According
to Nantucket's permit application, the proposed WWTF is not within the 100-year
floodplain, and is therefore not subject to §217.35(a)(4)(c) or providing methods of
protection in the application. 42

However, the draft permit requires Nantucket to provide protection for the
facility from a 100-year flood.43 You can contact your local floodplain administrator at
(713) 956-3066 if you have additional flooding concerns. Additionally, the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) has programs that are designed to mitigate
damage caused by flooding.

COMMENT 57:

One commenter asked the distance of the facility from the flood plain.

41 Nantucket Housing, LLC Permit Application, Domestic Technical Report 1.0, Item No. 5 (a), Facility Site, page 25
of 76

42 Nantucket Housing, LLC Permit Application, Domestic Technical Report 1.0, Item No. 5 (a), Facility Site, page 25
of 76.

43 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Other Requirements, Item No. 5, page 33.
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RESPONSE 57:

If the proposed location is within 1,000 feet of the 100-year floodplain this must
be noted on the site map submitted to the TCEQ as part of the 30 TAC Chapter 217
Summary Submittal Letter process. 44 The site map Nantucket submitted with its

TPDES permit application does not indicate that the facility is within 1,000 feet of the
100-year floodplain.4> Aside from this requirement, the distance of a facility from the

flood plain is not part of the TPDES application process.

COMMENT 58:

One commenter expressed concern about the replacement of watershed

grasslands with structures, which will decrease the amount of natural open-land
absorption and add to the water flow of Cypress Creek.
RESPONSE 58:

Flooding concerns from the proposed project and WWTF and how they relate to

the TPDES permitting process have been addressed in Responses 55-57 above. The
commenter refers to structures, which could mean facility structures, but also structures
for the development which it will serve. It is true that there will be associated
development on what is currently grasslands (observed during a site visit) which will
generate stormwater runoff. Stormwater runoff requirements for the development itself
are not part of the TPDES permitting process for facilities of this size. However, that
does not preclude local and regional stormwater requirements for the development and
plant sites.

COMMENT 59:

Multiple commenters raised questions as to the Impaired Segments Listing
known as the ‘303(d) list.” Questions were raised as to why the 2012 303(d) list was used
and not the 2014 303(d) list.

4430 TAC §217.35.
4 See Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Attachment A.
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RESPONSE 59:
The 303(d) list is required under Sections 303(d) and 305(b) of the federal Clean
Water Act. This list identifies the water bodies in or bordering Texas for which effluent

limitations are not stringent enough to implement water quality standards, and for
which the associated pollutants are suitable for measurement by maximum daily loads.
The 303(d) list used when processing Nantucket’s TPDES permit application was the
most current EPA approved 303(d) list in effect when the TCEQ Water Quality
Assessment modeling memo was prepared. That memo was dated June 11, 2015, and the
subsequently revised memo was dated August 25, 2015. The 2014 303(d) list was
approved by EPA on November 19, 2015. However, both the 2012 and 2014 303(d) lists
both indicated that segment No. 1009 (Cypress Creek) is not impaired.

COMMENT 60:

Several commenters expressed concern about the addition of stormwater runoff

into Cypress Creek from the plant site and the development and the impacts of
stormwater runoff on water quality in Cypress Creek. One commenter expressed
concern that the area would lose the natural run off as a result of the land being
developed.
RESPONSE 60:

Stormwater runoff requirements from the wastewater plant site itself are not part
of the TPDES permitting process if the highest permitted flow is less than 1,000,000

gpd and the facility is considered a minor facility. This is based on the EPA requirement
for stormwater requirements at plant sites for TPDES permit that are considered
Category T facilities. Nantucket is proposing a small facility with a maximum permitted
flow of 55,000 gpd.

The development site (including the plant site), which the proposed plant is
intended to serve, may have local and TCEQ stormwater requirements during
construction and local requirements during operation. In addition, construction of the
development site may require a TCEQ general permit, which contains practices that
must be followed during development. The development site itself is not part of the
permitting process for this application.
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Any permits needed for any physical modification of the proposed plant site and
service area site would be local, county, or TCEQ permits granted for stormwater
construction activities. Any required engineering studies for fill activities would be the
responsibility of Nantucket if required for any permits necessary for those activities. The
plant site itself, which is part of the permitting process, will be a very small area
compared to the area contributing to stormwater discharge into Cypress Creek at the
point of discharge and immediately downstream. Given the small amount of stormwater
discharge from the plant site relative to other sources of stormwater, it is not expected
that the operation of the plant would contribute in any appreciable manner to water
guality in Cypress Creek during storm events.

Chlorination is proposed as a disinfection method for the facility. Use of chlorine
at WWTF sites is governed by the requirements of 30 TAC 8§ 217.271 through 217.283.
The applicable items for the proposed facility would make chlorination contamination
during stormwater generating events unlikely. Procedures in place to minimize
unauthorized discharges during rain events has been discussed previously in Response
3. Therefore, it is not anticipated that the stormwater from the plant site would differ
appreciably in nature from the stormwater generated by surrounding areas. If the
Applicant fails to comply with all requirements of the permit, if granted, the facility is

subject to possible administrative enforcement action, fines, and penalties.

COMMENT 61.:
One commenter stated that the proposed discharge and the addition of

stormwater runoff is in conflict with the Harris County's plans to create a safe park
system along Cypress Creek.
RESPONSE 61:

In the wastewater permitting process, which is the purpose of this application,

the TCEQ is charged with evaluating whether the proposed discharge activity complies
with the applicable rules of the TPDES program. Any additional local rules, regulations,
or responsibilities that the applicant has to fulfill would be the responsibility of the

applicant and are beyond the scope of this application process.
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However, as noted in Response 3 above, the TCEQ evaluates the application for
the impact the discharge will have on the aquatic use and human uses of the receiving
waters. The Executive Director finds that the draft permit meets the requirements of the
TSWQS and is protective of the environment, water quality, and human health. Existing

uses of Cypress Creek will be maintained and protected.

COMMENT 62:

One commenter expressed concern that the volume of treated wastewater could

potentially overwhelm her community’s drainage system. One commenter expressed
concern that volume of treated wastewater being dumped into the storm drain on a
constant basis will be significant, potentially overwhelming the community's drainage
system. Several commenters stated that the effluent limit in the permit does not include
stormwater from the developed property. Two commenters expressed concern about
Cypress Creek being at or near capacity during and after standard rainfall amounts
because many communities already drain stormwater to Cypress Creek.
RESPONSE 62:

Nantucket has received permission from Harris County Flood Control District to

extend and use the existing stormwater drainage pipe. The discharge will be released
directly into the stormwater pipe. As mentioned in Response 55, the proposed Final flow
of 55,000 gpd, is equivalent to a smaller flow than that from 2 standard water hoses
(5/8 inch x 50 feet) operating at 60 psi. As a further comparison, the proposed Final
flow is equivalent to 0.085 cubic feet per second (CFS).

Flooding concerns from the proposed project and WWTF and how they relate to
the TPDES permitting process have been addressed in Responses 55-57. Stormwater
runoff requirements for the development itself are not part of the TPDES permitting
process for facilities of this size. However, that does not preclude local and regional

stormwater requirements for the development and plant sites.

COMMENT 63:

One commenter stated that there should be more public meetings to assess the

impact of the WWTF and give affected persons a chance to submit their concerns.
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RESPONSE 63:

The public comment period began when Nantucket submitted its application on

May 7, 2015. TCEQ rules require that the applicant publish the Notice of Receipt of
Application and Intent to Obtain Permit (NORI) within 30 days of declaration of
administrative completeness.46 Nantucket published the NORI on June 13, 2015, in the
Houston Chronicle (English) and on June 14, 2015, in La Voz (Spanish). In addition, the
Chief Clerk mailed the NORI to adjacent and downstream landowners. After technical
review of the permit application is completed, the Chief Clerk mails the Notice of
Application and Preliminary Decision (NAPD) to the applicant, which must be
published within 45 working days of receipt.4” The public comment period ends 30 days
after the publication of the NAPD.48 Further, the TCEQ requires that the applicant mail
notice (via notice by mail or hand delivery) to adjacent and downstream landowners.49

Nantucket published the combined notice of Public Meeting and NAPD on
October 10, 2015, in the Houston Chronicle (English) and on October 11, 2015, in La Voz
(Spanish). The Executive Director held a public meeting on Nantucket’s application in
Cypress, Texas on November 12, 2015. During the public meeting, formal comments
were received by the Chief Clerk’s office, both orally and in writing. According to
Nantucket’s Public Notice Verification Form, submitted on August 21, 2015, the permit
application and draft permit were made available for review and copying at the Harris
County Public Library, Northwest Branch in Cypress, Texas.

The ED has determined that Nantucket has complied with all notice
requirements in the TCEQ Rules regarding notice of its permit application.
Consequently, the ED has decided not to hold another public meeting. Additionally,
based on the number of written comments and the participation at the public meeting, it
is evident the individuals that could potentially be affected by the permit, if it is issued,

were aware of Nantucket'’s application and had the opportunity to voice their concerns.

46 30 TAC §39.551 (b)(1).

4730 TAC §39.405(a).

48 30 TAC §55.152(a)(1).

4330 TAC §39.405(c); see also, 30 TAC §39.413.
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COMMENT 64:
One commenter stated that the WWTF should be located on the highest part of

the property as hurricanes and flooding are common. One commenter stated that there
is a more suitable place to build than the Cypress community.
RESPONSE 64:

The Executive Director evaluated the permit application request according to

applicable statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as Commission policies, and
determined that the draft permit complies with all applicable statutory and regulatory
requirements, as well as Commission policies. There are no rules prohibiting a discharge
at the location proposed by Nantucket. TCEQ does not have authority to mandate a
different location provided the proposed location complies with the Texas Water Code
and TCEQ's rules. The ED reviewed the location of the proposed WWTF and determined
that it complies with the applicable statutory and regulatory requirements. In addition,
as stated in Comment 60, The TCEQ does not have jurisdiction to address flooding in

the wastewater permitting process, unless there is an associated water quality concern.

COMMENT 65:

One commenter asked how she can keep herself informed on the permitting

process and receive notification of hearings. She also asked how she can make
objections to permit applications.
RESPONSE 65:

Anyone needing more information about this permit application or the

wastewater permitting process can call the TCEQ Office of Public Participation and
Education Program at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be

found at our website at www.tceq.state.tx.us.
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COMMENT 66:

One commenter stated that this permit application should not be approved until

existing plants discharging into Cypress Creek are in compliance.
RESPONSE 66:

The Executive Director evaluates each application for a wastewater discharge

permit individually. The permitting process is intended to control the discharge of
pollutants into water in the state and to protect the water quality of the state’s rivers,
lakes, and coastal waters. The Executive Director evaluated Nantucket’s permit
application request according to applicable statutory and regulatory requirements, as
well as Commission policies, and determined that the draft permit complies with all
applicable statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as Commission policies. TCEQ
does not have jurisdiction to address the compliance of other existing facilities as part of
the permitting process.

However, if any other facility fails to comply with all requirements of its permit, it
may be subject to enforcement action. Members of the public are encouraged to report
any concerns about suspected noncompliance with the terms of any permit or other
environmental regulation by using the contact information listed in Section 1.C. above.

The TCEQ investigates all complaints received.

COMMENT 67:
One commenter asked for a copy of the Applicant’s permit application. One

commenter stated he would like access to any and all documents submitted by
Nantucket, such as any Groundwater Reduction Plans or the like.
RESPONSE 67:

Anyone needing more information about this permit application or the

wastewater permitting process can call the TCEQ Office of Public Participation and
Education Program at 1-800-687-4040. The permit application, the ED’s preliminary
decision, and draft permit are available for viewing and copying at the Harris County

Public Library, Northwest Branch, 11355 Regency Green Drive, Cypress, Texas.
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COMMENT 68:

Several commenters expressed concern about the project receiving fresh/potable

water. Commenters asked where the source of fresh water for the property was coming
from. Commenters stated that the source of the facility’s freshwater needs to be taken
into account in the permitting process. One commenter expressed concern that a high-
density development’s demand for groundwater is disproportionately large relative to
the acreage of the property; and due to Nantucket’s disproportionate burden on
groundwater supplies, Nantucket should be required to seek other sources of water or
supplemental sources of water, so that the project does not rely solely on groundwater.
The commenter also stated that Nantucket has not undertaken a reasonable and diligent
search to obtain surface water for the project.
RESPONSE 68:

This application request and permitting process is for the proposed wastewater

treatment facility. The application process proceeds from the assumption there would be
no need for the facility itself if there was no development to serve. In turn, there could
be no development approved for occupation if there was no potable water for that
development. The application process for the facility does not extend to the scope of
asking for the sources of potable water for the development. That does not mean other
areas of TCEQ or other regional or local entities do not require that information. For
this application review, information about the source of potable water is not required
nor requested as it is beyond the scope of the permitting process for the facility itself. If
the permit was granted and there was no potable source of water for the development,
neither the development nor the facility would be able to operate, since there would be
no source of wastewater to treat, regardless of the WWTF permit being granted for the

proposed development.

COMMENT 69:

Several commenters stated that the cumulative effects of effluent being

discharged from all WWTFs into Cypress Creek should be evaluated. Multiple
commenters stated that a 2008 data review and analysis by James Miertschin &
Associates found that the Cypress Creek had 101 permitted facilities with a total
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permitted flow of 75 MGD (and total actual flow of 29 MGD). One commenter asked
what the maximum load of Cypress Creek is.
RESPONSE 69:

When there is a significant chance that multiple discharges will combine to create

an enhanced impact, the TCEQ considers the potential cumulative impacts from all
permitted or proposed discharges in an area when performing the dissolved oxygen
modeling. For oxygen-demanding constituents (CBODs and ammonia-nitrogen), a
calibrated dissolved oxygen model is used to evaluate the predicted impact of TPDES
treated wastewater dischargers on dissolved oxygen (DO) concentrations throughout the
entire Cypress Creek (Segment 1009) watershed. This modeling is performed with all
permittees discharging at full permitted final phase flows and at full permitted final
phase effluent limits (for CBODs, ammonia-nitrogen, and minimum effluent DO),
during hot and dry summertime conditions, when DO levels are expected to be lowest.
This modeling is performed to ensure that instream DO levels throughout the Cypress
Creek watershed will be maintained above the criteria assigned to Cypress Creek and all
of its tributaries.

In addition, permitted dischargers in the Cypress Creek watershed are also
evaluated using seasonal versions of the model to evaluate predicted impacts on
instream DO concentrations during the non-summer months.

There is not a specific “maximum load” watershed-wide value associated with
these oxygen-demanding substances, since predicted instream DO impacts are
evaluated on a smaller scale throughout the watershed. Predicted instream DO levels
can vary considerably in different parts of the watershed, with localized DO sags, due to
factors including the hydraulic character of the channel, background flow conditions,
and the size, proximity, and number of nearby, upstream, and downstream dischargers.
CBODs, ammonia-nitrogen, and minimum effluent DO effluent limits are evaluated and
set at concentration values that are predicted to be adequate to ensure that instream DO
levels throughout all water bodies in the watershed will be maintained above the specific
criteria determined to be appropriate for each of them. These effluent limits must also

comply with the requirements of the Lake Houston Watershed Rule.
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COMMENT 70:

Multiple commenters stated that the proposed facility does not comply with the

TCEQ'’s regionalization policy. Commenters stated that there are a number of existing
plants already located within a three-mile radius of the proposed project and water
districts that serve or could serve this area. Commenters stated that based on
attachments to the Applicant’s application, it is unclear if the Applicant met its
obligation to ask permitted facilities within a 3 mile radius of the proposed project
whether they are capable and willing to expand to accept the volume of wastewater
proposed in the permit application. One commenter stated that the Municipal Utility
District should not be bypassed on water treatment and/or water supply. Several
commenters expressed concern that various water districts and MUDs refused the
developer annexation; they therefore think the Applicant’s permit should be denied.
RESPONSE 70:

According to TWC § 26.081(a), TCEQ is mandated to implement the state policy

to “encourage and promote the development and use of regional and area-wide waste

collection, treatment, and disposal systems to serve the waste disposal needs of the
citizens of the state and to prevent pollution and maintain and enhance the quality of
the water in the state.” Additionally, TWC § 26.0282 provides that:

In considering the issuance of a domestic wastewater discharge
permit, the commission may deny or alter the terms and conditions
of the proposed permit, based on consideration of need, including
the expected volume and quality of the influent and the availability
of existing or proposed area-wide or regional waste collection,
treatment, and disposal systems not designated as such by
commission order pursuant to provisions of this subchapter.

The ED evaluates regionalization inquiries when an applicant files an application
for a new permit or an application for a major amendment to an existing permit to
increase flow. In these instances, if there is a wastewater treatment plant or collection
system within three miles of the plant, the Applicant is required to provide information
to the ED as to whether such facility has sufficient existing capacity to accept the
additional volume of wastewater proposed in the application. If such a facility exists and
the owner is willing to accept the proposed waste, the Applicant must provide an

analysis of the expenditures required to connect to the existing wastewater treatment
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facility. Additionally, the Applicant is required to provide copies of all correspondence
with the owners of the existing facilities within three miles of the proposed facility
regarding connection to their system.

Applicant Nantucket addressed the regionalization policy by completing Item 1(c)
on pages 21 and 22 of its Domestic Wastewater Permit Application Technical Report of
its application. In the report, Nantucket identified the following domestic permitted
wastewater treatment facilities and/or collection systems located within a three-mile
radius of its proposed facility: Harris County FWSD No. 61, West Harris County MUD
No. 15 Wastewater Treatment Plant, Harris County MUD No. 196 Wastewater
Treatment Plant, and Timberlake Improvement District Wastewater Treatment Plant.
According to the application, Nantucket sent a Letter of Interest/Non-Interest in
Providing Wastewater Service to the four facilities by certified mail. Harris County
FWSD No. 61 did not respond to the inquiry. The other three facilities responded to
Nantucket, all indicating: “There is not enough capacity available to serve the proposed
plant.”

There is nothing in the Texas Water Code or the TCEQ rules mandating denial of
a TPDES permit because other treatment facilities refused the applicant annexation. The
Executive Director evaluated Nantucket’s application and determined that Nantucket
provided sufficient information regarding regionalization and that it was appropriate to

move forward with the technical review of the application.

COMMENT 71:

Several commenters expressed concern that the planned development had been
opposed by state legislators and denied by other agencies in the past.
RESPONSE 71:

The TCEQ does not have the authority to address these types of issues as part of

the wastewater permitting process. While the Texas Legislature has given the TCEQ the
responsibility to protect water quality, the water quality permitting process is limited to
controlling the discharge of pollutants into or adjacent to water in the state and

protecting the water quality of the state’s rivers, lakes, and coastal waters. A compliance

history for the customer and plant site were run and there was no existing compliance
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history indicating that Nantucket had any previous permitting history with the TCEQ.
Any opposition, restrictions, or denials that may exist for the development itself to
proceed, is not a part of the TPDES permitting process. This process is for the WWTF,
and does not pertain to any obligations the developer needs to satisfy with other

governmental agencies for the development itself.

COMMENT 72:
One commenter asked what could be claimed as confidential. The commenter

also asked if the facility is a proprietary design. He asked if the permit can prequalify
what is and what is not considered confidential by Nantucket. He also expressed
concern that Nantucket could declare anything confidential.
RESPONSE 72:

The plant design is not confidential. In fact, a registered Professional Engineer

has to certify that the plant design conforms to all the design requirements and meets
the standards of design that are publically available in 30 TAC Chapter 217. The
proposed design of Nantucket’s facility is as follows:

The Meadows at Cypress Creek Wastewater Treatment Facility will
be an activated sludge process plant operated in the conventional
activated sludge mode. Treatment units in the Interim phase will
include a lift station, bar screen, two aeration basins, a final
clarifier, two aerobic sludge digesters, and a chlorine contact
chamber. Treatment units in the Final phase will include a lift
station, bar screen, four aeration basins, a final clarifier, four
aerobic sludge digesters, and a chlorine contact chamber. The
facility has not been constructed. 50

Normally if there is any information considered ‘confidential’ in the process of
permitting a facility via the TPDES program it is for industrial facilities where there may
be some proprietary process. It is extremely unusual for there to be proprietary

information with a TPDES permit that serves a domestic development.

50 Statement of Basis/Technical Summary and Executive Director Preliminary Decision, Project Description, page 1.
- ]
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COMMENT 73:

One commenter stated that Nantucket is requesting a TPDES permit in order to

circumvent the proper process, after being previously denied its development.
RESPONSE 73:

The Executive Director is not aware of whom the commenter is speaking of in

reference to who denied the development; nor is the ED aware of how Nantucket
applying for a TPDES permit from the TCEQ is circumventing “the proper process.” The
Executive Director evaluated Nantucket’s permit application and determined that the
draft permit complies with all applicable statutory and regulatory requirements, as well
as Commission policies. The permitting process is intended to control the discharge of
pollutants into water in the state and to protect the water quality of the state’s rivers,

lakes, and coastal waters.

COMMENT 74:

One commenter stated that the TCEQ only exists to rubber stamp this

application.
RESPONSE 74:
The Executive Director performed a thorough administrative and technical

review of the application submitted by Nantucket. Nantucket’s TPDES permit
application was evaluated for the purpose of protecting aquatic life, human health, and
the environment. The review included an analysis of the existing uses of the receiving
waters under title 30, section 307.5(c) of the Texas Administrative Code, which aided in
establishing the appropriate effluent limits, and a waste load analysis for Segment No.
1009, which determined the receiving waters’ water qualities. The water quality
standards applied to the proposed permit were determined by the individual water
quality characteristics of each receiving stream and the impacts the effluent may have
on the receiving stream based on the receiving stream’s volume and flow rate and the
type of wastewater being discharged by the facility. This information was used to
develop effluent limits that will be protective of water quality so the receiving stream’s
designated uses will not be impaired and the health and safety of individuals and
wildlife that may come into contact with the water are protected.
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The ED’s technical review of the permit application began with a review by the
Water Quality Assessment (WQA) Section. The WQA Section determined the designated
uses of the water body segment that would receive the proposed discharges, the critical
conditions for the water body (i.e., low flow) when the water body is most susceptible to
adverse effects, and the limits needed to ensure the dissolved oxygen criteria will be met.
Upon completing the review, the WQA Section provided recommendations used to
develop the proposed permit. The effluent limits were set by comparing technology-
based effluent limits with the water quality-based effluent limits. To determine which
effluent limits were appropriate, the permit writer first reviewed the information about
the facility and the proposed discharges and then developed technology-based effluent
limits based on federal effluent guidelines. Finally, the permit writer compared the
technology-based effluent limits with the water quality-based effluent limits and used
the more stringent effluent limit in the proposed permit.

The Commission or TCEQ may issue the draft permit or revise the draft permit
based on public comments or recommendations from the public hearing. If a permit is
issued, Nantucket must comply with the provisions of the permit, which include effluent
limits and monitoring requirements, standard provisions, sludge provisions, and other

requirements.

COMMENT 75:

One commenter expressed concern that the addition of the facility’s effluent will

add to the cost of the water district monitoring and increase the cost of manpower to
watch it. Multiple commenters stated the capital budgets and operational forecasts
developed in furtherance of this project were based on the assumption that the
development would connect to a water district. As a result, commenters stated, the
budgeted costs did not include the proposed wastewater treatment plant. Commenters
stated with less money available for adequate operation of the proposed treatment
plant, the system will be unable to provide sanitation service that meets the regulatory
requirements. The commenters expressed concern that the project lacks assurances that
it will be run by an entity with sufficient funds and expertise to provide high-quality

service. One commenter expressed concern about the facility not having enough money
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to support itself and ensure proper operation if the property has been sold to other
investors.
RESPONSE 75:

The permitting process is intended to control the discharge of pollutants into

water in the state and to protect the water quality of the state’s rivers, lakes, and coastal
waters. TCEQ does not have jurisdiction to address concerns such as those listed in
Comment 75 above in the wastewater permitting process, granted Nantucket complies
with all the requirements of the permit. If Nantucket fails to comply with all
requirements of the permit, it may be subject to enforcement action. Members of the
public are encouraged to report any concerns about suspected noncompliance with the
terms of any permit or other environmental regulation. The TCEQ investigates all

complaints received.

COMMENT 76:

One commenter stated that the developers aren’t part of and don’t care about the

local community. One commenter stated that there is every reason to expect
unscrupulous behavior from the developer, including dumping untreated water into the
storm sewer. One commenter stated that she does not trust the people wanting to build
the WWTF.
RESPONSE 76:

If Nantucket released untreated water, it would be an unauthorized discharge and

may subject Nantucket to enforcement action. An unauthorized discharge is considered
to be any discharge of wastewater at any location not permitted as an outfall.5!
Additionally, the draft permit does not limit anyone’s ability to seek legal remedies from
Nantucket regarding any potential trespass, nuisance, or other cause of action in
response to the proposed facility’s activities that may result in injury to human health or
property or interfere with the normal use and enjoyment of property.

51 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Permit Condition 2(g), page 10.
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COMMENT 77:

Several commenters expressed concern that a low-income develop will negatively

impact the area. Two commenters stated that that they are already overcrowded with
low-income housing. Two commenters stated that the new low-income housing
development is unnecessary due to ample availability to other housing established in the
area. Two commenters stated that there are too many people living in the area. Several
commenters express concern about over-development of the Cypress area. One
commenter stated that there are less populated areas that could handle the type of
development the facility is being built to serve.

One commenter expressed concerned that the developer’s “subsidized” housing
will bring substandard minded people into an area where there are people who work for
their livelihood. Several commenters expressed concern about the potential rise in crime
if low-income housing is built in the area. One commenter stated that low-income
housing is a breeding ground for drugs, drinking, theft, burglary and other serious
crimes. Two commenters expressed concern for the safety of elementary school
children, teachers, and school personnel. One commenter stated that the development
would add a significant load on local police and support services. One commenter stated
that emergency service agencies cannot take on the additional burden of the
development.

One commenter objected to the application because the development it is
designed to support is unnecessary.

One commenter stated that the Cypress Creek Trails Master Plan (CCTMP)
Coordinating Board is working hard to preserve the green spaces for the residents of
Cypress now and the eventual growth of Houston westward. One commenter expressed
concern about the developers turning what little green space the community has in the
area into a concrete jungle.

One commenter stated that the facility is a smoke screen for plans to attach
another apartment complex.

Several commenters stated that the development would create a significant tax

burden. One commenter expressed concern that future residents of will not pay the
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same taxes as current residents of the area. Several commenters expressed concern
about the development overburdening roadways.
RESPONSE 77

Section 26.027 of the Texas Water Code authorizes the TCEQ to issue permits to

control the discharge of wastes or pollutants into state waters and to protect the water
guality of the state’s rivers, lakes, and coastal waters. The water quality permitting
process is limited to controlling the discharge of pollutants into or adjacent to water in
the state and protecting the water quality of the state’s rivers, lakes, and coastal waters.
The TCEQ does not have jurisdiction under the Texas Water Code or its regulations to
address or consider such issues addressed in Comment 77 in its determination of

whether or not to issue a water quality permit.

COMMENT 78:

One commenter expressed concern about the lack of any recent study of Cypress

Creek in light of the massive development in Northwest Harris County since 2012.
RESPONSE 78:
Water quality testing has found that bacteria concentrations are elevated in

numerous waterways in the Houston-Galveston region. In order to reduce bacteria
concentrations and to protect recreational safety, numerous Total Maximum Daily Load
(TMDL) projects have been initiated within this region. Fifteen Total Maximum Daily
Loads for Indicator Bacteria in Watersheds Upstream of Lake Houston For Segment
Numbers 1004E, 1008, 1008H, 1009, 1009C, 1009D, 1009E, 1010, and 1011 (Project
No. 82) is part of this effort. This TMDL project was adopted by the TCEQ on April 6,
2011 and was approved by EPA on June 29, 2011, and became an update to the state’s
Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP). Additionally, an addendum to the original
TMDL was submitted through the October 2013 WQMP update. This addendum added
six new assessment units to the original TMDL project. New discharges, amendments to
increase or reduce permitted flows for existing discharges, and cancelled, withdrawn,
and expired permits are all updated in the TMDL through the WQMP update process.
These changes are submitted to TMDL staff to incorporate into the TMDL project. When
applicable, these updates may result in the shifting of allocations between the sum of the
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individual waste load allocations (WLAs) and the allowance for future growth (AFG)
factor included in the project. These TMDL updates are submitted to EPA for review and

approval through the WQMP update process.

COMMENT 79:

Multiple commenters expressed concern about bacterial loading of Cypress

Creek. Several commenters expressed concern about effluent from the WWTF
increasing the possibility of waterborne pathogens, including but not limited to viruses,
bacteria, salmonella & protozoa, being released. One commenter expressed concern for
the safety of his children if chemically treated water backs into his yard.
RESPONSE 79:

The permit was drafted in accordance with 30 TAC Chapter 307, Texas Surface

Water Quality Standards, and TCEQ implementation procedures. The TCEQ rules state
that surface waters cannot be made toxic to aquatic or terrestrial organisms.52 The draft
permit includes additional requirements for the wastewater treatment system to ensure
the protection of water quality and human health.

The draft permit requires the treated effluent to be disinfected prior to discharge.
Chlorination of the treated effluent is required to provide adequate disinfection and
reduce pathogenic organisms. The effluent must be chlorinated in a chlorine contact
chamber to a chlorine residual of 1.0 mg/l with a minimum detention time of 20
minutes. The chlorine residual must be monitored five times per week by grab sample
according to the proposed draft permit requirements.

In addition, the permit contains Escherichia Coli (E. coli limits) of a daily average
of 63 Colony Forming Units (CFU) or Most Probable Number (MPN) per 100 ml and a
single grab limit of 200 CFU or MPN per 100 ml. There is once per quarter testing in
both permit phases which is based on the bacteria testing frequency requirements
contained in 30 TAC Section 319.9(b). The daily average limit is one-half the primary
contact limit contained in 30 TAC Section 307.7. The E. coli bacteria limits are also

based on compliance with TMDL Project No. 82.

230 TAC § 307.4

Executive Director’s Response to Comments
Nantucket Housing, LLC
TPDES Permit No. WQ0015381001 Page 61





The Executive Director has determined that the proposed draft permit is
protective of the environment, water quality, and human health and that it meets TCEQ
rules and requirements. Noncompliance with the permit may result in enforcement

action against the permittee.

COMMENT 80:
Multiple commenters expressed concern about adding bacteria to Cypress Creek

because it is already largely impaired due to bacterium levels.
RESPONSE 80:

As part of the TCEQ Water Quality Division review process fora WWTF
application, any requirements for WWTFs from TMDLs that are applicable for the

discharge route and receiving water segment are incorporated into permit conditions or
effluent limits. For the proposed discharge location and discharge route there was one
applicable, finalized TMDL.: Project No. 82.

As part of the finalized TMDL, the waste load allocation (WLA) for wastewater
treatment facilities for indicator bacteria was established as the permitted flow for each
facility multiplied by one-half the geometric mean criterion for bacteria. Future growth
from existing or new permitted sources is not limited by these TMDLs as long as the
sources do not exceed the limits of one-half the bacteria geometric mean criterion for E.
coli. To ensure that effluent limitations for this discharge are consistent with the WLAs
provided in the TMDL, a concentration based effluent limitation for E. coli of 63 MPN
or CFU per 100 ml has been included in the draft permit.

The effluent limitations included in the draft permit for both the Interim phase
and the Final phase include a daily average E. coli limit of 63 MPN or CFU per 100 mli
and a maximum single grab limit of 200 E. coli MPN or CFU per 100 ml.53 These limits
are required due to the above referenced applicable finalized TMDL. As discussed in
Response 2 above, the draft permit effluent limitations and permit conditions were

included to be protective of aquatic and human uses of the receiving waters.

53 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit Interim Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements, Item 4, page 2;
Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit Final Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements, ltem 4, page 2a.
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COMMENT 81:

One commenter asked what the plan was on keeping sediment from going down

to Cypress Creek.
RESPONSE 81.:
The draft permit is for the discharge of treated effluent. Typically, treated effluent

does not contain a large amount of sediment. The draft permit contains an effluent limit
of 15 mg/I TSS, which is equivalent to 15 parts per million of TSS.54 The sediment load
from untreated influent to a WWTF is contained in the sludge production along with the
bacteria that are present. These bacteria are used to breakdown the biological material
in influent. This material is not discharged to waters of the state. It is disposed of at

TCEQ authorized sites according to the terms of the draft permit.55

COMMENT 82:

One commenter stated that the developer is putting housing in the area under

false pretenses, misrepresenting the property and without the proper right of ways.
Several commenters expressed concern that the WWTF would negatively affect the
property and home values of their neighborhoods. Several commenters expressed
concern about increased traffic. One commenter stated that the developer will not
contribute to enhance the city. Several commenters expressed concern that activity of
the WWTF would create aesthetically unattractive conditions.
RESPONSE 82:

While the Texas Legislature has given TCEQ the responsibility to protect water

guality, the water quality permitting process is limited to controlling the discharge of
pollutants into or adjacent to water in the state and protecting the water quality of the
state’s rivers, lakes, and coastal waters. The TCEQ does not have the authority to
consider issues such as property value, aesthetics, and traffic.

Furthermore, 30 TAC § 305.122(d) states that the issuance of the permit does not

authorize any injury to persons or property, an invasion of other property rights, or any

54 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Draft Permit Conditions, page 3.
55 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Sludge Provisions, page 17.
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infringement of state or local statutes or regulations. Under 30 TAC § 305.122(c) and 30
TAC § 305.125(16), the issuance of a permit does not convey any property right or
exclusive privilege. The draft permit incorporates those rules.

Members of the public are encouraged to report any concerns about nuisance
issues or suspected noncompliance with the terms of any permit or other environmental
regulation by using the contact information listed in Response 2 above. The TCEQ
investigates all complaints received. If the facility is found to be out of compliance with
the terms and conditions of its permit, it may be subject to investigation and possible

enforcement action.

COMMENT 83:

Several commenters expressed concern that new families in the development will

place a huge burden on and overcrowd Millsap Elementary School and other schools in
the Cypress area. One commenter stated that the school district is already overcrowded
and strapped for funding. One commenter stated that adding residents will negatively
impact the already declining quality of education.
RESPONSE 83:

Section 26.027 of the Texas Water Code authorizes the TCEQ to issue permits to

control the discharge of wastes or pollutants into state waters and to protect the water
quality of the state’s rivers, lakes, and coastal waters. The water quality permitting
process is limited to controlling the discharge of pollutants into or adjacent to water in
the state and protecting the water quality of the state’s rivers, lakes, and coastal waters.
The TCEQ does not have jurisdiction under the Texas Water Code or its regulations to
address or consider issues such as possible school overcrowding or school funding in its

determination of whether or not to issue a water quality permit.

COMMENT 84:

One commenter stated that the land in question for this development should be

used as a retention area for floodwater and not developed for any sort of residential use.
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RESPONSE 84:

The TCEQ does not have any jurisdiction over zoning decisions. The TCEQ'’s

review concerns Nantucket permit application for the proposed WWTF and not the
development the WTTF is proposed to serve.

COMMENT 85:
One commenter stated that the TCEQ should publicly define an upper limit to

bacteria and water quality and use the latest Cypress Creek segment testing results to
govern and inform the permitting process.
RESPONSE 85:

In 30 TAC § 307.4(j) the State of Texas uses primary contact recreational

standards for bacteria limits in TPDES permits. If there is an applicable TMDL for
bacteria, the permitted bacteria effluent limits must also meet the bacteria requirements
of the TMDL. Since there is an applicable TMDL, as noted in Response 79, the bacteria
effluent limit required in the permit is one-half the primary contact recreational limit.
Since the limit is one half, it is not expected that the contribution from Nantucket would
result in causing a bacterial impairment in Cypress Creek.

In regard to loading values related to bacteria, TMDL Project No. 82 provides the
following information pertaining to the Cypress Creek (Segment 1009) watershed,
including its tributaries:

e The total current permitted E. coli Waste Load Allocations (WLASs) for all

TPDES facility wastewater discharges (final phase permitted flows) into the
Cypress Creek watershed is 207 Billion MPN (Most Probable Number)/day;

e The Allowance for Future Growth (AFG) E. coli value for the Cypress Creek

watershed is currently 147 Billion MPN/day;

e The WLA and AFG values together total 354 Billion MPN/day E. coli.

The TMDL project also includes E. coli load allocation values for non-point
sources (779 Billion MPN/day), permitted stormwater discharges (338 Billion
MPN/day), plus a margin of safety value, for a cumulative total from all sources of 1550
Billion MPN/day E. coli.
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COMMENT 86:

One commenter stated that prior to granting this permit, the TCEQ needs to test

and make public the results of Cypress Creek water testing.
RESPONSE 86:

As of March 2, 2016, there were approximately 108 facilities®6 in the Cypress
Creek (Segment 1009) watershed with either issued TPDES permits or TPDES permit

applications in-house, with a total final phase (authorized or proposed) discharge flow
volume of approximately 85.7 MGD. Recommended effluent limits for oxygen-
demanding constituents and for bacteria TMDL project allocations are based on
permitted flows; so actual current flow values have not been evaluated or calculated for
use in the analysis of the current permit application.

As explained in Response 79, the total current permitted E. coli Waste Load
Allocations (WLAs) for all TPDES facility wastewater discharges (final phase permitted
flows) into the Cypress Creek watershed is 207 Billion MPN (Most Probable
Number)/day. The Allowance for Future Growth (AFG) E. coli value for the Cypress
Creek watershed is currently 147 Billion MPN/day. The WLA and AFG values together
total 354 Billion MPN/day E. coli. The TMDL project also includes E. coli load allocation
values for non-point sources (779 Billion MPN/day), permitted stormwater discharges
(338 Billion MPN/day), plus a margin of safety value, for a cumulative total from all
sources of 1550 Billion MPN/day E. coli.

COMMENT 87:

One commenter stated that bacteria levels in the creek are not monitored enough

to guarantee levels will not be harmful.
RESPONSE 87:

There are thirteen Cypress Creek watershed Surface Water Quality Monitoring

(SWQM) stations (nine on Cypress Creek, four on tributaries) that monitor bacteria

levels, as well as other parameters, on a regular ongoing basis; some twice a year, some

56 The total of 108 facilities includes some industrial permits that have BODs, CBODs, and/or ammonia nitrogen
limits.
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guarterly, some 9, 10, or 11 times per year. Some of the mainstream Cypress Creek
SWQM stations are located upstream of the proposed discharge location; others are
located downstream of it. Two of the tributary stations are on nearby Little Cypress
Creek. The TCEQ uses data from routine water quality monitoring to assess a water
body every two years for the 303(d) list, which is the State’s inventory of impaired and
threatened waters. That data is compared to the recreational standards found in the

Texas Surface Water Quality Standards.

COMMENT 88:

Two commenters asked why the TCEQ does not have a cut off of wastewater

facilities discharging into Cypress Creek if Cypress Creek is known to have coal
contamination.
RESPONSE 88:

A WWTF would not be expected to contribute to coal contamination.
Additionally, Segment No. 1009 is not listed on the 2012 or 2014 303(d) list as having

coal contamination.

COMMENT 89:

One commenter asked how the daily maximum will be calculated if there is not

continuous monitoring. He also asked whether daily maximums will be based on a chart
or other type recorder.
RESPONSE 89:

Page 2 and Page 2a of the draft permit state that Nantucket will report the daily

average and the maximum single grab. BOD5, TSS, and NHs-N must be monitored once
per week. The arithmetic average of all single grab values in the calendar month would
be the daily average. The maximum single grab would be the highest of the values
obtained in the calendar month. For permits with daily average flows under 0.5 MGD,
composite monitoring and a daily maximum is not required to be monitored or
reported. This is in compliance with 30 TAC § 319.9(a).

For E. coli the samples are also grab samples. The sampling frequency in both
phases of the draft permit for E. coli is once per quarter. This is consistent with 30 TAC
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§ 319.9. This is a minimum testing requirement. If the permittee chooses to take one
measurement, that measurement would then be both the daily average value and the
single grab value. However, if the permittee took more measurements within a calendar
month, the geometric mean of those values within a calendar month would serve as the
daily average E. coli value.

Based on the requested flows this permit does not contain daily maximum
reporting requirements. The permittee is required to take grab samples according to the
draft permit, not composite samples.

COMMENT 90:

One commenter asked if will there be a specific flow rate associated with taking a

grab sample. He further asked if there are other requirements on operating conditions
when a sample is taken. He stated that he assumes the system will not be uniform and
the sample reading could be a function of plant loading. He also asked if grab samples
can be cherry picked, for example, numerous samples taken and only submit the best
one.
RESPONSE 90:

Daily flows will vary from day to day. So, there is no specific flow rate associated

with taking a grab sample. According to 30 TAC § 319.9(a), grab measurements shall be
made on samples collected during peak flow periods. A plant operator will be able to
determine when that occurs, on average, for the plant and schedule grab samples
accordingly. Note that sampling frequency in the permit is a minimum. A permittee can
conduct more frequent measurements. However, all analyzed samples are required to be
reported. There is no ‘cherry picking’ allowed. The only exception is for a scheduled
maintenance where some plant work is being done and tests are taken for the purposes

of analyzing maintenance work.

COMMENT 91:

One commenter asked how often point source testing is conducted to ensure

water quality is maintained.
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RESPONSE 91:

The Nantucket permit has specific testing frequency requirements for the

required permitted effluent limits listed on page 2 and page 2a of the draft permit.
Chlorine is monitored five times per week; pH is monitored once per month; dissolved

oxygen is monitored once per week.

COMMENT 92:

Several commenters expressed concern that chemicals used to treat wastewater

will contribute to pollution and harm aquatic life in Cypress Creek. One commenter
expressed concern of unknown chemicals being discharged.
RESPONSE 92:

The effluent limitations in the draft permit are designed to maintain and protect

the existing instream uses and contain limits for the pollutants that are present in
treated domestic wastewater. The proposed plant design is as an activated sludge plant.
The main treatment process is based on the natural process of bacterial decomposition
of the largest biological matter components of untreated influent. Chlorine is the main
chemical used for disinfection in the treatment process. The draft permit contains a
maximum chlorine limit of 4 mg/l which is tested five times per week.

The permit was drafted according to the existing rules and policies of TCEQ and
in accordance with the implementation procedure. The proposed Final flow is
considered to be a smaller discharger and will have relatively insignificant effects on the
receiving water from the residual chlorine present from the treated effluent. This is
especially the case where the minor facility is discharging to a waterbody like Cypress

Creek, which has a critical low flow of 3.72 cubic feet per second at the discharge point.

COMMENT 93
One commenter asked for the lists of all chemicals, their quantities, and storage

containment plans. He also asked for information about any hazardous chemicals,

specifically chlorine, being used.
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RESPONSE 93:
A list of chemicals and their quantities and storage is not a part of the Nantucket

permit application nor required as part of a TPDES permit application. However, the
proposed design includes chlorination, which is the most common disinfection chemical
used at a WWTF. Nantucket stated in its application that it proposes to use liquid
chlorination. The design and operation of the chlorination system would be required to
meet all applicable portions of 30 TAC Chapter 217 Subchapter K, Chemical
Disinfection. In addition, since the proposed plant is located within the Lake Houston
Watershed, a provision was included in the draft permit which reads: “The permittee
shall comply with 30 TAC § 311.36, which requires the permittees of all domestic
wastewater treatment facilities discharging into the Lake Houston Watershed to install
dual-feed chlorination systems capable of automatically changing from one cylinder to

another if gaseous chlorination is used for disinfection.”5’

COMMENT 94.
Several commenters expressed concern about the potential for eutrophication

and hypoeutrophication.
RESPONSE 94:

Consistent with the Water Quality Division’s Procedures to Implement the Texas

Surface Water Quality Standards, a nutrient screening was not needed due to the small
amount of effluent proposed in the permit application. Eutrophication or
hypoeutrophication of a waterbody is primarily affected by the physical and chemical
parameters. Physical parameters that affect eutrophication include tree canopy, water
depth, river bottom substrate, water clarity, instream dilution, stream type, and
turbidity. The physical conditions in the stream are not conducive to eutrophication or
hypoeutrophication due to relatively deep water over sandy or clay substrate with
significant canopy cover. Furthermore, the final proposed effluent flow equates to 0.085

cubic feet per second. This represents a fraction of the harmonic mean flow of 5.07 cubic

57 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Other Requirements, Item 6, page 33.
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feet per second (cfs) and the critical low flow of 3.72 cfs found at the discharge location
in Cypress Creek. Therefore, in the absence of conditions conducive to excessive algal
growth, and the fraction of receiving water volume represented by the treated effluent,
eutrophication or hypoeutrophication is not expected and permit limits for nutrients are

not needed for this discharge.

COMMENT 95:
One commenter asked for an explanation of the process of collecting and testing

samples of the treated wastewater prior to being released into Cypress Creek.
RESPONSE 95:
Pages 5 through 8 of the draft permit under Monitoring and Reporting

Requirements lays out the requirements for testing the discharge. For a full explanation
of the sampling process, please see 30 TAC 8§88 319.11 - 319.12, governing sampling and
laboratory methods, and 30 TAC Chapter 25, governing environmental testing

laboratory accreditation and certification.

COMMENT 96:
One commenter asked how the TCEQ will conduct reviews and monitor the

facility to ensure that children are safe. One commenter expressed concern about the
facility not being monitored enough. One commenter stated that there are not adequate
checks and balances in place with the WWTF being proposed since the owner of the
WWTF is also the owner of the for-profit apartments it will be serving. One commenter
asked how the WWTF will be regulated to make sure only 55,000 gallons per day of
treated effluent is released.
RESPONSE 96:

Any discharge outside the parameters of the permit would be an unauthorized

discharge, which would subject Nantucket to potential enforcement action for failure to
comply with TCEQ rules or the permit. The TCEQ, through its Office of Compliance and
Enforcement, ensures compliance with state and federal regulations and the terms and
conditions of the permit by way of routine compliance investigations and complaint
investigations, and review of self-reported monitoring data. The regional office conducts
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on-site investigations. The central office in Austin, through the Monitoring Division,
reviews the self-reported data for compliance with the permitted effluent limits and
other permit conditions. Additionally, the public may report possible violations of the
permit or regulations by contacting the TCEQ Region 12 Office in Houston at 713-767-
3500, or the statewide toll-free number at 1-888-777-3186. In addition, complaints may

be filed online: http://www.tceg.texas.gov/complaints.

If the facility is found to be out of compliance with the terms or conditions of the
permit, Nantucket may be subject to enforcement. Please reference the TCEQ
Enforcement Initiation Criteria (EIC) for full details on agency standards and protocols

for addressing violations: http://www.tceqg.state.tx.us/enforcement/policy/eic.html.

COMMENT 97:
One commenter states that the reporting is self-reporting. He asks if the permit

allows for sampling by other interested parties at the end of the pipe at Cypress Creek
and would the permit recognize these samples as representative of the discharge.
RESPONSE 97:

The draft permit does not have any provisions for individuals collecting samples

to be used as representative of the discharge in any official permit related capacity.
However, the draft permit does allow for sampling by TCEQ personnel that can then be

used to gather data during investigations.

COMMENT 98:

Several commenters expressed concern about the potential of the treated waste

spreading diseases to humans and animals. One commenter expressed concern about
the potential for microbial diseases associated with treated waste.
RESPONSE 98:

The draft permit requires the treated effluent to be disinfected prior to discharge.

Chlorination of the treated effluent is required to provide adequate disinfection and
reduce pathogenic organisms. The effluent must be chlorinated in a chlorine contact

chamber to a chlorine residual of 1.0 mg/l with a minimum detention time of 20
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minutes. The chlorine residual must be monitored five times per week by grab sample

according to the proposed draft permit requirements.>8

COMMENT 99:

One commenter expressed concern about the facility not removing

pharmaceuticals and negatively affecting human health and aquatic life.
RESPONSE 99:
Neither the TCEQ nor the EPA has promulgated rules limiting pharmaceutical

and personal care products (PPCPs). Examples of pharmaceuticals are antibiotics and
analgesics; and examples of personal care products are cosmetics and fragrances. The
EPA is investigating PPCPs, and has, to date, stated that scientists have not found
evidence of adverse human health effects from PPCPs in the environment. Although
PPCP removal during municipal wastewater treatment has been documented in
scientific studies, standard removal efficiencies have not been established for PPCPs,

nor are there state or federal effluent limits.

COMMENT 100:
Multiple commenters requested that if the permit is not denied that the Applicant

be required to impose stricter bacteria limits for its effluent.
RESPONSE 100:

The ED has determined that the proposed draft permit meets the requirements of

the TSWQS and is protective of the environment, water quality, aquatic life, and human
health and that it meets TCEQ rules and requirements if the Nantucket operates and
maintains the facility as required by the proposed permit and regulations. Permits are
drafted to include the applicable effluent limits based on point of discharge and daily
average flow being requested to meet all applicable rules and regulations. The TCEQ
does not have the authority to impose limits on Nantucket outside of the applicable

rules and regulations related to TPDES permits.

8 Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Interim Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements, Item 2, page 2;
Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Final Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements, Iltem 2, page 2a.
e ————
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COMMENT 101:

One commenter stated that standing water from the plant in the ditches will

increase mosquitoes and mosquito borne illness. One commenter expressed concern
about mosquitoes carrying diseases originating from pollutants. One commenter
expressed concern about a buildup of mosquitoes spreading West Nile disease.
RESPONSE 101:

Standing water conditions are not anticipated as a regular occurrence from the

proposed discharge from the Nantucket facility. Because the facility would serve an
apartment complex, there are expected to be regular daily flows, which would not result
in standing water. Additionally, the proposed discharge route is directly into an enclosed
stormwater drain, which would further mitigate the possibility of standing water from

the discharged effluent.

COMMENT 102:

One commenter expressed concern about the possibility of the proposed plant

processing groundwater and subsequent waste close to the Jones Road Groundwater
Plume Superfund site.
RESPONSE 102:

The Water Quality Division has determined that the draft permit complies with

the TSWQS, which ensures that the effluent discharge is protective of aquatic life,
human health, and the environment. Both the Standards Implementation Team and
Water Quality Assessment Team surface water modelers conduct the review process for
surface water quality. The Water Quality Division has determined that if the surface
water quality is protected, then the groundwater quality will not be impacted. According
to the terms of the draft permit, Nantucket will have a very small collection system
which minimizes the potential for groundwater impacts, and the discharge is directly to

an enclosed stormwater pipe.

COMMENT 103:

Several commenters expressed concern about the WWTF’s proximity to Millsap

Elementary school and residences. Two commenters expressed concern about the
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WWTF’s proximity a day care, a home for geriatrics and a school/home for mentally
challenged people.
RESPONSE 103:

The Executive Director does not have authority to mandate a different location

provided the proposed location complies with the Texas Water Code and TCEQ's rules.
The Executive Director evaluated the permit application request according to applicable
statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as Commission policies, and determined
that the draft permit complies with all applicable statutory and regulatory requirements,
as well as Commission policies. There are no rules prohibiting a discharge at the
location proposed by Nantucket.

A dissolved oxygen (DO) modeling analysis was performed in order to ensure
that DO levels will be maintained above the criteria established by the Standards
Implementation Team for Cypress Creek. These criteria have been established in order
to protect aquatic life in these water bodies. The proposed effluent limits of 10 mg/I five-
day carbonaceous biochemical oxygen demand (CBODs), 3 mg/l ammonia-nitrogen
(NHs-N), and 6.0 mg/l minimum effluent DO are predicted to be adequate to ensure
that instream DO concentrations will be maintained above these levels.

In addition, there is a disinfection requirement with a corresponding permit limit
of 63 Colony Forming Units (CFU) or Most Probable Number (MPN) of E. coli per 100
ml to ensure that treated effluent discharged to public waters will be safe for contact

recreational activities.

COMMENT 104:
One commenter stated that the TCEQ should have brought an attorney to the

public meeting instead of a paralegal.
RESPONSE 104:
TCEQ attorneys, Alicia Ramirez representing the Executive Director, and Isabel

Segarra Trevino representing the TCEQ’s Office of Public Interest Counsel, attended the
public meeting held on November 12, 2015, for Nantucket’s permit application, and

answered questions during the informal portion of the meeting.
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COMMENT 105:

One commenter expressed concern that the data used to evaluate the permit and

determine the allowed discharge is over three years old.
RESPONSE 105:

All data contained in the permit application met applicable standards for data

age. As a never before built facility there was no existing facility effluent data to
evaluate. The data used by the Water Quality Division to evaluate the permit was the
applicable latest data, models, implementation procedures, 303(d) list, and the latest
version of any other applicable standard and rule available at the time of permit review.

COMMENT 106:
One commenter asked when the permit was done: during a period of drought,

during typical weather conditions. The commenter also asked if climate conditions were
considered.
RESPONSE 106:

Modeling is performed under conservative estimates. Modeling is performed with

all permittees discharging at full permitted final phase flows and at full permitted final
phase effluent limits (for CBODs, ammonia-nitrogen, and minimum effluent DO),
during hot and dry summertime conditions, when DO levels are expected to be lowest.
This modeling is performed to ensure that instream DO levels throughout the Cypress
Creek watershed will be maintained above the criteria assigned to Cypress Creek and all
of its tributaries. Changes in flow characteristics of classified segments are regularly
evaluated to determine if climatic changes have significantly changed flow

characteristics.

COMMENT 107:

One commenter expressed concern about a government subsidized property

managing and operating its own waste water treatment system.
RESPONSE 107:

The draft permit contains permit requirements including Operator requirements.

The Applicant and responsible party is considerering a private operator and the
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proposed plant is considered a private wastewater plant. Other Requirement No. 1 on

page 33 of the draft permit describes specific Operator requirements for this facility.

COMMENT 108:

Several commenters expressed concern about the WWTF’s activity diminishing

clean water availability in the area.
RESPONSE 108:
Water availability and the drilling of drinking water wells are issues that are not a

part of the wastewater permitting process. However, 30 TAC § 305.45(a)(6)(A) requires
that applicants submit maps of a sufficient quality, size, and scale capable of sufficiently
illustrating wells, springs, other surface water bodies, and water in the state. During the
application process, Nantucket stated in its application that there is no surface water
intake for domestic drinking water supply located within 5 miles downstream from the

proposed point of discharge.5®

COMMENT 109:
Multiple commenters expressed concern that nutrient loading from the discharge

will violate the aesthetic parameters found in the TSWQS by and through production of
algal growth. They also expressed concern that nutrient loading from the discharge will
violate the TSWQS by and through changes from ambient conditions of turbidity and
color.

RESPONSE 109:

The Executive Director has determined that, provided Nantucket complies with

the terms of the permit, the discharge from the wastewater treatment facility will not
cause degradation of Cypress Creek. To evaluate degradation, the Executive Director’s
staff performed an antidegradation review, which included a nutrient screening. TCEQ
staff performed a nutrient screening consistent with the current 2010 implementation
procedures to determine if nutrient limits may be needed to preclude degradation in

Cypress Creek. Site specific screening factors are applied to assess the potential need for

59 Nantucket Housing, LLC Permit Application, Domestic Technical Report Worksheet 2.0, Item 1, page 28 of 76.
- ]
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a total phosphorus limit to control instream vegetation growth. These screening factors
include: size of the discharge, instream dilution, sensitivity to growth of attached algae-
type of bottom, sensitivity to growth of attached vegetation-depth, sensitivity to nutrient
enrichment-water clarity, sensitivity to growth of aquatic vegetation-observation,
sensitivity to growth of aquatic vegetation- shading and sunlight, streamflow
sustainability, impoundments and pools, consistency with other permits, and the
existence of concern for nutrients or aquatic vegetation in the TCEQ'’s integrated report.
The effect of eutrophication in Cypress Creek due to a discharge of .085 cfs is
minimal. Cypress Creek harmonic mean flow is 5.07 cfs at the point of discharge.
Therefore, there is a high rate of dilution, which decreases the chance of eutrophication.
The high rate of dilution will also decrease the adverse effect of any excess turbidity or

unnatural color and will not violate the TSWQS.

COMMENT 110:

One commenter stated that strict conservation measures should be included as

permit conditions. One commenter stated that the bar is low on what is required to
receive a permit through the TCEQ, and standards should be raised.
RESPONSE 110:

The legislature gave the TCEQ the primary responsibility for implementing the

laws relating to the protection of the environment.50 Additionally, the legislature gave
the TCEQ general jurisdiction over Texas’s water quality program including issuance of
permits and enforcement of water quality rules and permits.6! The legislature also
provided TCEQ with the authority to issue permits for the discharge of waste into or
adjacent to water in the state.52 Finally, the legislature requires TCEQ to adopt rules that
are necessary to carry out its legislatively mandated powers and duties.83 To comply
with its responsibilities the TCEQ has adopted rules governing the TPDES permitting
process, including rules governing the effluent limits for TPDES permits,%4 which are

80 TWC § 5.012.

61 TWC §5.013(3).

52TWC § 26.027.

83 TWC § 5.103.

64 See generally, 30 TAC Chapter 309 et.al.
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protective of the environment, water quality, and human health. It is beyond the scope
and authority of the ED’s analysis to make recommendations that are more stringent
than what is required by applicable rules/requirements or predicted to be necessary to
meet TSWQS. The ED reviewed Nantucket’s application and drafted a permit that meets
the requirements of the TSWQS and is protective of the environment, water quality,

aquatic life, and human health.

COMMENT 111:

One commenter asked if the TCEQ has done due diligence on the counter party

risk associated with Nantucket. The commenter asked if the TCEQ can financially
guarantee performance. The commenter also asked if the liabilities can be sold,
transferred, or conveyed to another party. He asked if a performance bond been
considered if the counter party risk is high.

RESPONSE 111:

The ED has discretion to require a performance bond. The decision on whether to

require a performance bond is made by the ED on a case-by-case basis, after the
applicant or permittee has submitted the plans and specifications for review. The rules
provide that an owner does not have to submit treatment facility plans and
specifications for approval prior to the commission issuing the facility's wastewater
permit. e

Nantucket submitted information regarding its treatment technology in its
application; however, it has not submitted the plans and specifications required for the
ED to determine if a performance bond is necessary. Since the proposed WWTF is a
typical activated sludge plant design, it is not expected that a performance bond would
be necessary.

The draft permit has procedures in place were a bankruptcy to occur.6” TCEQ

also has a team in the Office of Compliance and Enforcement that identifies and

6530 TAC § 217.157 (h)(2).

6630 TAC § 217.6(a).

67 See Nantucket Housing, LLC Draft Permit, Permit Conditions, Item 11, page 12-13.
"1

Executive Director’s Response to Comments
Nantucket Housing, LLC
TPDES Permit No. WQ0015381001 Page 79





monitors at risk systems to preemptively work on transfers before a system were to

default. There was no counter party risk assessment done for this facility.

COMMENT 112:

One commenter asked about the criteria for “amending, suspending, or

terminating the permit” as discussed in Permit Conditions 1.c and other locations within
the permit.
RESPONSE 112:

These criteria are based on the applicable sections of 30 TAC Subchapter D 8§
305.61 - 305.72 and TWC § 7.302. 30 TAC § 305.62 covers amendments. 30 TAC 88

305.66-68 covers suspension and termination of permits.

COMMENT 113:

One commenter asked about the draft permit discussing altering and reduction of

permitted activity. He asked if it is practical in this situation.
RESPONSE 113:
The draft permit states that after notice and opportunity for a hearing, the permit

may be modified, suspended, or revoked, in whole or in part, in accordance with 30 TAC
Chapter 305, Subchapter D, during its term for good cause including, but not limited to,
a change in any condition that requires either a temporary or permanent reduction or
elimination of the authorized discharge.68 The need to modify, suspend, or revoke a
permit is evaluated on a case by case basis.

COMMENT 114:

One commenter asked what standards the TPDES imposes for best available

technology and what treatment levels the TPDES employs. The commenter also asked
what are considered reasonable steps for avoiding events that would affect human

8 Nantucket Housing, LLC, Draft Permit, Permit Conditions, Item 1(b)(iii), page 9.
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health or the environment. He also asked if reasonable steps have economics as part of
the equation; and if yes, he asked what the economics of the next better technology are.
RESPONSE 114:

The TPDES program is authorized, in part, under the Clean Water Act and the
National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). The NPDES sets a

minimum technology based standard of secondary treatment. Those standards would be
20 mg/1 BODs 20 mg/1 TSS, and no ammonia nitrogen limit. For this particular permit,
the effluent limitations complied with all TSWQS, the modeling that was done, all
applicable finalized TMDL, and any applicable watershed rules.

As noted in Response 30, the effluent limits in the draft permit are more
stringent than those for most other discharges into Cypress Creek, including larger
discharges than Nantucket’s requested flow. The permit also contains permit conditions
that are in place to minimize events that would negatively affect human health and the
environment. In addition, there are announced and unannounced inspections of the
facility and monthly monitoring reports required of the permittee.

Economics was not considered when drafting the effluent limitations of the draft
permit. Rather, effluent limitations and conditions in the draft permit were designed to
comply with the TSWQS and to maintain and protect the existing instream uses of

Cypress Creek.

COMMENT 115:
One commenter asked if a hazard and operability study (HAZOP) analysis of the

system been performed.
RESPONSE 115:

There has been no HAZOP analysis of the system, nor is one required. However,

it is the responsibility of a permit holder to develop and update its operating manual as
necessary as detailed in Response 28 in order to operate the WWTF within all permit

conditions and effluent limitations.

COMMENT 116:
One commenter asked when was the last report conducted on Cypress Creek.
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RESPONSE 116:

The surface water quality monitoring team has a monitoring station in Cypress
Creek that measured water quality parameters on January 20, February 12, March 17,

April 28, June 23, July 22, and August 21 of 2015. This station has been monitoring
water quality parameters since 1986, with the exception of 1997.

COMMENT 117:

One commenter asked what the plan was regarding how much fertilizer is going
to be used since this is a point source.

RESPONSE 117:

Point sources that use fertilizer are typically agricultural in nature. Wastewater

treatment facilities do not typically use any fertilizer for the plant operation itself. Uses

of fertilizer on vegetation on the plant site is not governed by the TPDES permitting
process.
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Respectfully submitted,
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Richard A. Hyde, P.E., Executive Director

Robert Martinez, Environmental Law
Division Director
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Hollis Henley, Staff Att ff’y
Environmental Law D|V|S|on

State Bar No. 24066672

P.O. Box 13087, MC 173

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Phone: (512) 239-2253

Fax: (512) 239-0606

E-mail: Hollis.Henley@tceq.texas.gov

Representing the Executive Director of the
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

[

By:

Alicia Ramirez, Staff Attorney
Environmental Law Division

MC-173, P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Phone: (512) 239-0133

Fax: (512) 239-0606

E-mail: Alicia.Ramirez@tceq.texas.gov
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on April 6, 2016, the Executive Director’s Response to Public

Comment for Nantucket Housing, LLC, Permit No. WQ0015381001 was filed with the
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality’s Office of the Chief Clerk.

B S )

Hollis Henley, Sté‘f Attorney
Environmental Law Division
State Bar No. 24066672
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