Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 10:36 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2Z; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW. Public comment on Permit Number 164838

H

From: davejb69@yahoo.com <davejb69@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 8:20 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

POCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: David Boring

E-MAIL: davejb6S@vyahoo.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1806 TURTLE CREEK LN
GUNTER TX 75058-4230

PHONE: 5034879707
FAX:

COMMENTS: Many citizens of Gunter Texas have real concern for our air guality. Please schedule a hearing before
further damage to our health and land happens. Thank you, David Boring



Melissa Schmidt

From; PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, July 26, 2021 9:23 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

H

From: Cacrawford21@gmail.com <Cacrawford21 @gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 3:23 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1ceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER; 164838

DOCKET NUMBER;

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Corey Crawford

E-MAIL: Cacrawford21@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2021 FOX BEND TRCE
GUNTER TX 75058-4206

PHONE: 2145326757
FAX:

COMMIENTS: Request public hearing.



Mehgan Taack

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 8:45 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

H

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, January 9, 2022 12:37 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERVHT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2214448714
FAX:
COMMENTS: | would like to supplement my request for a contested case hearing to include the results of our air

dispersion modeling which show that this site and the addition of the fifth plant shows this site will exceed the NAAQS
and that our community is being put at risk.



Mehgan Taack

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 9:16 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-APD; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-0CC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

H

From: cadenl1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 8:47 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC <PUBCOMMENT-QCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Suhject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSQE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: My name is Deirdre Diamond, | live at 2105 Bledsoe Rd. Gunter, Texas 75058. My phone number is
214.448.7149. | do not have a fax number. Please consider the following information as a supplement to my previously
requested contested case hearing. The 440 yard should not apply to this permit when defining an affected person
because the pollution/emissions from this site are showing to leave the property during our initial stages of air
dispersion modeling. This is due to the dense concentration of plants in one small area that are contiguous and adjacent
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to each other. The protectiveness of the standard permit is not applied when the emissions and pollution leaves the
property and created negative impact to our environment, therefor allowing me to contest this permit. | have an
invested interest in this permit being denied because our community does not need anymore pollution and exposure to
emissions, particularly towards Gunter schools, is where my children will spend a good portion of their time during the
school year. A local farm, within 440 yards, is also at risk and as a member of Gunter Clean Air, | believe we should be
granted the opportunity to advocate for community members in a contested case hearing. 1. Gunter Clean Air, which |
am a member of, is in the process of getting air dispersion modeling for this site. Initial results show that the pollution
and emissions are leaving the property of 873 Wall Street, putting the community and local environment at risk. 2.This
site already has four other plants that overlap the site plan of the current application. 3.This site aiready has four plants,
connect by one poorly maintained road that is a source of emissions and is a nuisance to the environment and local
residents. 4.This site has not been evaluated for the distance between plants despite my requests. Ina RTC for a
Standard Concrete Batch Permit, the ED stated that if plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is not believed to be
harmful to the environment. The plants at 873 Wall Street are nowhere near further than 550 apart, therefor are putting
the community at risk. Please see the ED's response to permit application #164827 "RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit
protectiveness review was done using an inherently conservative screening methodology to ensure protectiveness at
any location in the state, including in industrialized areas with nearby sources. The modeling considered expected worst-
case short-term meteorological conditions which could occur anywhere within the state, including wind conditions. The
maximum modeled concentration typically occurs at a relatively short distance from the source, and the majority of
emissions are predicted to disperse {fall out) within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review of other off-site
sources is not necessary when determining approval of any particular standard permit application. in addition, based on
the results of the Standard Permit protectiveness review, if similar facilities {for example, a concrete batch plant, a rock
crushing plant, or hot mix asphalt plant) are located greater than 550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a
result of all of the operations. The technical requirements contained in the Standard Permit are designed to ensure that
facilities operating under a Standard Permit achieve the emission standards determined to be protective of human
health and the environment” 5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to each other at the 873 Wall Street
site. If the land is being leased by one person, and that he/she controls the one poorly maintained road, that leads to the
plants then there is definitely argument for common control. 6.TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the
emissions that come from this plant and site as a whole, despite the flaws in the law that allow plant owners to
circumvent the protective strategies the standard permit says is protective of the community. The community of Gunter
is at risk and our initial air dispersion modeling is already showing that. 7.At the time of this request, the protectiveness
review that was used to develop the standard permit has not been released to the public, so the science can be
evaluated for effectiveness and compliance with current understanding of emissions and pollution sources. Sincerely,
Deirdre Diamond Gunter Clean Air 2105 Bledsoe Rd Gunter, TX 75058



Mehgan Taack

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 10:40 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-APD; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC
Subject: FW: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

H

Fronu Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 9:49 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0CC <PUBCOMMENT-0CC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Deirdre Diamond <caden1206 @hotmail.com>

Date: December 23, 2021 at 8:44:34 AM CST

To: Laurie Gharis <Lgurie.Gharis@tced.texas.gov>

Subject: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

My name is Deirdre Diamond, | live at 2105 Bledsoe Rd. Gunter, Texas 75058. My phone
number is 214.448.7149. | do not have a fax number. Please consider the following information
as a supplement to my previously requested contested case hearing.

The 440 yard should not apply to this permit when defining an affected person because the
poilution/emissions from this site are showing to leave the property during our initial stages of
air dispersion modeling. This is due to the dense concentration of plants in one small area that
are contiguous and adjacent to each other. The protectiveness of the standard permit is not
applied when the emissions and pollution leaves the property and created negative impact to
our environment, therefor allowing me to contest this permit. [ have an invested interest in
this permit being denied because our community does not need anymore pollution and
exposure to emissions, particularly towards Gunter schools, is where my children will spend a
good portion of their time during the school year. A local farm, within 440 yards, is also at risk
and as a member of Gunter Clean Air, { believe we should be granted the opportunity

to advocate for community members in a contested case hearing.

1. Gunter Clean Air, which | am a member of, is in the process of getting air dispersion
modeling for this site. Initial results show that the pollution and emissions are leaving
the property of 873 Wall Street, putting the community and local environment at risk.



2. This site already has four other plants that overlap the site plan of the current
application.

3. This site already has four plants, connect by one poorly maintained road that is a source
of emissions and is a nuisance to the environment and local residents.

4. This site has not been evaluated for the distance between plants despite my
requests. In a RTC for a Standard Concrete Batch Permit, the ED stated that if plants are
further than 550 feet apart then it is not believed to be harmful to the
environment. The plants at 873 Wall Street are nowhere near further than 550 apart,
therefor are putting the community at risk. Please see the ED's response to permit
application #164827

"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was done using an inherently
conservative screening methodology to ensure protectiveness at any location in the state,
including in industrialized areas with nearby sources. The modeling considered expected worst-
case short-term meteorological conditions which could occur anywhere within the state,
including wind conditions. The maximum modeled concentration typically occurs at a relatively
short distance from the source, and the majority of emissions are predicted to disperse {fall
out) within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review of other off-site sources is not
necessary when determining approval of any particular standard permit application. In
addition, based on the results of the Standard Permit protectiveness review, if similar facilities
(for example, a concrete batch plant, a rock crushing plant, or hot mix asphalt plant) are located
greater than 550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all of the
operations. The technical requirements contained in the Standard Permit are designed to
ensure that facilities operating under a Standard Permit achieve the emission standards
determined to be protective of human health and the environment”

5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to each other at the 873 Wall Street
site. If the land is being leased by one person, and that he/she controls the one poorly
maintained road, that leads to the plants then there is definitely argument for common
control.

6. TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the emissions that come from this
plant and site as a whole, despite the flaws in the law that allow plant owners to
circumvent the protective strategies the standard permit says is protective of the
community. The community of Gunter is at risk and our initial air dispersion modeling is
already showing that.

7. At the time of this request, the protectiveness review that was used to develop the
standard permit has not been released to the public, so the science can be evaluated for
effectiveness and compliance with current understanding of emissions and pollution
sources.

Sincerely,

Deirdre Diamond
Gunter Clean Air
2105 Bledsoe Rd



Gunter, TX 75058



Mehgan Taack

From: PUBCOMMENT-QCC

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 8:40 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-APD; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-0CC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPRIC
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

RFR

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 8:23 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: { am a requesting a reconsideration of the Executive Director's Decision. My name is Deirdre Diamond, |
live at 2105 Bledsoe Rd. Gunter, Texas 75058. My phone number is 214.448.7149. | do not have a fax number. | am
requesting a reconsideration of the Executive Director's Decision for the following reasons. 1. Gunter Clean Air, which |
am a member of, is in the process of getting air dispersion modeling for this site, Initial results show that the pollution
and emissions are leaving the property of 873 Wall Street, putting the community and local environment at risk. We are
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paying for this out of our own pockets and the executive director should at the very least wait for the results to
effectively evaluate this site for emissions, pollution, and harm to our community. 2.This site already has four other
plants that overlap the site plan of the current application. 3. This site already has four plants, connect by one poorly
maintained road that is a source of emissions and is a nuisance to the environment and local residents. 4.This site has
not been evaluated for the distance between plants despite my requests. In a RTC for a Standard Concrete Batch Permit,
the ED stated that if plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is not believed to be harmful to the environment. The
plants at 873 Wall Street are nowhere near further than 550 apart, therefor are putting the community at risk. Please
see the ED's response to permit application #164827 "RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was
done using an inherently conservative screening methodology to ensure protectiveness at any location in the state,
including in industrialized areas with nearby sources. The modeling considered expected worst-case short-term
meteorological conditions which could occur anywhere within the state, including wind conditions. The maximum
modeled concentration typically occurs at a relatively short distance from the source, and the majority of emissions are
predicted to disperse {fall out) within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review of other off-site sources is not
necessary when determining approval of any particular standard permit application. In addition, based on the results of
the Standard Permit protectiveness review, if similar facilities {for example, a concrete batch plant, a rock crushing plant,
or hot mix asphalt plant) are located greater than 550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all of
the operations. The technical requirements contained in the Standard Permit are designed to ensure that facilities
operating under a Standard Permit achieve the emission standards determined to be protective of human health and
the environment” 5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to each other at the 873 Wall Street site. if the
land is being leased by one person, and that he/she controls the one poorly maintained road, that leads to the plants
then there is definitely argument for common control. 6.TCEQ, including the £D, should evaluate this site for the
emissions that come from this plant and site as a whole, despite the flaws in the law that allow plant owners to
circumvent the protective strategies the standard permit says is protective of the community. The community of Gunter
is at risk and our initial air dispersion modeling is already showing that. | appreciate the ED's reconsideration of the this
permit and hope that they will take into consideration all of the emissions and pollutions that already exist from the 873
Wall Street site. Sincerely, Deirdre Diamond Gunter Clean Air 2105 Bledsoe Rd Gunter, TX 75058 214.448.7149
cadeni206@hotmail.com




Mehgan Taack

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

RFR

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Thursday, December 23, 2021 8:39 AM

PUBCOMMENT-APD; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC
FW: Request for Reconsideration of Executive Director's Decision-permit 164838

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 8:23 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Request for Reconsideration of Executive Director's Decision-permit 164838

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Deirdre Diamond <caden1206@hotmail.com>

Date: December 23, 2021 at 8:20:47 AM CST

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Request for Reconsideration of Executive Director's Decision-permit 164838

I am a requesting a reconsideration of the Executive Director's Decision. My name is Deirdre
Diamond, I live at 2105 Bledsoe Rd. Gunter, Texas 75058. My phone number is
214.448.7149. 1 do not have a fax number. { am requesting a reconsideration of the Executive
Director's Decision for the following reasons.

1.

Gunter Clean Air, which | am a member of, is in the process of getting air dispersion
modeling for this site. Initial results show that the pollution and emissions are leaving
the property of 873 Wall Street, putting the community and local environment at

risk. We are paying for this out of our own pockets and the executive director should at
the very least wait for the results to effectively evaluate this site for emissions,
poliution, and harm to our community.

This site already has four other plants that overlap the site plan of the current
application.

This site already has four piants, connect by one poorly maintained road that is a source
of emissions and is a nuisance to the environment and local residents.

This site has not been evaluated for the distance between plants despite my

requests. in a RTC for a Standard Concrete Batch Permit, the ED stated that if plants are
further than 550 feet apart then it is not believed to be harmful to the

environment. The plants at 873 Wall Street are nowhere near further than 550 apart,
therefor are putting the community at risk. Please see the ED's response to permit
application #164827



"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was done using an inherently conservative
screening methodology to ensure protectiveness at any location in the state, including in industrialized
areas with nearby sources. The modeling considered expected worst-case short-term meteorological
conditions which could occur anywhere within the state, including wind conditions. The maximum
modeled concentration typically occurs at a relatively short distance from the source, and the majority
of emissions are predicted to disperse {fall out) within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review
of other off-site sources is not necessary when determining approval of any particular standard permit
application. In addition, based on the results of the Standard Permit protectiveness review, if similar
facilities (for example, a concrete batch plant, a rock crushing plant, or hot mix asphait plant) are located
greater than 550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all of the operations. The
technical requirements contained in the Standard Permit are designed to ensure that facilities operating
under a Standard Permit achieve the emission standards determined to be protective of human heaith

and the environment”

5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to each other at the 873 Wall Street site. If
the land is being leased by one person, and that he/she controls the one poorly maintained
road, that leads to the plants then there is definitely argument for common control.

6. TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the emissions that come from this plant and
site as a whole, despite the flaws in the law that allow plant owners to circumvent the
protective strategies the standard permit says is protective of the community. The community
of Gunter is at risk and our initial air dispersion modeling is already showing that.

| appreciate the ED's reconsideration of the this permit and hope that they will take into consideration
all of the emissions and pollutions that already exist from the 873 Wall Street site.

Sincerely,

Peirdre Diamond

Gunter Clean Air

2105 Bledsoe Rd

Gunter, TX 75058
214.448.7149
caden1206@hotmail.com




Lori Rowe

N
From: PUBCOMMENT-QCC
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:56 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCCMMENT-£LD: PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: GCA contested case hearing

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:49 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-0CC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: GCA contested case hearing

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at:
www.tceg.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: Deirdre Diamond <cadenl206 @hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:23 PM

To: Laurie Gharis <lLaurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: GCA contested case hearing

Would not let me upload
Please submit to application 164838, please.

Gunter Clean Air, a group of concerned citizens, would like to submit a contested case hearing on behalf of all Gunter
residents that are concerned about the addition of a fifth plant at the 873 Wall Street site. Our group members range
from individuals that border the property line of 873 Wall Street all the way to the end of Gunter limits. Our concern
has no boundaries and includes all areas of Gunter. As a group, we are prepared to engage in a contested case hearing
regarding this application because it is not a normat standard permit with four plants already in operation exceeding
production imits. Please find the reasons we seek to contest this application below. For communication purposes you
may mail all documents to 2105 Bledsoe Rd Gunter, Texas.
There are already four plants located at this site with production rates that exceed the 300 cubic yards per hour allotted
under the standard air permit. Three of the four operate at 300 cubic yards per hour. The other operates at either 150
cubic yards per hour or 250 cubic yards per hour. The documentation in TCEQs records is unclear. To add another plant
would make this one site operate at over 1300 cubic yards per hour.
The standard air permit clearly states that plants operating adjacent to each other can only operate at a max production
rate if 300 cubic yards per hour. These plants are clearly adjacent to each other. The fact that these plants are
continuing to operate at such high production rates puts the community in danger. These plants being adjacent to each
other voids the protectiveness review of 2012 for concrete batch permits because increased production occurring at this
one site means an increase in machines used, an increased in truck traffic, and an increased in particles that can travel
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further than previously determined in that study. Until TCEQ studies sites with multiple batch plants operating beyond
300 cubic yards per hour they cannot safely determine there is no impact to communities and their health.

The standard permit also states that sites under common control cannot exceed production rates beyond 300 cubic
vards per hour. This site is under common control of Mike Anani, Anani LLC, Bossier Land Holdings, Big D concrete, Terra
Enterprise, Preferred Materials, Nelson Brothers, WildCatter Redi Mix, Metroplex Gunite, Lattimore Materials. There
are significant overlaps on the Grayson County property records search with owner Mike Anani and many of the above
mentioned plant owners. There is only one road that leads to and from all these plants, showing again common control
of areas in all these plants governed by expectations and limitations in the standard air permit. There is one pond on
site that is potentially used by all ptants. Where are all these plants getting their water? 1s if one commonly used

well? When run off comes from the property at 873 Wall Street Rd, is it from all the plants or just one? These are all
guestions that should be answered by TCEQ when determining common control of air and water resources, as well as
emissions and runoff. This site should be limited to 300 cubic yards total per hour for all plants in order to be protective
of human health and the environment since common control is established by property records and common use of the
one road that leads to and from the plants.

The one road that leads to and from all these plants is a continuous nuisance condition that cause significant emissions
and has failed to be controlled by TCEQ. Open investigations and a lack of control by the plants seen in their inability

to remedy current violations involving this road would increase significantly with yet another plant at this site. Thisis
also a road that should be under common control of property owner Mike Anani and all plants at the 873 Wall Street
site because the standard air permit clearly states that these roads should be maintained and properly watered to
prevent emissions. It is not and is why our community is still at risk despite many environmental complaints. TCEQ s
continuing to fail our community by not demanding proper maintenance of this one, commonly used road and should
not be allowed to add yet ancther plant to this site.

This site should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site because all of these plants are adjacent to each
other and the total burden from nuisance conditions from naoise, lights, emissions, and air poliutions prevent me from
and my family from enjoying our property and community. The number of plants at this one site increase this burden
four times that determine by the standard air permit. To add another plant would increase the burden and nuisance
conditions listed above five times.

Our community has already been impacted by runoff that showed a 500% increase in commercial poltutants. This is
because this one site has been allowed to operate with four plants exceeding the limitations set forth in the standard air
permit. If they were limited to 300 cubic yards site wide the volume of commercial pollutants would be decreased and
the community would be at less risk. Adding a fifth plant increases our chances of further being exposed to commercial
pollutants.

In an effort to further show common control of the property 873 Wall Street Rd in Gunter, Lattimore Materisls is
showing control of an area at this site that overlaps with plants at this site. A google search showed Lattimore Materials
to have the same address as Big D Concrete owned by Mike Anani.

Big D concrete is the Customer number of three out of these four plants. Once again showing common control of this
site.

This site should not be approved because there is an open investigation with TCEQ regarding the 873 Wall Street site
where they are investigating increased PM 2.5 emissions, common control of this site regarding this plant, and the
plants being adjacent to determine if they are violating the standard air permit. We have followed up several times
regarding this investigation prior to the public meeting and TCEQ still does not have a response. Itis inappropriate to
add yet another plant to this site if TCEQ has not determined if human health and the environment is even protected
with the current four plants operating at this one site.

There is overlap of coordinates listed in the applications to the Nelson Brother site, specifically the Preferred Materials
and Terra Enterprise coordinates. WitdCatter is also very close to Nelson Brother site and overlaps on an existing site.
Metroplex Gunite coordinates are on an existing plant site. These coordinates should of alerted TCEQ during the
application process for these applications that the sites were adjacent and under common control. The plant sites
should have never been approved based off of the coordinates and production rates the sites exceed the standard air
permit, Please see image.Image.jpegimage jpeg

In all the applications the applications for these sites check “no” for the question of whether there are other plants
operating at this site. This is clearly not the case and several of the applicants failed to even show current images with
other plants standing erect and in operations. TCEQ failed to identify that there were other plants in operation to stop
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the the threat to human health and the environment from this site and their over production concrete beyond the
limitations in the standard air permit. This is also true of the metroplex Gunite application and is why this application
should be denied.

The applications submitted for plants Preferred, WildCatter Redi Mix, Terra Enterprise, and Metroplex Gunite overlap on
their plant site maps and show once again how these areas are in common control and adjacent to each other. Their
production rate totals exceed the standard air permit and is why this application should be denied.

Metroplex Gunite’s application failed to show operational plants at this same site on their plot plan so that TCEQ could
determine if they were in common control or adjacent to the other plants at 873 Wall Street.

There is no science that shows that human health and the environment is protected if plants at the same site aren’t
under common control. Adding this plant, regardless of who controls it, does not stop the increased particles from
traveling further, particularly if they propelled and charged by increased production volume, trucks, and movement.
This site is considered a majer source of emissions due to the fact that it is one site, with multiple plants adjacent to
each other, under common control, with producticn rates that exceed the standard air permit. For this reason no
distance limitation should be used to disqualify applicants for a contested case hearing. Multiple violations and a failure
to control emissions by all of these plants, while also poorly maintaining the one road that leads to ali the plants shows
that all of Gunter, including myself, are at risk of deteriorating health and air quality, decreased water quality, and
increased burden of nuisance conditions from these plants.

Community provided air quality monitors show a consistent uptick in PM 2.5 during the hours that concrete is

batched. Multiple environmental complaints have been submitted regarding this. TCEQ has put our complaints in 3 “Do
Not Respond” status even though we have shown multiple plants operating at this site under common control exceeding
the production limits of the standard air permit. Their response is they will not accept our monitors because they are
not TCEQ controlled. When we asked for a TCEQ, controlled monitor they told us that they will not provide one. it's a
vicious cycle of TCEQ not acknowledging our concerns of increased PM 2.5 emissions with our menitors and not
providing us with their approved technology to monitor this site and our environment. Adding another plant to this
already overioaded site creates even more potential for PM2.5 exposure for the community.

Get Qutlook for i0S



Lori Rowe

- -
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2027 1:48 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: For application #164838

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@iceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:49 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW; For application #164838

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at:
www.tceg.texas.gov/customersurvay

From: Deirdre Diamond <caden1206 @hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:41 AM

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: For application #164838

Please submit to application #164838 for public comment
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Coordinates provided in the applications for the sites listed above show overlap and inaccurate locations. This
application should be declined because of the overlap, common control, and adjacent locations due to production rates
that already exceed the standard air permit. This site cannot handle any more production and not be a risk to human
health and the environment.

Get Quilook for i0S



Lori Rowe

- R
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:54 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
Attachments: Contested Case hearing Deirdre Diamondt.docx

From: cadenl1206@hotmail.com <cadenl1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:29 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSQE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: please find my contested case hearing request attached



My name is Deirdre Diamond, t own a home at 2105 Bledsoe Rd Gunter, Texas that will be my primary
residence. This is located five miles from the proposed plant at 873 Wail Street Rd. Furthermore, my
five children will attend Gunter Elementary, located only three miles from this facility. [ oppose this
proposed plant and request a contested case hearing for the following reasons...

There are already four plants located at this site with production rates that exceed the 300 cubic
yards per hour allotted under the standard air permit. Three of the four operate at 300 cubic yards
per hour. The other operates at either 150 cubic yards per hour or 250 cubic yards per hour. The
documentation in TCEQs records is unclear. To add another plant would make this one site operate
at over 1300 cubic yards per hour,

the standard air permit clearly states that plants operating adjacent to each other can only operate
at a max production rate if 300 cubic yards per hour. These plants are clearly adjacent to each
other. The fact that these plants are continuing to operate at such high production rates puts the
community in danger. These plants being adjacent to each other voids the protectiveness review of
2012 for concrete batch permits because increased production occurring at this one site means an
increase in machines used, an increased in truck traffic, and an increased in particles that can travel
further than previously determined in that study. Until TCEQ studies sites with multiple batch plants
operating beyond 300 cubic yards per hour they cannot safely determine there is no impact to
communities and their health.

The standard permit also states that sites under common control cannot exceed production rates
beyond 300 cubic yards per hour. This site is under common control of Mike Anani, Anani LLC,
Bossier Land Holdings, Big D concrete, Terra Enterprise, Preferred Materials, Nelson Brothers,
WildCatter Redi Mix, Metroplex Gunite, Latlimore Materials. There are significant overiaps on the
Grayson County property records search with owner Mike Anani and many of the above mentioned
plant owners. There is only one road that feads to and from all these plants, showing again common
control of areas in all these plants governed by expectations and limitations in the standard air
permit. There is one pond ¢n site that is potentially used by all plants. Where are all these plants
getting their water? 1s if one commonly used well? When run off comes from the property at 873
Wall Street Rd, is it from all the plants or just one? These are all questions that should be answered
by TCEQ when determining common control of air and water resources, as well as emissions and
runoff. This site should be limited to 300 cubic yards total per hour for all plants in order to be
protective of human health and the environment since common control is established by property
records and common use of the one road that leads to and from the plants.

The one road that leads to and from all these plants is a continuous nuisance condition that
cause significant emissions and has failed to be controlled by TCEQ. Open investigations and a
lack of control by the plants seen in their inability to remedy current violations involving this
road would increase significantly with yet another plant at this site. This is also a road that
should be under common control of property owner Mike Anani and all plants at the 873 wall
Street site because the standard air permit clearly states that these roads shouid be maintained
and properly watered to prevent emissions. It is not and is why our community is stilt at risk
despite many environmental complaints. TCEQ is continuing to fail our community by not



demanding proper maintenance of this one, commonly used road and should not be allowed to
add yet another plant to this site.

This site should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site because all of these plants
are adjacent to each other and the total burden from nuisance conditions from noise, lights,
emissions, and air pollutions prevent me from and my family from enjoying our property and
community. The number of plants at this one site increase this burden four times that
determine by the standard air permit. To add another plant would increase the burden and
nuisance conditions listed above five times.

Our community has already been impacted by runoff that showed a 500% increase in
commercial pollutants. This is because this one site has been allowed to operate with four
plants exceeding the limitations set forth in the standard air permit. If they were limited to 300
cubic yards site wide the volume of commercial pollutants would be decreased and the
community would be at less risk. Adding a fifth plant increases our chances of further being
exposed to commercial pollutants.

In an effort to further show commaon control of the property 873 Wall Street Rd in Gunter,
Lattimore Materisis is showing control of an area at this site that overlaps with plants at this
site. A google search showed Lattimore Materials to have the same address as Big D Concrete
owned by Mike Anani.

Big D concrete is the Customer number of three out of these four plants. Once again showing
common control of this site.

This site should not be approved because there is an open investigation with TCEQ regarding the
873 Wall Street site where they are investigating increased PM 2.5 emissions, common control
of this site regarding this plant, and the plants being adjacent to determine if they are violating
the standard air permit. We have followed up several times regarding this investigation prior to
the public meeting and TCEQ still does not have a response. It is inappropriate to add yet
another plant to this site if TCEQ has not determined if human health and the environment is
even protected with the current four plants operating at this one site.

There is overlap of coordinates listed in the applications to the Nelson Brother site, specifically
the Preferred Materials and Terra Enterprise coordinates. WildCatter is also very close to
Nelson Brother site and overlaps on an existing site. Metroplex Gunite coordinates are on an
existing plant site. These coordinates should of alerted TCEQ during the application process for
these applications that the sites were adjacent and under common control. The plant sites
should have never been approved based off of the coordinates and production rates the sites
exceed the standard air permit. Please see image,

in all the applications the applications for these sites check “no” for the question of whether
there are other plants operating at this site. This is clearly not the case and several of the
applicants failed to even show current images with other plants standing erect and in
operations. TCEQ failed to identify that there were other plants in operation to stop the the
threat to human health and the environment from this site and their over production concrete
beyond the limitations in the standard air permit. This is also true of the metroplex Gunite
application and is why this application should be denied.

The applications submitted for plants Preferred, WildCatter Redi Mix, Terra Enterprise, and
Metroplex Gunite overlap on their plant site maps and show once again how these areas are in



common control and adjacent to each other. Their production rate totals exceed the standard
air permit and is why this application should be denied.

Metroplex Gunite's application failed to show operational plants at this same site on their plot
plan so that TCEQ could determine if they were in common control or adjacent to the other
plants at 873 Wall Street.

There is no science that shows that human health and the environment is protected if plants at
the same site aren’t under commaon control. Adding this plant, regardless of who controls it,
does not stop the increased particles from traveling further, particularly if they propelled and
charged by increased production volume, trucks, and movement.

This site is considered a major source of emissions due to the fact that it is one site, with
multiple plants adjacent to each other, under common control, with production rates that
exceed the standard air permit. For this reason no distance limitation should be used to
disqualify applicants for a contested case hearing. Multiple violations and a failure to control
emissions by all of these plants, while also poorly maintaining the one road that leads to all the
plants shows that all of Gunter, including myself, are at risk of deteriorating health and air
quality, decreased water quality, and increased burden of nuisance conditions from these
plants.

Community provided air quality monitors show a consistent uptick in PM 2.5 during the hours
that concrete is batched. Multiple environmental complaints have been submitted regarding
this. TCEQ has put our complaints in a “Do Not Respond” status even though we have shown
multiple plants operating at this site under common coentrol exceeding the production limits of
the standard air permit. Their response is they will not accept our monitors because they are
not TCEQ controiled. When we asked for a TCEQ controlled monitor they told us that they will
not provide one. It's a vicious cycle of TCEQ not acknowledging our concerns of increased PM
2.5 emissions with our monitors and not providing us with their approved technology to monitor
this site and our environment. Adding another plant to this already overloaded site creates even
more potential for PM2.5 exposure for the community.



Lori Rowe

I——— - I

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Maonday, September 27, 2021 1:48 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Contested Case hearing request from Deirdre Diamond permit #164838

H

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:58 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Contested Case hearing request from Deirdre Diamond permit #164838

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at:
www.iceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: Deirdre Diamond <caden1206 @hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:18 AM

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Contested Case hearing request from Deirdre Diamond permit #164838

Please upload my request below for application #164838

My name is Deirdre Diamond, | own a home at 2105 Bledsoe Rd Gunter, Texas that will be my primary
residence. This is located five miles from the proposed plant at 873 Wall Street Rd. Furthermore, my
five children will attend Gunter Elementary, located only three miles from this facility. | oppose this
proposed ptant and request a contested case hearing for the following reasons...

1. There are already four plants located at this site with production rates that exceed the 300
cubic yards per hour allotted under the standard air permit. Three of the four operate at 300
cubic yards per hour. The other operates at either 150 cubic yards per hour or 250 cubic yards
per hour, The documentation in TCEQs records is unclear. To add another plant would make
this one site operate at over 1300 cubic yards per hour.

2. The standard air permit clearly states that plants operating adjacent to each other can only
operate at a max production rate if 300 cubic yards per hour. These plants are clearly adjacent
to each other. The fact that these plants are continuing to operate at such high production rates
puts the community in danger. These plants being adjacent to each other voids the
protectiveness review of 2012 for concrete batch permits because increased production
occurring at this one site means an increase in machines used, an increased in truck traffic, and

1



an increased in particles that can travel further than previously determined in that study. Until
TCEQ studies sites with muttiple batch plants operating beyond 300 cubic yards per hour they
cannot safely determine there is no impact to communities and their health.

The standard permit also states that sites under common control cannot exceed production
rates beyond 300 cubic yards per hour. This site is under commaon control of Mike Anani, Anani
LLC, Bossier Land Holdings, Big D concrete, Terra Enterprise, Preferred Materials, Nelson
Brothers, WildCatter Redi Mix, Metroplex Gunite, Lattimore Materials. There are significant
overlaps on the Grayson County property records search with owner Mike Anani and many of
the above mentioned plant owners. There is only one road that leads to and from all these
plants, showing again common control of areas in all these plants governed by expectations and
limitations in the standard air permit. There is one pond on site that is potentially used by all
plants. Where are all these plants getting their water? Is if one commonly used well? When
run off comes from the property at 873 Wall Street Rd, is it from all the plants or just

one? These are all questions that should be answered by TCEQ when determining commaon
control of air and water resources, as well as emissions and runoff. This site should be limited to
300 cubic yards total per hour for all plants in order to be protective of human health and the
environment since common control is established by property records and common use of the
one road that leads to and from the plants.

The one road that leads to and from all these plants is a continuous nuisance condition that
cause significant emissions and has failed to be controlled by TCEQ. Open investigations and a
lack of control by the plants seen in their inability to remedy current violations involving this
road would increase significantly with yet another plant at this site. This is also a road that
should be under common control of property owner Mike Anani and all plants at the 873 Wali
Street site because the standard air permit clearly states that these roads should be maintained
and properly watered to prevent emissions. [t is not and is why our community is still at risk
despite many environmental complaints. TCEQ is continuing to fail our community by not
demanding proper maintenance of this one, commonly used road and should not be altowed to
add yet another plant to this site.

This site should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site because all of these plants
are adjacent to each other and the total burden from nuisance conditions from noise, lights,
emissions, and air pollutions prevent me from and my family from enjoying our property and
community. The number of plants at this one site increase this burden four times that
determine by the standard air permit. To add another plant would increase the burden and
nuisance conditions listed above five times.

Qur community has already been impacted by runoff that showed a 500% increase in
commercial pollutants. This is because this one site has been allowed to operate with four
plants exceeding the limitations set forth in the standard air permit. 1f they were limited to 300
cubic yards site wide the volume of commercial pollutants would be decreased and the
community would be at less risk. Adding a fifth plant increases our chances of further being
exposed to commercial pollutants.

In an effort to further show common control of the property 873 Wall Street Rd in Gunter,
Lattimore Materisls is showing control of an area at this site that overlaps with plants at this
site. A google search showed Lattimore Materials to have the same address as Big D Concrete
owned by Mike Anani.

Big D concrete is the Customer number of three out of these four plants. Once again showing
common control of this site.

This site should not be approved because there is an open investigation with TCEQ regarding the
873 wall Street site where they are investigating increased PM 2.5 emissions, common control
of this site regarding this plant, and the plants being adjacent to determine if they are violating
the standard air permit. We have followed up several times regarding this investigation prior to
the public meeting and TCEQ still does not have a response. |t is inappropriate 1o add yet



10.

another plant to this site if TCEQ has not determined if human health and the environment is
even protected with the current four plants operating at this one site.

There is overlap of coordinates listed in the applications to the Nelson Brother site, specifically
the Preferred Materials and Terra Enterprise coordinates. WildCatter is also very close to
Nelson Brother site and overlaps on an existing site. Metroplex Gunite coordinates are on an
existing plant site. These coordinates should of alerted TCEQ during the application process for
these applications that the sites were adjacent and under common control. The plant sites
should have never been approved based off of the coordinates and production rates the sites

CE] .

exceed the standard air permit. Please see image.

T

11. In all the applications the applications for these sites check “no” for the question of whether

there are other plants operating at this site. This is clearly not the case and several of the
applicants failed to even show current images with other plants standing erect and in
operations, TCEQ failed to identify that there were other plants in operation to stop the the
threat to human health and the environment from this site and their over production concrete
beyond the limitations in the standard air permit. This is also true of the metroplex Gunite
application and is why this application should be denied.



12. The applications submitted for plants Preferred, WildCatter Redi Mix, Terra Enterprise, and
Metroplex Gunite overtap on their plant site maps and show once again how these areas are in
common control and adjacent to each other. Their production rate totals exceed the standard
air permit and is why this application should be denied.

13. Metroplex Gunite’s application failed to show operational plants at this same site on their plot
plan so that TCEQ could determine if they were in common control or adjacent to the other
plants at 873 Wall Street.

14. There is no science that shows that human health and the environment is protected if plants at
the same site aren’t under common control. Adding this plant, regardless of who controls it,
does not stop the increased particles from traveling further, particularly if they propelied and
charged by increased production volume, trucks, and movement.

15, This site is considered a major source of emissions due to the fact that it is one site, with
multiple plants adjacent to each other, under common control, with production rates that
exceed the standard air permit. For this reason no distance limitation should be used to
disqualify applicants for a contested case hearing. Multiple violations and a failure to control
emissions by all of these plants, while also poorly maintaining the one road that leads to ail the
plants shows that all of Gunter, including myself, are at risk of deteriorating health and air
quality, decreased water quality, and increased burden of nuisance conditions from these
plants.

16. Community provided air quality monitors show a consistent uptick in PM 2.5 during the hours
that concrete is batched. Multiple environmental complaints have been submitted regarding
this. TCEQ has put our complaints in a “Do Not Respond” status even though we have shown
multiple plants operating at this site under common control exceeding the production limits of
the standard air permit. Their response is they will not accept our monitors because they are
not TCEQ controlled. When we asked for a TCEQ controlled monitor they told us that they will
not provide one. It's a vicious cycle of TCEQ not acknowledging our concerns of increased PM
2.5 emissions with our monitors and not providing us with their approved technology to monitor
this site and our environment. Adding another plant to this already overloaded site creates even
more potential for PM2.5 exposure for the community.

Sincerely,

Deirdre Diamond
214.448.7149

2105 Bledsoe Rd
Gunter, Texas. 75058

Get Qutlook for iI05



Lori Rowe
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From: PUBCOMMENT-QCC
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:52 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
Attachments: big D owns two.docx

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 5:36 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: Why was the third application approved when this applicant already owned two? These plants weren't in
the area, they were adjacent and contiguous to each other. They shared a common short road. Did TCEQ determine if
the sale was complete before approving this application? According to standard permit this shows common control and
this application should not have gone through. The production rates far exceed the standard permit limitations. How did

]



the approval of these applications happen with one person owning three continuous abd adjacent sites with production
rates of 300 cubic yards per hour each?
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Lori Rowe

IR T
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:53 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206 @hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 5:26 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-0QCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149

FAX:

COMMENTS: What does TCEQ think about Big D concrete starting three of the five applications, selling them off,
retaining the customer number listed in the CID after the sale, and aiso being owned by the same individual that owns

Anani, LLC? It appears that Anani, LLC overlaps the plots plans in the three original Big D applicants when compared to
the property records search in the county CAD?



Lori Rowe

——
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:55 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment cn Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 5:17 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0CC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUNMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL; caden1206 @hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: 12 hours per day/7 days a week is 4368 hours per year. Why did the applicant list 5096 hours per year?
This needs to be backed down to 43682 Why is the 6008 checklist not filled out? Can this be done?



Lori Rowe

I —
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:55 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-QOPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: cadeni206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 5:16 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-QCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:
COMMENTS: Who owns the road? The applicant says it's a deeded access road. Who is controlling it? This has been a

major source of emissions and the existing plants have been receiving the violations? So, who issued a deed or legal
easement and has this been provided to TCEQ?



Lori Rowe

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:57 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW. Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: cadenl206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmait.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 4:46 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1iceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUHVIBER: 1648383

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 21444871495
FAX:

COMMENTS: How many aggregate piles are there site wide? Four plants with a fifth coming how many totai will there
be in this site with contiguous plants. Are any of them shared? Violations have only reported one area of aggregate piles.



Lori Rowe

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:57 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 4:44 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@&hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: Please see attached for more overlap and review with application for this site to see how plot plans are
overlap. County records show common control of the road, pond, and other areas. P



Lori Rowe

——

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:58 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

Attachments: grayson county cad.docx

From: cadenl206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 4:18 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:;

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: From the Grayson county CAD to show overlap of control of this area.



s i 5

=

3 ‘.n‘..qg{%%ﬁ

Y RAETT




Lori Rowe

N
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 3:46 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: cadeni206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 3:45 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1ceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadeni206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSQE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: How is it that TCEQ did not evaluate that there were five plants being applied for and operating at 873
Wall Street Rd until a citizen submitted an environmental complaint? Are there no safeguards established by TCEQ to
not alert that multiple plants are applying for and operating plants at the same address? For the record, this whole
process is very hard to navigate. Information regarding applications is hard to obtain in the multiple TCEQ databases of
the CiD and records search and sometimes you even have to a public records request which takes time. You also have to

1



familiarize yourself with standard air permit, laws, and nuances of TCEQ to even figure out how your community is at
risk. This is not something that people have a general knowledge.



Lori Rowe

L

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 3:46 PM

To: PUBCCMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <cadenl1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 3:38 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenli206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD # RF
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: Does TCEQ visit the sites when approving standard air permits? Does TCEQ plot the coordinates of the
sites and house them in a database so that overlap or evaluation of contiguous or adjacent properties can be evaluated.
Why is the application for metroplex Gunite allowed to continue when the coordinates provide for the company are
actually located on an existing plant? Why is this application allowed to continue when the plot plan overtaps an existing
plant?



Lori Rowe

R
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Manday, September 27, 2021 3:35 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-QCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: cadenl1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@ hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 3:29 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1ceq. texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

POCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: Has TCEQ done any air modeling for this site? The protectiveness review of 2012 does not apply to this site
because that study did not model the impact of multiple sites that are contiguous and adjacent like the four (and
potentialiy fifth) plant located at 873 Wall Street? If not, can TCEQ please do this to ensure no impact to human health
and the environment. If TCEQ is unwilling to do this protective measures can we be given the opportunity to do air
modeling for aH sites before approvatl of this plant?



Lori Rowe

L

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 3.09 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUSCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206 @hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 3:07 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: What exactly is the role of Terra Enterprise, Bossier Land Holdings, Anani, LLC and Lattimore with the
metroplex Gunite site?



Lori Rowe

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 2:40 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW!: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 2:39 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149

FAX:

COMIVIENTS: Because the coordinates in the apptication and the plot plan overlap other plants at this site of 873 Wall
Street, where exactly is this plant going to be located at 873 Wall Street? Areas indicated by the applicant in the

application show Terra Enterprise, Bossier Land Holdings, Anani, LLC and Lattimore listed in the county property search.
How has TCEQ confirmed the exact location of this site and it’s proximity to other plants and homes?



Lori Rowe

A "
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 2:12 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
Attachments: Document 2.pdf

From: cadenl1206@hotmail.com <caden1206 @hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 2:10 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadeni206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD # RX
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMERNTS: Anather coordinates photo more updated with the sites, but shows how inaccurate the coordinates were
tn the applications.
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Lori Rowe

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 2:13 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2Z; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

Attachments; Coordinates .pdf

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 2:08 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSQE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: Please see coordinates provided in application and how they overlap sites and are inaccurate.
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Lori Rowe

- - - ]
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 2:14 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD: PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
NS
2333

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 2:01 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY;

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSQE RD # RC
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487145
FAX:

COMMENTS: Attached is a document showing coordinates that were provided in the application. Please use this when
evaluating this application and how it overiaps other sites as inaccurately shows the location.



Lori Rowe

From; PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Manday, September 27, 2021 1:43 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: cadenl1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:25 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149

FAX:

COMMENTS: Doesn’t allowing four plants to operate at one site beyond limitations of the standard air permit violate
the Texas Clean Air Act? Wouldn’t adding a fifth plant further compound issues with compliance with the Texas Clean Air

Act? Has the EPA been notified of all the plants operating at this one site and the potential for harm to human health
and the environment?



Lori Rowe

TR - -

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:44 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27,2021 1:17 PM

Fo: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMHT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:
COMMENTS: Does TcEQL acknowledge the increase in nuisance conditions of noise, light, and air pollution when allowing

four batch plants on one site? Does TCEQ acknowledge that by approving a fifth at this site that this burden is further
increased for local residents and that they cannot enjoy their property? Doesn’t this violate rights?



Lori Rowe

TR

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:45 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1.09 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1ceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

POCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: Are there any legal easement agreements between the plant owners and the owner of the one road that
leads to all the plants? Can TCEQ explain why there is a consistent pattern of increased PM2.5 readings during the hours
that concrete is mostly batched? Why is there so much overlap found in the Grayson county property records and the
plants? Does TCEQ acknowledge the overlap and see how this whole area is common used and controlled? Does TCEQ
acknowledge that the trucks have to drive on muitiple properties that operate other concrete batch plants to enter and

i



exit this one site? Does TCEQ plan on declining this application because of the proposed site location and how it averiaps
oh another plants property? Will the investigation be complete regarding this site before a final decision is made?



Lori Rowe

L A -~

From: PUBCOMMENT-QCC

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:46 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: cadeni206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:03 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-QCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX;

COMMENTS: I TCEQ believes that having these plants so close together does not cause harm to nearby health and the
environment, please show why and how you came to this conclusion? Did the protectiveness review of 2012 study
plants that are adjacent, but not under common control Does TCEQ consider these plants adjacent? If not, please
explain? Why has TCEQ not been able to contain the emissions created by the one road used by all these plants? Please
have OPIC actually review the information regarding this site and the addition of the plant before making a

1



recommendation to the ED. This is not a straight forward permit application. There are four other plants operating at
this site, there are overlaps of the site, and common use of local resources by ail these plants. Is TCEQ not concerned
that a previous applicant at this site stated that there will be a net emission increase? Is adding another polluting plants
to this site not further adding to the harm to public health and the environment from this site? Why did this applicant
not indicate there are other plants in operation at this site? Does Anani, LLC rent these sites to Preferred Materials,
Terra Enterprise, Metroplex Gunite, and WildCatter Redi Mix? Where exactly is this site going to be located? This
coordinates have it sitting on an existing plant and the plot plan overlaps an existing site?



Lori Rowe

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:49 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment for application #164838

From: Laurie Gharis <laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:49 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC @tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: Public comment for application #164838

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at:
www.tceg.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: Deirdre Diamond <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:42 AM

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie Gharis@tceq.iexas.gov>

Subject: Public comment for application #164838







Anocther example of overlap to show adjacent and under common control. This is from the Grayson County CAD.
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Lori Rowe

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:51 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment an Permit Number 164838

From: cadenl206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:33 pPM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN1112433937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:
COMMENTS: Why is TcEQ allowing this application to continue while there is an open investigation on whether this

whole site is appropriately permitted. Since this environmental complaint was submitted long ago, why had this
investigation not been completed so the public can figure out how TCEQ will proceed?



Lori Rowe

-
From: PUBCOMMENT-GCC
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:52 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:31 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMHT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl1206@hoimail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149

FAX:

COMMENTS: Who owns and controls the road? Why does this road, that all trucks from all plants, travel up and down
continue to be a source of emissions and not be well Maintained? Does TCEQ understand that by allowing four to five

plants the opportunity to produce beyond the standard permit that the truck traffic is increased and that road becomes
an even worse source of emissions.



L.ori Rowe
-

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:52 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-QCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:28 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1ceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

POCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD # RX
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: What science can TCEQ provide that shows that even though a site is adjacent that if they aren’t under
common control that the particles just drop out of the air and don’t reach beyond the sites borders?



Lori Rowe

I -~
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:52 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:26 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

POCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2105 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:
COMMENTS: In what ways has TCEQ determined that the area at 873 Wall Street Rd is not under common control?

Please provide documentation and proof. Grayson County CAD shows overlaps of sites, with this particular applicant
showing overlap as well?



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, August 6, 20271 941 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment for 164838

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Friday, August 6, 2021 9:08 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Public comment for 164838

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

from: Deirdre Diamond <cadenl206@hotmail.com>
Date: August 6, 2021 at 8:50:05 AM CDT

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment for 164838

Please attach the following comment for response by ED for #164838.

These pictures are from today. This is what it looks like when you cluster batch plants on one site that
have to travel up the same road. We have reported this road to TCEQ enforcement for months, maybe
even years and there has never been resolution. | was told recently wait six months, but that is
unacceptable. Their permit says they are suppose to maintain it. 1t was their choice to cluster plants in
one area and to have higher production rates than the standard permit allows. This is why production
rates are suppose to stay at a 300 cubic yards per hour. If you increase their preduction rates then there
are more trucks driving on site, more mobilization of dust and sand and increase concentration of PM10
and PM2.5 that can cause harm to the community. Why would TCEQ approve another permit for this
site causing even more harm to the community by further increasing production rates for the site and
leading to more truck traveling on site with poorly controlied

roads?
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873 Wall Street is a public health threat and TCEQ needs to determine how far the particies have been
traveling for years with this many plants in one areas. Particles don’t just drop out of the air because of
differing RN numbers, instead they travel even further hased on concentration and increased
mobilization. (Please also see others comments where common control of the area has been
determined.)

Get Qutlook for i0S



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC

Sent: Thursday, August 5, 2021 8:06 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-CPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Comment for #164838

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie . Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 10:45 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: Comment for #164838

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-735-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at:
www.tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: Deirdre Diamond <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 10:35 AM

Ta: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Comment for #164838

Ms. Gharis, please include the below comment for response by the ED for application #164838.

Attached is air quality monitors from today on Wall Street, PM2.5 has been sustained at compromising levels for the
last 48 hours. Also, attached is visible representation of what it fooks like to run faur batch plants at one site. Please
keep all these risks in mind when you evaluate the approval of yet another plant at this poorly controlled

site. Information regarding the plants at 873 Wall Street were all gathered from the TCEQ website under their permit
applications and CiD. [ have submitted complaints to the environmental complaint division, region 4, epa, and the
emergency EPA hotline. Production rates that total 1050+ cubic yards per hour are not safe for human health and the
environment.
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Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-QCC

Sent: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 8:03 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-QCC2; PUBCOMMENT-QPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: 160369-please add to comment #164838

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 3:28 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1ceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: 160369-piease add to comment #164838

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at:
www.tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: Deirdre Diamond <cadenl1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 1:01 PM

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Fwd: 160369-please add to comment #164838

Ms.Gharis,

Sorry, but | think this accidentally got uploaded to permit#160369. Can you upload this whole email for response by the
ED to #1648387

Ms. Gharis,
Please include this in the public comments of permit #164838. ..

The ED needs to evaluate all the permits at the 873 Wall Street site. Below, the ED will information pertaining to permit
160369 located at 873 Wall Street Rd. Several of these documents show how the applicant did not fully show the total
number of plants on site, their proximity to each other, and how the net emission increase projected for the plant
further puts Gunter in danger. The ED should decline this pending permit until control of this site can be obtained and
further harm to human health and the environment does not occur.

Betow you will find the applicant says there will be a net emission increase. Then didn’t even answer the next question
of whether they will meet emission limits of 106.261 or 106.262. is this even allowed under a standard air permit?
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Then the applicant said there aren’t multiple plants being operated at this site, which is false. Please see previous
pictures submitted.
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Another document within the applicaticn where the applicant said there are no other facilities at this site, which is false.
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Map doesn’t show the other two plants in operation, but the plot plans does. The plot plan shows three batch plants
right next to each other and the 4th plant next to those. Only one road leads to and from all these plants. How is this
area not considered one site when they are right next to each other, within feet of each other?
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This picture says open tract, but the following picture shows the close proximity the adjacent Nelson brothers site is to
the proposed
plant.
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Letter explaining that at the time of this application, that Mr. Anani already owned two plants, but described the
location as in the “general area”. However, the maps and previously submitted pictures of the batch plants currently in
operation show that he really owned two other plants at the same location, with the same address, that you can only

get to by traveling up the same dirty road.
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Mr. Anani got the initial air permit for this site, but then sold it to another company. He still owns the land, but he then
sold the plant to Terra Enterprise in January, 2021. There seems to be a pattern at this site of obtaining the initial air
permit and then selling it off to another company.

14
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Please evaluate this application, the production rates of 300 cubic yards per hour at this site, the net increase of
emissions reported in this application, and the misrepresentation of all the plants at this sites and do something to bring
these production rates down to where Gunter health and the environment is protected. Piease do not allow another
application to go through, where even more air contaminants can be pumped into our already compromised
environment.

Get Qutlook for i0S
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Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 1:04 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Comment 164838

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 12:27 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: Comment 164838

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at:
www.tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: Deirdre Diamond <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 12:26 PM

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Re: Comment 164838

Canyou include this comment, t00.4164838

Air permits at this site under registrations #144949, #153382, and #160369 are still owned by Big D Concrete as seen in
the listing in the CID under Applicant. Under the definition of standard permit these are still under common control of
Big D Concrete, as well as being contiguous to each other. TCEQ needs to decline this permit until further evaluation of
the entire site for safety is done. The county property records show that an applicant and a regulated entity own 873
Wall Street and are part of control and ownership of this property. This site needs to be help to the standard air
permit. 1 have contacted enforcement and the air permits division. Will there be an

accountability?
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Search Results for TCEQ Commissioners' Integrated Database

Note: Any document type in activity action, filing, or comment lette
hyperlink has a copy of the document(s) viewable in PDF, (Help witt
Terms. for clarification of terms used.

For more information, about this permit application or the permitting
the Public Education Program, toll free, at 1-800-68/-4040.

Return to search form.
f1-1]

Applicant/Respondent Name, TCEQ Customer Number:  Status:  CLOSED
BIG D CONCRETE INC, CHOUIR6H07 ﬁzm"’ Type: new

Regulated Entity Name, Reguiated Entity Number:
GHNTER 5 CHP, RK1110G2242

TCEQ Docket Num: i}gpmgram: AIRNSS
SOAH Docket Num:

County, TCEQ Begion:
GRAYSON, REGION 04 - DPY METROPLEY

Doc. Type: PERMIT

Protestant Information

Note: Allow up to five or more business days after the end of the comment peri
hearing requests to be included in this total.

Comments Received: | Hearing Requests Received: {1 Public Mestings Received: [
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Legal Description:

ANANIE ADDITION SHORT PL
BLOCK 1, LOT 2, ACRES 14.9

Geographic 1D:

267 7986002

Type:

Address:
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873 WALL STREET RD GUNTER, TX

/5058
wner Name: NELSON BROS READY MIX LTD
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Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 8:15:48 AM
To: Deirdre Diamond <cadenl1206@hotmail.com>
Subject: RE: Comment 164838

Thank you, Ms. Diamond.

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at:
www.tceg.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: Deirdre Diamond <caden1206 @hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 8:08 AM

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Comment 164838

Please include these images in public comment for #164838
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Our area has consistent deterioration of air guatity during the batch process. We are almost 20 points higher than more
densely populated areas in the DFW. Production rates that exceed the standard permit for one site are not safe for
human health and this is obvious by our air guality monitor readings.

Get Qutlook for iQS
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Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 10:46 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206 @hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 10:45 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS:  submitted the below email to Don Nelon yesterday. Submitting also for response regarding questions for
ED response. This was in response to his comment that because ali of these plants are owned by each other, regardless
of the fact that, they are all contiguous to each other. His email... “ The standard permit was developed to be protective
at the site’s property line based on the limitation of production and equipment distances from the property line. As long
as the individual sites have constructed and are operating based on the limits of the standard permit it is considered

1



protective regardless of how close the individual sites are located. TCEQ's definition of site simply states all facilities
under common control and located on adjacent and contiguous land, shall be considered one site. Don Nelon Mine... |
understand the standard permit, but with the proximity of these plants to each other, the common use of roads and
retention pond, etc...and the overlap of sites when comparing the maps of each individual permit shows that those
limitations might not be in play for this particular site. When you have that many operating on one site, they mobilize
the particles in a concentrated area and the potential for the particles to travel further increases. It really doesn’t make
sense that if this site was operated by one owner it would be limited to 300 cubic yards per hour to be protective of the
environment, but because Mr. Anani has started and then sold 3/4 plants that this site is safer producing over 1050
cubic yvards per hour. | have brought this up before as well, you can only get to these plants by one, not very long, dirt
road. The trucks all travel around the site, behind a home, and then leave traveling down the same road. The Grayson
County CAD says there are two owners on of this site, meaning Nelson Brothers and Mike Anani. it’s a huge nuisance
issue with all the dirt flying, -The Preferred application used the Nelson Brothers site as their application plot plan. Why
is this one not considered one site? For a visual perspective, you can tell the Nelson Brother plant is operating on that
site, and the preferred is set a little bit east on the property, hut with that it means the new applications map is
overlaying the Preferred site. Have you seen this? [ understand that you can only do so much with the applications, but
my community is at risk. The particles don't just drop out of the air because four separate companies are operating the
plant. Our air quality menitors read higher than normal levels overnight into the early morning hours when the batch
process occurs and this is why. Today PM 2.5 read over 40.



Mielissa Schmicit

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 10:36 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Comment 164838

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 §:20 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1iceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: Comment 164838

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Oftice Phone: 512-239-183%

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at;
www.tceg.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: Deirdre Diamond <cadenl206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 8:08 AM

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Comment 164838

Please include these images in public comment for #164838
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Our area has consistent deterioration of air quality during the batch process. We are almost 20 points higher than more
densely populated areas in the DFW. Production rates that exceed the standard permit for one site are not safe for
human health and this is obvious by our air quality monitor readings.
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Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Maonday, August 2, 20271 9:27 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

Attachments: Coordinates1.docx

From: cadenl1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 1, 2021 4:57 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE P

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: Attached you will find a document that includes screenshots of documents within the five applications that
shows the coordinates given by the applicants. TCEQ will find the coordinates are all close to each other and should
determine these plants are on one site. Please evaluate this site and determine it is one site as defined by the standard
air permit. Standard Permit Section 1 (H) states this definition for “site”: “”Site — The total of stationary sources located

i



on one or more contiguous or adjacent properties which are under common control of the same person (or persons
under common controi). The close proximity of these plants and the concrete production rates increase harmful air

contaminants, PM10, and PM2.5. Please decline this application and investigate/enforce the standard permit on all
plants jocated at 873 Wall Street.
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Please also see page 36 of the original application from Big D Concrete. States the same coordinates for

longitude and latitude as all the other applicants listed below.
hitps://records.tceq. texas.gov/cs/ideplg?ldeService=TCEQ EXTERNAL SEARCH GET FILE&dID=1662911

&Rendition=Webh

#153382-Was Big D Concrete-Then transferred to TLJ Jones-Is now Wildcatter



Taxas C i on Eavi ket Cuality
Form P15
Ragistrations fer Air Standard Permit
{Page 2}

. Facillty and Stte information {eontinaed)

8. Facility Location information

Stesi Addross:

If there is no strect address, provido writlan driving directions o Lhe sito dnd provida fha closast city or tawn,
county, and ZIP code for the site fallech descrplion if additional space is needad).

From tha interseciton of Wast Malo Sirest and Wall Slreal Road, turn north on Wall Stroet and travel
approximately 4.9 mula. Turn laft an privale road and lravel approximately 0.3 mila

City:Gunler Jcounty:Graysen [2iP code:s0se

Latilude {nearest secand): 33.460852 ]_tfngilude (nearast second ) -06.7B3071

€. Cora Data Fonn [required for Standard Permits 6004, 6006, BOTT, 8008, and 6013}

|5 ke Cary Data Farm (TCEQ Fonn 10460) slitached? IE] YES[INC

1HNG,” provide custemer relergnoe numbet (CN) and regulated enity number (2N) below,

Cusiemer Reference Number (CN} CN&Q3268707

Hegulated Enlty Number (RN}

D. TCEQ Account identificatian Numbar {il known)

E.  Typeof Acliom

5] initiad Applicallon [3 Changa fo Registration IR | [} Renewat Certification
Far Changa o Megistration, Renewl, or Ronawal Certificalion aclions provide the following:
Regisirallon Number: |Expimbnn Datg:

F. Slendard Permit Claimed: G004

G.  Previous ion or PBR L fon Number

Is this aulhorization for a change Lo an existing focility previously aulborized under a CIves NGO
slandard exemption or PBR?

11 *YES," enles previous standard exemption number{s} and POR registration number{s}, and dssociated
etective date in the spacas provided balow.

Standard £) ion and PBR Registration Numbar(s) Eliectiva Date

TEEG131% (APDA 5235427, Huvisad 53N PI1S
T form s for ueo By Mckfiiies aubiject 25 37 Aually parmit regulrorents
and may by revicad purlodinity. Page ..ol
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#160369-Big D originally, then bought by Terra Enterprise, LLC

| 23,5080 AOUS Ol e e
| e Regutated framy:
®oPQBores)

. <liplisn -
| Front fhe intx ol Fluy E21 & ey 289 0 Guer 3 Tl 121 ot 2.3 a; fuen
B on Wal ef 0.0 wwen Loon priva

CGnter
i 77, Lattude (M} 14 Degiragk:

Frimary NAKCS Coda B

M. Mailing
| Audiets!

. 5 .
Gy | Dass | e | T

3. Exlension of Code
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-Please also see page 24/59 of Content ID 5573453 in the TCEQ central file room/ google earth image in
this apptication that has the exact same coordinates as above identifying the site.

#160364-Preferred-
https://records.tceq.texas.gov/cs/ideplg?ldcService=TCEQ EXTERNAL SEARCH GET FILE&dID=6049414




rendition=Web

Texas Cammissien on Envitoaunental Qualily
Fohn P15
Registrations for Air Standard Permit
{Page 1)

[ Registranl infermatien
Camnpany or Other Lagal Custemer Name,

Preelpired Mptonish LLC.
B, Company Offial Contset Infoemation (4 s, [ Mrs, 10 [ Gther)___

Mame: Ghriglian Liton

Filke E;r.\(((,t 3 Y laraas

Moding Addrass PO Box gz Y

Chy. Hendersoo i stala: %:’.IP Code 15653
Phgne: #34-450.7197 ;F;u:

E-mall Address,  entiprefergnsl com

e via gt

AR et cortespondence wiil &
cL

C. Technical Contact taformation ] & T RMes, 3] Ms. 1 Other:),

Name: 123 Rodriquer

Tilke: Priunit Congukam

Campany Nigma:  Noar

haling Address: 2925 Braner Qals

City: Garclatd Tstato: 1 2IP Code: 75043

Phooe: 872.670.2041 Fax:

E-mait Addross:  MarooTosgmal com

Il.  Factity and Site Informatian

A, MName and Type of Faclity

Facilily Nama:  Guitet CBP !
Type of Facility: [E{E Permanent [} Trmpoenry

For poruble units, plase provide the serisl nunter of the equipment boing authorized sove.

Serial No: i SetialNo:

L2 EE
Al D36y
¢ A O
TCEQ 10370 {AFDEG STY5 79, Revited 01159) PisS 5‘-)-"\1 i [ ? UL E
Thvis form s far Use by Latlithen sulsject n sit RuIEly Bremh remliomants

audanay B nvros prisdcatly. C/!"J [,,E'O 1:3 -—}U:‘ Hk“,:q}__,_nl__




Texas Commissior on Environmental Quallty
Farm Fl-15
Registrations tor Air Standard Permii
(Page 2)

ﬁ:‘ Faciity and Site Information (continued)

cifity Location lformiation

Straet Address.
1 Ihwry 13 o steeel addross, provide weilten driving directons o the sile and provide the clasest cty or lown,
counlly, and Z1P code for \he site (attach descriplion i additonal space is necded},

Counly: Dallas IZEP Code: 75858
Latitude tnarest sosond) 33470270 }Longuudc {noarest socond): -965.785524

b. Core Data Form {required for Stondard Permifs 5004, 6005, 6007, 6008, and 6013},

Ix \he Core Data Farm (TCEG Farm 10400 attached 7 !{E] YES [Tn0
NG provide cuslomer reference nurnber (CNY and regulated entily number (RN} below,

Cuslomer Reference Number {CH) 78D
Regutated Entity Number (RN):. 7D
B, TCEQ Account ldentlficalion Number (if krown):

E, Typo of Actien:

T tnitiad Applicatiot [J Change: to Regisiration ] Runews! {7} Renewal Cortifcation
o Change Lo Regisiration, Ranewal, or Rencwat Centificalicn actions provido tha foliowing:
fegisteation Npmber: 1Expiratiu=\ Brate:

F.  Standard Permil Claimod: 6004
5. Previous Standard Exempiion of PER Regisiration Muniber

15 this autharizalicn lor a change to n axisting facility praviousty authornized uader a IYES[ING
standard axemplicn ar PER?

#-YES," unier provious standard eremplion numbar{s) and PBR registraiion nurmber(s), and associaled
offective date in the spaces provided Gulow,

Standard Exemplion and PUR Regestration Number(s) Effective Date

TCEQ-H0370 (APDG 5735929, Revlacd 0113) 1145
Thiia frrmis for use by Fuziliiss autijesd o wie quality pemt equiraments

and may be rewlted periodicalty, Page ol



). Street Address of [
. the Reguitted Entity.
| g PO Zoeey)

Ui oy ™

Front the Intessection ol West hdadn Stand Walt St Rd, wrm Narth o Wall 8%, and
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{Please review Nelson Brother coordinates above 1o see coordinates listed in Nelson Brother
application.)

#164838-New Applicant-Metroplex Gunite



Melissa Schmicdt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, August 2, 2021 9:20 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From; cadenl1206@hotmail.com <cadeni206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 1, 2021 11:01 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceqg.texas.gov>
Subject: Pubiic comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMHT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: According to the standard permit, site is defined as "Site — The total of stationary sources located on one
or more contiguous or adjacent properties which are under comman controf of the same person (or persons under
carmmon cantrol)." Is 873 Wall Street not considered one site, particulariy since these plants, a matter of feet from each
other, all operate on the same plot. There is also is only one access to all these plants from Wall Street that leads to the
plants and away from the plants?



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, August 2, 2021 9:21 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-QPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PURBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

Attachments: 164838.docx

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <cadenl1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 1, 2021 10:55 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243637

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: Please see comment for response by the ED.



Please decline this application because of the excessive production rates atready at the 873 Wall Street
site, but also because the applicant misrepresented the location and failed to include three of the four
batch plants that already exist at this focation and are in operation. You will find the maps and plot plan
below, along with a current photo of the batch plants at the 873 Wall Street location this evening, July
29, 2021, Four currently sit feet from each ather and utilize the same road to get to the site.

From Application

Q22 a LTE

REVISED 2_GUNTER_CBP_PLOT_PLAN

L 2

PLOT PLAN
GUNTER CBP

o Internet Connaction




Photo from this evening of the site that shows the four batch plants with active standard permits that

exceed production limits all together.

Current standard permits and permitted production rates.

#144949-300 cubic yards per hour
#153382-300 cubic vards per hour
#160369-150 cubic yards per hour {might have increased to 250

#160364-300 cubic yards per hour

That's a total 1050 cubic yards per hour potential for this one site. This application cannot be approved
because it violates the standard air permit production limitations.



Deirdre Diamond 214.448.7149



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, August 2, 2021 9:23 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

Attachments: 160369.docx

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 1, 2021 10:38 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149

FAX:

COMMENTS: Please see attached document for comment



The ED needs to evaluate all the permits at the 873 Wall Street site. Below, the ED wiil
information pertaining to permit 160369 {ocated at 873 Wall Street Rd. Several of these
documents show how the applicant did not fully show the total number of plants on site, their
proximity to each other, and how the net emission increase projected for the plant further puts
Gunter in danger. The ED should decline this pending permit until control of this site can be
obtained and further harm to human health and the environment does not occur.

Below you will find the applicant says there will be a net emission increase, Then didn’t even
answer the next question of whether they will meet emission fimits of 106.261 or 106.262. Is this
even allowed under a standard air permit?
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Then the applicant said there aren’t muitiple plants being operated at this site, which is false.
Please see previous pictures submitted.
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Another document within the application where the applicant said there are no other facilities at
this site, which is false.



Map doesn't show the other two plants in operation, but the plot plans does. The plot pian
shows three batch plants right next to each other and the 4th plant next to those. Only one
road leads to and from all these plants. How is this area not considered one site when they are
right next to each other, within feet of each other?
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This picture says open tract, but the following picture shows the close proximity the adjacent

714 FIEE- ]
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Nelson brothers site is to the proposed plant.
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Letter explaining that at the time of this application, that Mr. Anani already owned two plants,
but described the location as in the "general area”. However, the maps and previously
submitted pictures of the batch plants currently in operation show that he really owned two
other plants at the same location, with the same address, that you can only get to by traveling
up the same dirty road.
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Mr. Anani got the initial air permit for this site, but then sold it to another company. He still
owns the land, but he then sold the plant to Terra Enterprise in January, 2021. There seems to
be a pattern at this site of obtaining the initial air permit and then selling it off to another

company.



11:45 ol T

8 records.iceq.iexas.gov e

Please evaluate this application, the production rates of 300 cubic yards per hour at this site, the
net increase of emissions reported in this application, and the misrepresentation of all the plants
at this sites and do something to bring these production rates down to where Gunter health and
the environment is protected. Please do not allow another application to go through, where
even more air contaminants can be pumped into our already compromised environment.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, August 2, 2027 9:07 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD: PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 11:58 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164338
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: Please include this in the public comments of permit #164838... The ED needs to evaluate all the permits at
the 873 Wall Street site. Below, the ED will information pertaining to permit 160369 located at 873 Wall Street Rd.
Several of these documents show how the applicant did not fully show the total number of plants on site, their proximity
to each other, and how the net emission increase projected for the plant further puts Gunter in danger. The ED should
decline this pending permit untii control of this site can be obtained and further harm to human health and the

1



environment does not occur. Below you will find the applicant says there will be a net emission increase. Then didn’t
even answer the next question of whether they will meet emission limits of 106.261 or 106.262. Is this even allowed
under a standard air permit? Image.jpeg Then the applicant said there aren’t multiple plants being operated at this site,
which is false. Please see previous pictures submitted. Image.jpeg Another document within the application where the
applicant said there are no other facilities at this site, which is false. Image.jpeg Map doesn’t show the other two plants
in operation, but the plot plans does. The plot plan shows three batch plants right next to each other and the 4th plant
next to those. Only one road {eads to and from all these plants. How is this area not considered one site when they are
right next to each other, within feet of each other? Image jpeg This picture says open tract, but the following picture
shows the close proximity the adjacent Nelson brothers site is to the proposed plant. image.jpegimage.jpeg Letter
explaining that at the time of this application, that Mr. Anani already owned two plants, but described the location as in
the “general area”. However, the maps and previously submitted pictures of the batch plants currently in operation
show that he really owned two other plants at the same location, with the same address, that you can only get to by
traveling up the same dirty road. Image.jpeg Mr. Anani got the initial air permit for this site, but then sold it to another
company. He still owns the land, but he then sold the plant to Terra Enterprise in January, 2021. There seems to be a
pattern at this site of obtaining the initial air permit and then selling it off to another company. Image.jpeg Please
evaluate this application, the production rates of 300 cubic yards per hour at this site, the net increase of emissions
reported in this application, and the misrepresentation of all the plants at this sites and do something to bring these
production rates down to where Gunter health and the environment is protected. Please do not allow another
application to go through, where even more air contaminants can he pumped into our already compromised
environment.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-QCC

Sent: Monday, August 2, 2021 928 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC;, PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: 160369

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, August 2, 2021 8:28 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: 160369

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone; 512-739-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at:
www.tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: Deirdre Diamond <cadenl1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 11:54 PM

To: Laurie Gharis <Layrie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Fwd: 160369

Ms. Gharis,
Please include this in the public comments of permit #164838...

The ED needs to evaluate all the permits at the 873 Wall Street site. Below, the ED will information pertaining to permit
160369 located at 873 Wall Street Rd. Several of these documents show how the applicant did not fully show the total
number of plants on site, their proximity to each other, and how the net emission increase projected for the plant
further puts Gunter in danger. The ED should decline this pending permit until control of this site can be obtained and
further harm to human health and the environment does not occur,

Below you will find the applicant says there will be a net emission increase. Then didn't even answer the next guestion
of whether they will meet emission limits of 106.261 or 106.262. Is this even allowed under a standard air permit?
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Then the applicant said there aren’t multiple plants being operated at this site, which is false. Please see previous
pictures submitted.
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Registration Checklist
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Another document within the application where the applicant said there are no other facilities at this site, which is false.
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Texas Commission on Eavironmental Quality
Form P18
Registrations for Air Standard Permit
{Page 3}

i3 Facility and Site Information fcontinued)
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Map doesn’t show the other two plants in operation, but the plot plans does. The plot plan shows three batch plants
right next to each othar and the 4th plant next to those. Only one road leads to and from all these plants. How is this
area not considered one site when they are right next to each other, within feet of each other?
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This picture says open tract, but the following picture shows the close proximity the adjacent Neison brothers site is to
the proposed
plant.
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Letter explaining that at the time of this application, that Mr. Anani already owned two plants, but described the
tocation as in the “general area”. However, the maps and previously submitted pictures of the batch plants currently in
operation show that he really owned two other plants at the same location, with the same address, that you can only

get to by traveling up the same dirty road.
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RE: Big D Conerere, Ine., CNGOIREETOT, wgp;;% wistion for expedited Standard
Permit oo at is site near Gunter, TX (orayson Countys

Phoar Sirs

An attached map demonsirates that Big 1) Coneree, Tne. dready has vwo
peradited concrete batch plant sites i the general arca. {See attached tap)
These sites wall not be construetod by Hig D Conerete, Tl hey are i the process
of heing sold 1o two different companien, and the f}%i_‘?.’i“!‘fziiﬁ; will be transferred wi
the Lind.
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Mr. Anani gat the initial air permit for this site, but then sold it to another company. He still owns the land, but he then
sold the plant to Terra Enterprise in January, 2021. There seems to be a pattern at this site of obtaining the initial air
permit and then selling it off to another company.
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Please evaluate this application, the production rates of 300 cubic yards per hour at this site, the net increase of
emissions reported in this application, and the misrepresentation of all the plants at this sites and do something to bring
these production rates down to where Gunter health and the environment is protected. Please do not allow another
application to go through, where even more air contaminants can be pumped into our already compromised
environment.

Get Qutlook for i0S

16



Metissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 10:04 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Permit application #164838

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 8.04 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: Permit application #164838

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmentat Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

How is aur customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at:
www.tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: DPeirdre Diamond <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 10:27 PM

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Permit application #164838

Please include the following comment under application #164838. It would not allow me to upload pictures. My
comment below..,

Please decline this application because of the excessive production rates already at the 873 Wall Street site, but also
because the applicant misrepresented the location and failed to include three of the four batch plants that already exist
at this location and are in operation. You will find the maps and plot plan below, along with a current photo of the batch
plants at the 873 Wall Street location this evening, July 29, 2021. Four currently sit feet from each other and utilize the
same road to get to the site,

From Application
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Photo from this evening of the site that shows the four batch plants with active standard permits that exceed
production fimits all



together,






Current standard permits and permitted production rates.

#144949-300 cubic yards per hour
#153382-300 cubic yards per hour
#1603659-150 cubic yards per hour (might have increased to 250)
#160364-300 cubic yards per hour

That's a total 1050 cubic yards per hour potential for this one site. This application cannot be approved because it
violates the standard air permit production {imitations.

Deirdre Diamond 214.448.7149

Get Outlook for i0S



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2027 9:56 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 10:00 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadeni206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149

FAX:

COMMENTS: Here is a list of the current standard concrete batch permits authorized at the site 873 Wall Street rd.
#144949 authorized to produce 300 cubic yards per hour-Nelson Brothers #153382 authorized to produce 300 cubic

yards per hour-Wildcatter Redi Mix #160369 authorized to produce 150 cubic yards per hour-(one document in the
permit says 250 cubic yards)-Terra Enterprise #160364 authorized to produce 300 cubic yards per hour-Preferred



Materials LLC TCEQ needs to decline this application and evaluate this site for production limits that exceed the
protectiveness in the standard air permit. The community is at risk.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent; Thursday, July 29, 2021 1:32 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-GCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment an Permit Number 164838

From: cadeniz06@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 11:48 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamaond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: Site in the standard permit is defined as “Standard Permit Section 1 {H) states this definition for “site”:
“Site — The total of stationary sources located on one or more contiguous or adjacent properties which are under
common control of the same person {or persons under common control)” | don’t know how 873 Wall Street had no
been defined as one site yet? The companies on this site are circumventing the flaws in the standard air permit to
exceed the concrete production limitations that protect the surrounding community. TCEQ needs to halt production and

1



limit production of this site to 300 cubic yards per hour/6000 cubic yards per sag so that the community is protected
from environmental pollutants.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 1.27 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hoimail.com <cadeni206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 11:43 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: TCEQ needs to clearly define “site” when evaluating this application. There are already 3+ batch plants
operating under a standard air permit with production rates of 300 cubic yards per hour. These piants are so close
together, separated by feet, with only one road leading to all plants, that | am not sure how 873 Wall Street isn’t
considered one site. Just because the plants are owned by separate operators does not mean that the particles just drop
out of thin air and don’t cause harm to human health and the environment. Please evaluate this site, reduce production

1



limitations on all plants on this site to not exceed 300 cubic yards per hour/6000 cubic yards per day total for all the
plants on this site cumulative. Please protect our community and follow the standard air permit.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 9:49 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <cadeni206@haotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 8:15 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: TCEQ needs to clearly define “site” when evaluating this application. There are already 3+ hatch plants
operating under a standard air permit with production rates of 300 cubic yards per hour. These plants are so close
together, separated by feet, with only one road leading to all plants, that I am not sure how 873 Wall Street isn’t
considered one site. Just because the plants are owned by separate operators does not mean that the particles just drop
out of thin air and don’t cause harm to human health and the environment. Please evaluate this site, reduce production

1



fimitations on all plants on this site to not exceed 300 cubic yards per hour/6000 cubic yards per day total for alt the
plants on this site cumulative. Please protect our community and follow the standard air permit.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-0CC

Sent: Thursday, fuly 28, 2021 9:45 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <cadenl1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, luly 28, 2021 11:46 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS; 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: This site, at 873 Wali Street Rd, afready has four concrete batch plants. Three of which have been
determined o have standard permits authorizing 300 cubic yards per hour each. This means that at one time, with the
fourth batch plant, these plants could be producing over 900 cubic yards of concrete per hour. The standard air permit
limits production of concrete to 300 cubic yards per hour and 6000 cubic yards per day for a site, but this site has air
authorizations that together exceed these numbers because they are owned by different operators. Regardiess, of the
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individual plant owners, the proximity of these plants to each other, at the same location, production rates at those
limits threaten human health and environment. Please evaluate this site for production rates and please do not allow
anothear plant to produce concrete at this plant without reducing the production rates of all the plants at this to meet
the production limitations of the standard air permit. | am including a picture a couple months old of the 873 Wall Street
site, there is actually a fourth plant at this site now. There is only one road that leads to the plant and the volume of
traffic and production has created frequent high readings of PM 2.5 on our air quality monitors. Enforcement doesn'’t
seem to care, but now that we identified production rates higher than the standard air permit we now know why our
monitors have such frequent high readings. Please do the right thing and re-evaluate this site.



Melissa Schimidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Maonday, June 21, 2021 2:58 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: regarding application 167317
NS
iR3183

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, June 21, 2021 8:24 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-QCC@tcag.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: regarding application 167317

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Celi Phone: 512-739-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at;
www.tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: Deirdre Diamond <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, June 19, 2021 12:24 AM

To: Laurie Gharis <lLaurie.Gharis@tceqg.texas.gov>
Subject: regarding application 167317

Ms. Gharis,

I would like to ask that TCEQ delay the meetings and further proceedings for the concrete batch plant
applications in our area (167317 and 167838). There is currently a rule change to the standard air permit
being proposed right now and any further approval of applications should be stopped until this rule change is
resolved. Many community members and state representatives have asked for a time extension to the public
comment period so that quality information can be gathered and presented regarding this rule change, so |
think it is only natural to delay any proceedings in the works for standard concrete batch permits. Please
approve my request or forward my request to the appropriate people.

Sincerely,

Deirdre



Mehgan Taack .

From: PUBCOMMENT-QOCC

Sent: Friday, June 11, 2021 7:53 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-APD; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-QCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 10, 2021 10:49 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0CC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: Please do not proceed with this application until TCEQ can effectively evaluate and resolve CBP SP
Amendment Registration for 2021-016-0TH-NR.




Mehgan Taack

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 2:01 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-QCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

PM

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, june 3, 2021 2:00 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: cadenl1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487149
FAX:

COMMENTS: | am requesting a public meeting.



Mehgan Taack

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 2:00 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

PM

From: caden1206@hotmail.com <caden1206@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 1:37 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Deirdre Diamond

E-MAIL: caden1206@hotmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2711 ROCHELLE DR
MCKINNEY TX 75070-4244

PHONE: 2144487145
FAX:

COMMIENTS: { am requesting a public meeting.



Mehgan Taack

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 946 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

RFR

From: brianholtum@yahoo.com <brianholtum@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, January 2, 2022 10:24 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAMIE: Brian Holtum

E-MAIL: brianholtum@vahoo.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 907 N GRANT DR
SHERMAN TX 75092-5325

PHONE: 9032671674
FAX:

COMMENTS: Request for Reconsideration of Executive Director's Decision Sent to: Executive Director, Toby Baker In
regards to permit #164838 Sent by: Brian Holtum 907 North Grant Drive Sherman, TX 75092 (903) 267-1674 Hello. | am
writing to tell the Executive Director to reconsider the decision for the concrete plant to be built in Dorchester, TX. fam
deeply concerned about the future of the air quality for all of Grayson county. No matter which way the wind blows,
every single community in Grayson county has a chance of being impacted by the plants emissions. | have three main

1



reasons why the concrete plant must not be built. #1 There is a high population of elderly people in Grayson county.
Many of them are in nursing homes and retirement centers. The elderly are particularly sensitive to air quality, therefore
this new plant would not be in their best interest. #2 | personally know many people in the area that walk their dogs,
take their kids to the park, and attend outdoor events. The possibility of breathing in polluted air when being out to
enjoy our community would deter people from going out, which would have a negative impact on our local economy. #3
Sherman (along with other cities in Grayson county) is experiencing record growth. We have built several new housing
developments, a new high school, and built several new businesses in our Industrial park in south Sherman. In short, we
have invested allot into growth. if the air quality deteriorates because of that new plant, future residents would think
twice before making Sherman their new home. | realize the intent is to bring jobs to Grayson county, but the risk is to
high that this plant would negatively impact my community. | am once again, requesting the Executive Director of the
Texas Commission of Environmental Quality to reconsider this decision.



Mehgan Tgack

N
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Tuesday, December 28, 2021 9:30 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838
H

Fram: Mehgan Taack <Mehgan.Taack@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2021 5:01 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0CC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Supplement to reqguest for contested case hearing on permit #164838

From: Colin Hunter <cailcolinhunter@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 9:56 PM

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>; Mehgan Taack <Mehgan.Taack@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Re: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

On Thu, Dec 23, 2021 at 9:44 PM Colin Hunter <callcolinhunter@gmail.com> wrote:

My name is Colin Hunter, | live at 1273 Wall Street Road Gunter, Texas

75058. My phone number is 803-328-0290. | do not have a fax number. Please
consider the following information as a supplement to my previously requested
contested case hearing.

The 440 yard should not apply to this permit when defining an affected person
because the pollution/emissions from this site are showing to leave the
property during our initial stages of air dispersion modeling. This is due to the
dense concentration of plants in one small area that are contiguous and
adjacent to each other. The protectiveness of the standard permit is not
applied when the emissions and poliution leaves the property and has created a
negative impact to our environment, therefore allowing me to contest this
permit. 1 have an invested interest in this permit being denied because our
community does not need anymore pollution and exposure to emissions,
particularly towards our farm, which is where | raise cattle and spend time
outdoors, my daughter spends sixty percent of her time outdoors and | think
we've pushed the limit out here for the amount of batch plants my family has
to endure. Qur farm, which is within 440 yards, is already at risk. Our family has
lived in Gunter since the 1870's. | think this makes TCEQ look bad for putting
this next to a multigenerational farm. As an affected person and a member of
Gunter Clean Air, | believe we should be granted the opportunity for

a contested case hearing. This will be the eleventh permit next to our house.

1



Our faith in TCEQ has declined. Our vehicles are covered in dust, the air has a
distinct smell to it and when | spend longer than two hours outside, my fungs
feel like they're on fire. TCEQ should find another place for this. Do you mean to
tell me this is how Toby Baker and Greg Abbott treats Farmers and Ranchers?
Like trash?

1. Gunter Clean Air, which | am a member of, is in the process of getting
air dispersion modeling for this site. Initial results show that the
pollution and emissions are leaving the property of 873 Wall Street,
putting the community and local environment at risk.

2. This site already has four other plants that overlap the site plan of the
current application,

3. This site already has four plants, connected by one poorly maintained
road that is a source of emissions and is a nuisance to the
environment and local residents.

4. This site has not been evaluated for the distance between plants
despite my requests. In a RTC for a Standard Concrete Batch Permit,
the ED stated that if plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is
not believed to be harmful to the environment. The plants at 873
Wall Street are nowhere near further than 550 apart, therefore are
putting the community at risk. Please see the ED's response to permit
application #164827

"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was done using an
inherently conservative screening methodology to ensure protectiveness at any
location in the state, including in industrialized areas with nearby sources. The
modeling considered expected worst-case short-term meteorological conditions
which could occur anywhere within the state, including wind conditions. The
maximum modeled concentration typically occurs at a relatively short distance
from the source, and the majority of emissions are predicted to disperse {fall
out) within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review of other off-site
sources is not necessary when determining approval of any particular

standard permit application. In addition, based on the results of the

Standard Permit protectiveness review, if similar facilities {for example, a
concrete batch plant, a rock crushing plant, or hot mix asphalt plant) are located
greater than 550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all of
the operations. The technical requirements contained in the

Standard Permit are designed to ensure that facilities operating under a
Standard Permit achieve the emission standards determined to be protective of
human health and the environment”

5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to each other at the
873 Wall Street site. If the land is being leased by one person, and
that he/she controls the one poorly maintained road, that leads to the
plants then there is definitely argument for common control.



6. TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the emissions that
come from this plant and site as a whole, despite the flaws in the law
that allow plant owners to circumvent the protective strategies the
standard permit says is protective of the community. The community
of Gunter is at risk and our initial air dispersion modeling is already
showing that.

7. At the time of this request, the protectiveness review that was used
to develop the standard permit has not been released to the public,
so the science can be evaluated for effectiveness and compliance with
current understanding of emissions and pollution sources.

Sincerely,

Colin Hunter
1273 Wall Street Road
Gunter, TX 75058



Mehgan Taack

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Tuesday, December 28, 2021 9:29 AM

PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
FW: Suppiement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

From: Mehgan Taack <Mehgan.Taack@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2021 5:01 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-0CC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

From: Colin Hunter <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 10:01 PM

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>; Mehgan Taack <Mehgan.Taack@tceg.texas.gov>
Subject: Re: Supplement to request for contested case hearing an permit #164838

On Thu, Dec 23, 2021 at 9:44 PM Colin Hunter <callcolinhunter@gmail.com> wrote:

My name is Colin Hunter, | live at 1273 Wall Street Road Gunter, Texas

75058. My phone number is 903-328-0290. | do not have a fax number. Please
consider the following information as a supplement to my previously requested
contested case hearing.

The 440 yard should not apply to this permit when defining an affected person
because the pollution/emissions from this site are showing to leave the
property during our initial stages of air dispersion modeling. This is due to the
dense concentration of plants in one small area that are contiguous and
adjacent to each other. The protectiveness of the standard permit is not
applied when the emissions and pollution leaves the property and has created a
negative impact to our environment, therefore allowing me to contest this
permit. | have an invested interest in this permit being denied because our
community does not need anymore pollution and exposure to emissions,
particularly towards our farm, which is where { raise cattle and spend time
outdoors, my daughter spends sixty percent of her time outdoors and | think
we've pushed the limit out here for the amount of batch plants my family has
to endure. Our farm, which is within 440 yards, is already at risk. Our family has
lived in Gunter since the 1870's. | think this makes TCEQ look bad for putting
this next to a multigenerational farm. As an affected person and a member of
Gunter Clean Air, | believe we should be granted the opportunity for

a contested case hearing. This will be the eleventh permit next to our house.
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Our faith in TCEQ has declined. Our vehicles are covered in dust, the air has a
distinct smell to it and when | spend longer than two hours outside, my lungs
feel like they're on fire. TCEQ should find another place for this. Do you mean to
tell me this is how Toby Baker and Greg Abbott treats Farmers and Ranchers?
Like trash?

1. Gunter Clean Air, which | am a member of, is in the process of getting
air dispersion modeling for this site. Initial results show that the
pollution and emissions are leaving the property of 873 Wall Street,
putting the community and local environment at risk.

2. This site already has four other plants that overlap the site plan of the
current application.

3. This site already has four plants, connected by one poorly maintained
road that is a source of emissions and is a nuisance to the
environment and local residents.

4. This site has not been evaluated for the distance between plants
despite my requests. in a RTC for a Standard Concrete Batch Permit,
the £D stated that if plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is
not believed to be harmful to the environment. The plants at 873
Wall Street are nowhere near further than 550 apart, therefore are
putting the community at risk. Please see the ED’s response to permit
application #164827

"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was done using an
inherently conservative screening methodology to ensure protectiveness at any
location in the state, including in industrialized areas with nearby sources. The
modeling considered expected worst-case short-term meteorological conditions
which could occur anywhere within the state, including wind conditions. The
maximum modeled concentration typically occurs at a relatively short distance
from the source, and the majority of emissions are predicted to disperse (fall
out) within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review of other off-site
sources is not necessary when determining approval of any particular

standard permit application. In addition, based on the results of the

Standard Permit protectiveness review, if similar facilities (for example, a
concrete batch plant, a rock crushing plant, or hot mix asphalt plant) are located
greater than 550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all of
the operations. The technical requirements contained in the

Standard Permit are designed to ensure that facilities operating under a
Standard Permit achieve the emission standards determined to be protective of
human health and the environment”

5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to each other at the
873 Wall Street site. if the land is being leased by one person, and
that he/she controls the one poorly maintained road, that leads to the
plants then there is definitely argument for common control.



6. TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the emissions that
come from this plant and site as a whole, despite the flaws in the law
that allow plant owners to circumvent the protective strategies the
standard permit says is protective of the community. The community
of Gunter is at risk and our initial air dispersion modeling is already
showing that.

7. At the time of this request, the protectiveness review that was used
to develop the standard permit has not been released to the public,
so the science can be evaluated for effectiveness and compliance with
current understanding of emissions and pollution sources.

Sincerely,

Colin Hunter
1273 Wall Street Road
Gunter, TX 75058



Mehgan Taack

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, December 28, 2021 9:07 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-0OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject; FW: Supplement to reguest for contested case hearing on permit #164838

H

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2021 9:41 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Colin Hunter <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>

Date: December 23, 2021 at 10:00:55 PM CST

Ta: Laurie Gharis <Laurie Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>, Mehgan Taack <Mehgan. Taack@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Re: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

On Thu, Dec 23, 2021 at 9:44 PM Colin Hunter <callcolinhunter@gmail.com> wrote:

My name is Colin Hunter, | live at 1273 Wall Street Road Gunter,
Texas 75058. My phone number is 903-328-0290. | do not have
a fax number. Please consider the following information as a

supplement to my previously requested contested case hearing.

The 440 yard should not apply to this permit when defining an
affected person because the pollution/emissions from this site
are showing to leave the property during our initial stages of air
dispersion modeling. This is due to the dense concentration of
plants in one small area that are contiguous and adjacent to each
other. The protectiveness of the standard permit is not applied
when the emissions and poliution leaves the property and has
created a negative impact to our environment, therefore
allowing me to contest this permit. { have an invested interest in
this permit being denied because our community does not need
anymore pollution and exposure to emissions, particularly
towards our farm, which is where | raise cattle and spend time
outdoors, my daughter spends sixty percent of her time outdoors
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and | think we've pushed the limit out here for the amount

of batch plants my family has to endure. Our farm, which is
within 440 yards, is already at risk. Our family has lived in Gunter
since the 1870's. | think this makes TCEQ lock bad for putting this
next to a multigenerational farm. As an affected person and a
member of Gunter Clean Air, | believe we should be granted the
opportunity for a contested case hearing. This wili be the
eleventh permit next to our house. Our faith in TCEQ has
declined. Our vehicles are covered in dust, the air has a distinct
smell to it and when | spend longer than two hours outside, my
lungs feel like they're on fire. TCEQ should find another place for
this. Do you mean to tell me this is how Toby Baker and Greg
Abbott treats Farmers and Ranchers? Like trash?

1. Gunter Clean Air, which | am a member of, is in the
process of getting air dispersion modeling for this
site. Initial results show that the pollution and
emissions are leaving the property of 873 Wall Street,
putting the community and local environment at risk.

2. This site already has four other plants that overlap the
site plan of the current application.

3. This site already has four plants, connected by one
poorly maintained road that is a source of emissions
and is a nuisance to the environment and local
residents.

4. This site has not been evaluated for the distance
between plants despite my requests. In a RTC for a
Standard Concrete Batch Permit, the ED stated that if
plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is not
believed to be harmful to the environment. The
plants at 873 Wall Street are nowhere near further
than 550 apart, therefore are putting the community at
risk. Please see the ED's response to permit application
#164827

"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was
done using an inherently conservative screening methodology to
ensure protectiveness at any location in the state, including in
industrialized areas with nearby sources. The modeling
considered expected worst-case short-term meteorological
conditions which could occur anywhere within the state,
including wind conditions. The maximum modeled concentration
typically occurs at a relatively short distance from the source,
and the majority of emissions are predicted to disperse {fali out)
within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review of other
off-site sources is not necessary when determining approval of
any particular standard permit application. In addition, based on
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the results of the Standard Permit protectiveness review, if
similar facilities (for example, a concrete batch plant, a rock
crushing plant, or hot mix asphalt plant) are located greater than
550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all
of the operations. The technical requirements contained in the
Standard Permit are designed to ensure that facilities operating
under a Standard Permit achieve the emission standards
determined to be protective of human health and the
environment”

5.

Sincerely,

The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to
each other at the 873 Wall Street site, If the land is
being leased by one person, and that he/she controls
the one poorly maintained road, that leads to the
plants then there is definitely argument for common
control.

TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the
emissions that come from this plant and site as a
whole, despite the flaws in the law that allow plant
owners to circumvent the protective strategies the
standard permit says is protective of the

community. The community of Gunter is at risk and
our initial air dispersion modeling is already showing
that.

At the time of this request, the protectiveness review
that was used to develop the standard permit has not
been released to the public, so the science can be
evaluated for effectiveness and compliance with
current understanding of emissions and pollution
sources.

Colin Hunter
1273 Wall Street Road
Gunter, TX 75058



Mehgan Taack

From: PUBCOMMENT-QCC

Sent: Tuesday, December 28, 2021 9:.06 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-CCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

H

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2021 9:41 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Colin Hunter <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>

Date: December 23, 2021 at 9:55:42 PM CST

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceg.texas.gov>, Mehgan Taack <Mehgan.Taack@iceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Re: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

On Thu, Dec 23, 2021 at 9:44 PM Colin Hunter <callcolinhunter@gmail.com> wrote:

My name is Colin Hunter, | live at 1273 Wall Street Road Gunter,

5 Texas 75058. My phone number is 903-328-0230. ! do not have
a fax number. Please consider the following information as a
supplement to my previously requested contested case hearing.

The 440 yard should not apply to this permit when defining an
affected person because the poliution/emissions from this site
are showing to leave the property during our initial stages of air
dispersion modeling. This is due to the dense concentration of
plants in one small area that are contiguous and adjacent to each
other. The protectiveness of the standard permit is not applied
when the emissions and poliution leaves the property and has
created a negative impact to our environment, therefore
allowing me to contest this permit. | have an invested interest in
this permit being denied because our community does not need
anymore pollution and exposure to emissions, particularly
towards our farm, which is where | raise cattle and spend time
outdoors, my daughter spends sixty percent of her time outdoors
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and | think we've pushed the limit out here for the amount

of batch plants my family has to endure. Our farm, which is
within 440 yards, is already at risk. Our family has lived in Gunter
since the 1870's. | think this makes TCEQ look bad for putting this
next to a multigenerational farm. As an affected person and a
member of Gunter Clean Air, | believe we should be granted the
opportunity for a contested case hearing. This will be the
eleventh permit next to our house, Our faith in TCEQ has
declined, Qur vehicles are covered in dust, the air has a distinct
smell to it and when | spend longer than two hours outside, my
lungs feel like they're on fire. TCEQ should find anather place for
this. Do you mean to tell me this is how Toby Baker and Greg
Abbott treats Farmers and Ranchers? Like trash?

1. Gunter Clean Air, which { am a member of, is in the
process of getting air dispersion modeling for this
site. Initial results show that the pollution and
emissions are leaving the property of 873 Wall Street,
putting the community and local environment at risk.

2. This site already has four other plants that overlap the
site plan of the current application.

3. This site already has four plants, connected by one
poorly maintained road that is a source of emissions
and is a nuisance to the environment and local
residents.

4. This site has not been evaluated for the distance
between plants despite my requests. In a RTC for a
Standard Concrete Batch Permit, the ED stated that if
plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is not
believed to be harmful to the environment. The
plants at 873 Wall Street are nowhere near further
than 550 apart, therefore are putting the community at
risk. Please see the ED's response to permit application
#164827

"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was
done using an inherently conservative screening methodology to
ensure protectiveness at any location in the state, including in
industrialized areas with nearby sources. The modeling
considered expected worst-case short-term meteorological
conditions which could occur anywhere within the state,
including wind conditions. The maximum modeled concentration
typically occurs at a relatively short distance from the source,
and the majority of emissions are predicted to disperse {fall out)
within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review of other
off-site sources is not necessary when determining approval of
any particular standard permit application. in addition, based on
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the results of the Standard Permit protectiveness review, if
similar facilities (for example, a concrete batch plant, a rock
crushing plant, or hot mix asphalt plant) are located greater than
550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all
of the operations. The technical requirements contained in the
Standard Permit are designed to ensure that facilities operating
under a Standard Permit achieve the emission standards
determined to be protective of human health and the
environment”

5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to
each other at the 873 Wall Street site. if the land is
being leased by one person, and that he/she controls
the one poorly maintained road, that leads to the
plants then there is definitely argument for common
contraol.

6. TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the
emissions that come from this plant and site as a
whole, despite the flaws in the law that allow plant
owners to circumvent the protective strategies the
standard permit says is protective of the
community. The community of Gunter is at risk and
our initial air dispersion modeling is already showing
that.

7. At the time of this request, the protectiveness review
that was used to develop the standard permit has not
been released to the public, so the science can be
evaluated for effectiveness and compliance with
current understanding of emissions and pollution
sources.

Sincerely,

Colin Hunter
1273 Wall Street Road
Gunter, TX 75058



Mehgan Taack

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Tuesday, December 28, 2021 9:.05 AM

PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
FW: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2021 9:40 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Colin Hunter <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>

Date: December 23, 2021 at 10:00:55 PM CST

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie. Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>, Mehgan Taack <Mehgan. Taack@tceg.texas.gov>
Subject: Re: Supplement to request for contested case hearing on permit #164838

On Thuy, Dec 23, 2021 at 9:44 PM Colin Hunter <callcolinhunter@gmail.com> wrote:

My name is Colin Hunter, [ live at 1273 Wall Street Road Gunter,
Texas 75058. My phone number is 903-328-0290. | do not have
a fax number. Please consider the following information as a

supplement to my previously requested contested case hearing.

The 440 yard should not apply to this permit when defining an
affected person because the pollution/emissions from this site
are showing to leave the property during our initial stages of air
dispersion modeling. This is due to the dense concentration of
plants in one small area that are contiguous and adjacent to each
other, The protectiveness of the standard permit is not applied
when the emissions and poliution leaves the property and has
created a negative impact to our environment, therefore
allowing me to contest this permit. | have an invested interest in
this permit being denied because our community does not need
anymore pollution and exposure to emissions, particularly
towards our farm, which is where | raise cattle and spend time
outdoors, my daughter spends sixty percent of her time outdoors
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and | think we've pushed the limit out here for the amount

of batch plants my family has to endure. Qur farm, which is
within 440 yards, is already at risk. Our family has lived in Gunter
since the 1870's. | think this makes TCEQ look bad for putting this
next to a multigenerational farm. As an affected person and a
member of Gunter Clean Air, | believe we should be granted the
opportunity for a contested case hearing. This will be the
eleventh permit next to our house. Qur faith in TCEQ has
declined. Our vehicles are covered in dust, the air has a distinct
smell to it and when | spend longer than two hours outside, my
lungs feel like they're on fire. TCEQ should find another place for
this. Do you mean to tell me this is how Toby Baker and Greg
Abbott treats Farmers and Ranchers? Like trash?

1. Gunter Clean Air, which | am a member of, isin the
process of getting air dispersion modeling for this
site. Initial results show that the pollution and
emissions are leaving the property of 873 Wall Street,
putting the community and local environment at risk.

2. This site already has four other plants that overlap the
site plan of the current application.

3. This site already has four plants, connected by one
poorly maintained road that is a source of emissions
and is a nuisance to the environment and local
residents.

4, This site has not been evaluated for the distance
between piants despite my requests. In a RTC for a
Standard Concrete Batch Permit, the ED stated that if
plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is not
believed to be harmful to the environment. The
plants at 873 Wall Street are nowhere near further
than 550 apart, therefore are putting the community at
risk. Please see the ED's response to permit application
#164827

"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was
done using an inherently conservative screening methodology to
ensure protectiveness at any location in the state, including in
industrialized areas with nearby sources. The modeling
considered expected worst-case short-term meteorological
conditions which could occur anywhere within the state,
including wind conditions. The maximum modeled concentration
typically occurs at a relatively short distance from the source,
and the majority of emissions are predicted to disperse (fall out)
within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review of other
off-site sources is not necessary when determining approval of
any particufar standard permit application. in addition, based on
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the results of the Standard Permit protectiveness review, if
similar facilities (for example, a concrete batch plant, a rock
crushing plant, or hot mix asphalt plant) are located greater than
550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all
of the operations. The technical requirements contained in the
Standard Permit are designed to ensure that facilities operating
under a Standard Permit achieve the emission standards
determined to be protective of human health and the
environment”

5.

Sincerely,

The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to
each other at the 873 Wall Street site. If the land is
being leased by one person, and that he/she controls
the one poorly maintained road, that leads to the
plants then there is definitely argument for common
control.

TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the
emissions that come from this plant and site as a
whole, despite the flaws in the law that allow plant
owners to circumvent the protective strategies the
standard permit says is protective of the

community. The community of Gunter is at risk and
our initial air dispersion modeling is already showing
that.

At the time of this request, the protectiveness review
that was used to develop the standard permit has not
been released to the public, so the science can be
evaluated for effectiveness and compliance with
current understanding of emissions and pollution
sources.

Colin Hunter
1273 Wall Street Road
Gunter, TX 75058



Mehgan Taack

From: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC

Sent; Tuesday, December 28, 2021 9:.03 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Request for Reconsideration of Executive Director's Decision-permit 164838

RFR

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2021 9:40 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0CC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Request for Reconsideration of Executive Director's Decision-permit 164838

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Colin Hunter <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>

Date: December 23, 2021 at 9:54:29 PM CST

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Request for Reconsideration of Executive Director's Decision-permit 164838

{ am requesting a reconsideration of the Executive Director's Decision. My name
is Colin Hunter, | live at 1273 Wall Street Road Gunter, Texas 75058. My phone
number is 903-328-0290. 1 do not have a fax number. | am requesting a
reconsideration of the Executive Director's Decision for the foillowing reasons.

1. Gunter Clean Air, which | am a member of, is in the process of getting
air dispersion modeling for this site. Initial results show that the
pollution and emissions are leaving the property of 873 Wall Street,
putting the community and local environment at risk. We are paying
for this out of our own pockets and the executive director should at the
very least wait for the results to effectively evaluate this site for
emissions, pollution, and harm to our community.

2. This site already has four other plants that overlap the site plan of the
current application.

3. This site already has four plants, connected by one poorly maintained
road that is a source of emissions and is a nuisance to the environment
and local residents.

4, This site has not been evaluated for the distance between plants
despite my requests. in a RTC for a Standard Concrete Batch Permit,
the ED stated that if plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is not
believed to be harmful to the environment. The plants at 873 Wall
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Street are nowhere near further than 550 apart, therefore are putting
the community at risk. Please see the ED's response to permit
application #164827

5. | have been affected considerably healthwise because of TCEQ's prior
permits granted at this site. My fungs are inflamed after spending more
than two hours outside at 1273 Wall Street Road Gunter, TX 75058. It's
your job to protect the health of Texans and the commissioners
shouldn't turn their backs on farmers and ranchers,

"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was done using an inherently
conservative screening methodology to ensure protectiveness at any location in the
state, including in industrialized areas with nearby sources. The modeling considered
expected worst-case short-term meteorological conditions which could occur anywhere
within the state, including wind conditions. The maximum modeled concentration
typically occurs at a relatively short distance from the source, and the majority of
emissions are predicted to disperse (fall cut} within 100 feet of the emission point.
Therefore, review of other off-site sources is not necessary when determining approval
of any particular standard permit application. in addition, based on the results of the
Standard Permit protectiveness review, if similar facilities (for example, a concrete batch
plant, a rock crushing plant, or hot mix asphalt plant} are located greater than 550 feet
apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all of the operations. The technical
requirements contained in the Standard Permit are designed to ensure that facilities
operating under a Standard Permit achieve the emission standards determined to be
protective of human health and the environment”

5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to each other at the 873
Wall Street site. if the land is being leased by one person, and that he/she
controls the one poorly maintained road that leads to the plants then there is
a definite argument for comman control.

6. TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the emissions that come
from this plant and site as a whole, despite the flaws in the law that allow
plant owners to circumvent the protective strategies the standard permit says
is protective of the community. The community of Gunter is at risk and our
initial air dispersion modeling is already showing that.

| appreciate the ED's reconsideration of this permit and hope that they will take into
consideration all of the emissions and pollutants that already exist from the 873 Wall
Street site.

Sincerely,

Colin Hunter

1273 Wall Street Road
Gunter, TX 75058
903-328-0290



Lori Rowe

—
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:52 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
H

From: calicolinhunter@gmail.com <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 5:36 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 1648338

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Colin Hunter

E-MAIL: calicolinhunter@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREETRD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 9033280290
FAX:

COMMENTS: My name is Colin Hunter, | reside within 500 ft of the proposed metrotex plant. | oppose this proposed
plant and request a contested case hearing for the following reasons... There are already four plants located at this site
with production rates that exceed the 300 cubic yards per hour allotted under the standard air permit. Three of the four
operate at 300 cubic yards per hour. The other operates at either 150 cubic yards per hour or 250 cubic yards per hour.
The documentation in TCEQs records is unclear, To add another plant would make this one site operate at over 1300
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cubic yards per hour. The standard air permit clearly states that plants operating adjacent to each other can only
operate at a max production rate if 300 cubic yards per hour. These plants are clearly adjacent to each other. The fact
that these plants are continuing to operate at such high production rates puts the community in danger. These plants
being adjacent to each other voids the protectiveness review of 2012 for concrete batch permits because increased
production accurring at this one site means an increase in machines used, an increased in truck traffic, and an increased
in particles that can travel further than previously determined in that study. Until TCEQ studies sites with multiple batch
plants operating beyond 300 cubic yards per hour they cannot safely determine there is no impact to communities and
their health. The standard permit also states that sites under common control cannot exceed production rates beyond
300 cubic yards per hour. This site is under common contral of Mike Anani, Anani LLC, Bossier Land Holdings, Big O
concrete, Terra Enterprise, Preferred Materials, Nelson Brothers, WildCatter Redi Mix, Metroplex Gunite, Lattimore
Materials. There are significant overlaps on the Grayson County property records search with owner Mike Anani and
many of the above mentioned plant owners. There is only one road that leads to and from all these plants, showing
again common control of areas in all these plants governed by expectations and limitations in the standard air permit.
There is one pond on site that is potentially used by all plants. Where are all these plants getting their water? Is if one
commonly used well? When run off comes from the property at 873 Wall Street Rd, is it from all the plants or just one?
These are all questions that should be answered by TCEQ when determining common control of air and water resources,
as well as emissions and runoff. This site should be limited to 300 cubic yards total per hour for all plants in order to be
protective of human health and the environment since comman control is established by property records and commaon
use of the one road that leads to and from the plants. The one road that leads to and from all these plantsisa
continuous nuisance condition that cause significant emissions and has failed to be controlled by TCEQ. Open
investigations and a lack of control by the plants seen in their inability to remedy current violations involving this road
would increase significantly with yet another plant at this site. This is also a road that should be under common control
of property owner Mike Anani and all ptants at the 873 Wall Street site because the standard air permit clearly states
that these roads should be maintained and properly watered to prevent emissions. It is not and is why our community is
stitl at risk despite many environmental complaints. TCEQ is continuing to fail our community by not demanding proper
maintenance of this one, commonly used road and should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site. This site
should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site because all of these plants are adjacent to each other and the
total burden from nuisance conditions from noise, lights, emissions, and air pollutions prevent me from and my family
fram enjoying our property and community. The number of plants at this ane site increase this burden four times that
determine by the standard air permit. To add another plant would increase the burden and nuisance conditions listed
above five times. Our community has already been impacted by runoff that showed a 500% increase in commercial
pollutants. This is because this one site has been allowed to operate with four plants exceeding the limitations set forth
in the standard air permit. If they were limited to 300 cubic yards site wide the volume of commercial poltutants would
be decreased and the community would be at less risk. Adding a fifth plant increases our chances of further being
exposed to commercial pollutants. In an effort to further show common control of the property 873 Wall Street Rd in
Gunter, Lattimore Materisls is showing control of an area at this site that overlaps with plants at this site. A google
search showed Lattimore Materials to have the same address as Big D Concrete owned by Mike Anani. Big D concrete is
the Customer number of three out of these four plants. Once again showing common control of this site. This site should
not be approved because there is an apen investigation with TCEQ regarding the 873 Wall Street site where they are
investigating increased PM 2.5 emissions, common control of this site regarding this plant, and the plants being adjacent
to determine if they are violating the standard air permit. We have followed up several times regarding this investigation
prior to the public meeting and TCEQ still does not have a response. 1t is inappropriate to add yet another plant to this
site if TCEQ has not determined if human health and the environment is even protected with the current four plants
operating at this one site. There is overlap of coordinates listed in the applications to the Nelson Brother site, specifically
the Preferred Materials and Terra Enterprise coordinates. WildCatter is aiso very close to Nelson Brother site and
overlaps on an existing site. Metroplex Gunite coordinates are on an existing plant site. These coordinates shouid of
alerted TCEQ during the application process for these applications that the sites were adjacent and under cammon
control. The plant sites should have never been approved based off of the coordinates and production rates the sites
exceed the standard air permit. Please see image.image.jpeglmage.jpeg In all the applications the applications for these
sites check “no” for the question of wheather there are other plants operating at this site. This is clearly not the case and
several of the applicants failed to even show current images with other plants standing erect and in operations. TCEQ
failed to identify that there were other plants in operation to stap the the threat to human heaith and the environment
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from this site and their over production concrete beyond the limitations in the standard air permit. This is also true of
the metroplex Gunite application and is why this application should be denied. The applications submitted for plants
Preferred, WildCatter Redi Mix, Terra Enterprise, and Metroplex Gunite overlap on their plant site maps and show once
again how these areas are in common control and adjacent to each other. Their production rate totals exceed the
standard air permit and is why this application should be denied. Metroplex Gunite’s application failed to show
operational plants at this same site on their plot plan so that TCEQ could determine if they were in common controt or
adjacent to the other plants at 873 Wall Street. There is no science that shows that human health and the environment
is protected if plants at the same site aren’t under common control. Adding this plant, regardless of who controls it,
does not stop the increased particles from traveling further, particularly if they propelied and charged by increased
production volume, trucks, and movement, This site is considered a major source of emissions due to the fact that it is
one site, with multiple plants adjacent to each other, under common control, with production rates that exceed the
standard air permit, For this reason no distance limitation should be used to disqualify applicants for a contested case
hearing. Multiple violations and a failure to control emissions by all of these plants, while also poorly maintaining the
one road that leads to all the plants shows that all of Gunter, including myself, are at risk of deteriorating health and air
quality, decreased water quality, and increased burden of nuisance conditions from these plants. Community provided
air quality monitors show a consistent uptick in PM 2.5 during the hours that concrete is batched. Multiple
environmental complaints have been submitted regarding this. TCEQ has put our complaints in a “Do Not Respond”
status even though we have shown multiple plants operating at this site under common control exceeding the
production limits of the standard air permit. Their response is they wili not accept our monitors because they are not
TCEQ controlted. When we asked for a TCEQ controlled monitor they told us that they will not provide one. It’s a vicious
cycle of TCEQ not acknowledging our concerns of increased PM 2.5 emissions with our monitors and not providing us
with their approved technology to monitor this site and our environment. Adding another plant to this already
overloaded site creates even more potential for PM2.5 exposure for the community,



Lori Rowe

- - I ———
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 2.01 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FwW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: callcolinhunter@gmail.com <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:56 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Colin Hunter

E-MAIL: callcolinhunter@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREET RD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 9033280290
FAX:

COMMIENTS: Hello, My name is Colin Hunter. | reside less than 500 ft from the proposed Metro Tex plant. When will
TCEQ stop screwing my family over. You know every time | travel and come back home | feel like I've picked up smoking
again. Every morning when | wake up | hack my lungs when the wind is out of the south. TCEQ is a curse word for
everyone that lives in this town. 1. There are already four plants located at this site with production rates that exceed
the 300 cubic yards per hour aliotted under the standard air permit. Three of the four operate at 300 cubic yards per
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hour. The other operates at either 150 cubic yards per hour or 250 cubic yards per hour. The documentation in TCEQs
records is unclear. To add another plant would make this one site operate at over 1300 cubic yards per hour. 2. The
standard air permit clearly states that plants operating adjacent to each other can only operate at a max production rate
if 300 cubic yards per hour. These plants are clearly adjacent to each other. The fact that these plants are continuing to
operate at such high production rates puts the community in danger. These plants being adjacent to each other voids
the protectiveness review of 2012 for concrete batch permits because increased production occurring at this one site
means an increase in machines used, an increased in truck traffic, and an increased in particles that can travel further
than previously determined in that study. Until TCEQ studies sites with multiple batch plants operating beyond 300 cubic
yards per hour they cannot safely determine there is no impact to communities and their health. 3. The standard permit
also states that sites under common controi cannot exceed production rates beyond 300 cubic yards per hour, This site
is under common control of Mike Anani, Anani LLC, Bossier Land Holdings, Big D concrete, Terra Enterprise, Preferred
Materials, Nelson Brothers, WildCatter Redi Mix, Metroplex Gunite, Lattimore Materials. There are significant overlaps
on the Grayson County property records search with owner Mike Anani and many of the above mentioned plant owners.
There is only one road that leads to and from all these plants, showing again common control of areas in all these plants
governed by expectations and limitations in the standard air permit. There is one pond on site that is potentially used by
all plants. Where are all these plants getting their water? Is if one commonly used well? When run off comes from the
property at 873 Wall Street Rd, is it from all the plants or just one? These are all questions that should be answered by
TCEQ when determining common control of air and water resources, as well as emissions and runoff. This site should be
limited to 300 cubic yards total per hour for all plants in order to be protective of human health and the environment
since commaon control is established by property records and common use of the one road that leads to and from the
plants. 4. The one road that leads to and from all these plants is a continuous nuisance condition that cause significant
emissions and has failed to be controlled by TCEQ. Open investigations and a lack of control by the plants seen in their
inability to remedy current violations involving this road would increase significantly with yet another plant at this site.
This is also a road that should be under common control of property owner Mike Anani and all plants at the 873 Wall
Street site because the standard air permit clearly states that these roads should be maintained and properly watered to
prevent emissions. It is not and is why our community is still at risk despite many environmental complaints. TCEQ is
continuing to fail our community by not demanding proper maintenance of this one, commonly used road and should
not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site. 5. This site should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this
site because all of these plants are adjacent to each other and the total burden from nuisance conditions from noise,
lights, emissions, and air pollutions prevent me from and my family from enjoying our property and community. The
number of plants at this one site increase this burden four times that determine by the standard air permit. To add
another plant would increase the burden and nuisance conditions listed above five times. 6. Our community has already
been impacted by runoff that showed a 500% increase in commercial pollutants. This is because this one site has been
allowed to operate with four plants exceeding the limitations set forth in the standard air permit. If they were limited to
300 cubic yards site wide the volume of commercial pollutants would be decreased and the community would be at less
risk. Adding a fifth plant increases our chances of further being exposed to commercial pollutants. 7. in an effort to
further show common control of the property 873 Wall Street Rd in Gunter, Lattimore Materisls is showing control of an
area at this site that overlaps with plants at this site. A google search showed Lattimore Materials to have the same
address as Big D Concrete owned by Mike Anani. 8. Big D concrete is the Customer number of three out of these four
plants. Once again showing common control of this site. 9. This site should not be approved because there is an open
investigation with TCEQ regarding the 873 Wall Street site where they are investigating increased PM 2.5 emissions,
common controt of this site regarding this plant, and the plants being adjacent to determine if they are violating the
standard air permit. We have followed up several times regarding this investigation prior to the public meeting and
TCEQ still does not have a response. It is inappropriate to add yet another plant to this site if TCEQ has not determined if
human health and the environment is even protected with the current four plants operating at this one site. 10. There is
overtap of coordinates listed in the applications to the Nelson Brother site, specifically the Preferred Materials and Terra
Enterprise coordinates. WildCatter is also very close to Neison Brother site and overlaps on an existing site. Metroplex
Gunite coordinates are on an existing plant site. These coordinates should of alerted TCEQ during the application
process for these applications that the sites were adjacent and under common control. The ptant sites should have
never been approved based off of the coordinates and production rates the sites exceed the standard air permit. Please
see image. 11. In all the applications the applications for these sites check “no” for the question of whether there are
other plants operating at this site. This is clearly not the case and several of the applicants failed to even show current
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images with other plants standing erect and in operations. TCEQ failed to identify that there were other plants in
operation to stop the the threat to human health and the environment from this site and their over production concrete
beyond the limitations in the standard air permit. This is also true of the metroplex Gunite application and is why this
application should be denied. 12. The applications submitted for plants Preferred, WildCatter Redi Mix, Terra Enterprise,
and Metroplex Gunite overlap on their plant site maps and show once again how these areas are in common control and
adjacent to each other. Their production rate totals exceed the standard air permit and is why this application should be
denied. 13. Metroplex Gunite’s application failed to show operational plants at this same site on their plot plan so that
TCEQ could determine if they were in common control or adjacent to the other plants at 873 Wall Street. 14. There is no
science that shows that human health and the environment is protected if plants at the same site aren’t under common
control. Adding this plant, regardless of who controls it, does not stop the increased particles from traveling further,
particularly if they propelied and charged by increased production volume, trucks, and movement. 15. This site is
considered a major source of emissions due to the fact that it is one site, with multiple plants adjacent to each other,
under common control, with production rates that exceed the standard air permit. For this reason no distance limitation
should be used to disqualify applicants for a contested case hearing. Multiple violations and a failure to control
emissions by ail of these plants, while also poorly maintaining the one road that leads to all the plants shows that all of
Gunter, including myself, are at risk of deteriorating health and air quality, decreased water quality, and increased
burden of nuisance conditions from these plants. 16. Community provided air quality monitors show a consistent uptick
in PM 2.5 during the hours that concrete is batched. Multiple environmental complaints have been submitted regarding
this. TCEQ has put our complaints in a “Do Not Respond” status even though we have shown multiple plants operating
at this site under commaon control exceeding the production limits of the standard air permit. Their response is they will
not accept our monitors because they are not TCEQ controlled. When we asked for a TCEQ controlled monitor they told
us that they will not provide one. It’s a vicious cycle of TCEQ not acknowledging our concerns of increased PM 2.5
emissions with our monitors and not providing us with their approved technology to monitor this site and our
environment. Adding another plant to this already overloaded site creates even more potential for PM2.5 exposure for
the community.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 9:00 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-GPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

PM

From: callcolinhunter@gmail.com <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, fuly 21, 2021 9:33 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATEDR ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

MNAME: Colin Hunter

E-MAIL: callcolinhunter@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREET RD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 9033280290
FAX:
COMMENTS: | am requesting an in person meeting regarding 164838 Metro Tex Gunite. Please find another location for

this business. Our farm is overwhelmed by the amount of batch plants surrounding our farm. You are personally
inflicting financial damage on our family. We've lost livestock and have recorded the air quality for the past year.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-QCC

Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 9:05 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

M

From: callcolinhunter@gmail.com <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 3:27 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0CC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Colin Hunter

E-MAIL: callcolinhunter@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREET RD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 8033280290
FAX:

COMMENTS: I'm requesting a public meeting. You've approved 5o many permits next to our farm that the air quality is
destroyed. Give us a break.



Lori Rowe

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:51 AM

Fo: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

H

From: callcolinhunter@gmail.com <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 5:40 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Don Hunter

E-MAIL: callcolinhunter@email.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREET RD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 9033280290
FAX:

COMMENTS: Helle my name is Don Hunter. | reside within 500 ft of the proposed metrotex plant. | oppose this
proposed plant and request a contested case hearing for the following reasons... There are already four plants located at
this site with production rates that exceed the 300 cubic yards per hour allotted under the standard air permit. Three of
the four operate at 300 cubic yards per hour. The other operates at either 150 cubic yards per hour or 250 cubic yards
per hour. The documentation in TCEQs records is unclear. To add another plant would make this one site operate at over
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1300 cubic yards per hour. The standard air permit clearly states that plants operating adjacent to each other can only
operate at a max production rate if 300 cubic yards per hour. These plants are clearly adjacent to each other. The fact
that these plants are continuing to operate at such high production rates puts the community in danger. These plants
being adjacent to each other voids the protectiveness review of 2012 for concrete batch permits because increased
production occurring at this one site means an increase in machines used, an increased in truck traffic, and an increased
in particles that can travel further than previously determined in that study. Until TCEQ studies sites with muitiple batch
plants operating beyond 300 cubic yards per hour they cannot safely determine there is no impact to communities and
their health. The standard permit also states that sites under common control cannot exceed production rates beyond
300 cubic yards per hour. This site is under common control of Mike Anani, Anani LLC, Bossier Land Holdings, Big D
concrete, Terra Enterprise, Preferred Materials, Nelson Brothers, WildCatter Redi Mix, Metropiex Gunite, Lattimore
Materials. There are significant overlaps on the Grayson County property records search with owner Mike Anani and
many of the above mentioned plant owners. There is only one road that leads to and from all these piants, showing
again common control of areas in all these plants governed by expectations and limitations in the standard air permit.
There is one pond on site that is potentially used by all plants. Where are all these plants getting their water? Is if one
commonly used well? When run off comes from the property at 873 Wall Street Rd, is it from all the plants or just one?
These are all questions that should be answered by TCEQ when determining common control of air and water resources,
as well as emissions and runoff. This site should be limited to 300 cubic yards total per hour for all plants in order to be
protective of human health and the environment since common control is established by property records and common
use of the one road that leads to and from the plants. The one road that leads to and from all these plants isa
continuous nuisance condition that cause significant emissions and has failed to be controlled by TCEQ. Open
investigations and a lack of control by the plants seen in their inability to remedy current violations involving this road
would increase significantly with yet another plant at this site. This is also a road that should be under common control
of property owner Mike Anani and all plants at the 873 Wall Street site because the standard air permit clearly states
that these roads should be maintained and properly watered to prevent emissions. It is not and is why our community is
still at risk despite many environmental complaints. TCEQ is continuing to fail our community by not demanding proper
maintenance of this one, commonly used road and should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site. This site
should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site because all of these plants are adjacent to each other and the
total burden from nuisance conditions from noise, lights, emissions, and air poliutions prevent me from and my family
from enjoying our property and community. The number of plants at this one site increase this burden four times that
determine by the standard air permit. To add another plant would increase the burden and nuisance conditions listed
above five times. Our community has already been impacted by runoff that showed a 500% increase in commercial
pollutants. This is because this one site has been allowed to operate with four plants exceeding the limitations set forth
in the standard air permit. If they were limited to 300 cubic yards site wide the volume of commercial pollutants would
be decreased and the community would be at less risk. Adding a fifth plant increases our chances of further being
exposed to commercial pollutants. in an effort to further show common control of the property 873 Wall Street Rd in
Gunter, Lattimore Materisls is showing control of an area at this site that overlaps with plants at this site. A google
search showed Lattimore Materials to have the same address as Big D Concrete owned by Mike Anant. Big D concrete is
the Customer number of three out of these four plants. Once again showing common control of this site. This site should
not be approved because there is an open investigation with TCEQ regarding the 873 Wall Street site where they are
investigating increased PM 2.5 emissions, common controf of this site regarding this plant, and the plants being adjacent
to determine if they are violating the standard air permit. We have followed up several times regarding this investigation
prior to the public meeting and TCEQ still does not have a response. It is inappropriate to add yet another plant to this
site if TCEQ has not determined if human health and the environment is even protected with the current four plants
operating at this one site. There is overlap of coordinates listed in the applications to the Nelson Brother site, specifically
the Preferred Materials and Terra Enterprise coordinates. WildCatter is also very close to Nelson Brother site and
overlaps on an existing site. Metroplex Gunite coordinates are on an existing plant site. These coordinates should of
aterted TCEQ during the application process for these applications that the sites were adjacent and under common
control. The plant sites should have never been approved based off of the coordinates and production rates the sites
exceed the standard air permit. Please see image.lmage.jpegimage jpeg In ail the applications the applications for these
sites check “no” for the question of whether there are other plants operating at this site. This is clearly not the case and
several of the applicants failed to even show current images with other plants standing erect and in operations. TCEQ
faited to identify that there were other plants in operation to stop the the threat to human health and the environment
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from this site and their over production concrete beyond the limitations in the standard air permit. This is also true of
the metroplex Gunite application and is why this application should be denied. The applications submitied for plants
Preferred, WildCatter Redi Mix, Terra Enterprise, and Metroplex Gunite overlap on their plant site maps and show once
again how these areas are in common control and adjacent to each other. Their production rate totals exceed the
standard air permit and is why this application should be denied. Metroplex Gunite’s application failed to show
operational plants at this same site on their plot plan so that TCEQ could determine if they were in common control or
adjacent to the other plants at 873 Wall Street. There is no science that shows that human health and the environment
is protected if plants at the same site aren’t under common control. Adding this plant, regardless of who controls it,
does not stop the increased particles from traveling further, particularly if they propelled and charged by increased
production volume, trucks, and movement. This site is considered a major source of emissions due to the fact that it is
one site, with multiple plants adjacent to each other, under common control, with production rates that exceed the
standard air permit. For this reason no distance limitation should be used to disqualify applicants for a contested case
hearing. Multiple violations and a failure to control emissions by all of these plants, while also poorly maintaining the
one road that leads to all the plants shows that all of Gunter, including myself, are at risk of deteriorating health and air
quality, decreased water quality, and increased burden of nuisance conditions from these plants. Community provided
air quality monitors show a consistent uptick in PM 2.5 during the hours that concrete is batched. Multiple
environmental compiaints have been submitted regarding this. TCEQ has put our complaints in a “Do Not Respond”
status even though we have shown multiple plants operating at this site under common control exceeding the
production limits of the standard air permit. Their response is they will not accept our monitors because they are not
TCEQ controlled. When we asked for a TCEQ controlled monitor they told us that they will not provide one. It’s a vicious
cycle of TCEQ not acknowledging our concerns of increased PM 2.5 emissions with our monitors and not providing us
with their approved technology to monitor this site and our environment. Adding another plant to this already
overloaded site creates even more potentiai for PM2.5 exposure for the community.



Lori Rowe

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:51 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: Hunterik@me.com <Hunterlk@me.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 5:40 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY:; GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Don Hunter

E-MAIL: Hunterik@me.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREETRD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 9038142687
FAX:

COMMENTS: here are already four plants located at this site with production rates that exceed the 300 cubic yards per
hour allotted under the standard air permit. Three of the four operate at 300 cubic yards per hour. The other operates
at either 150 cubic yards per hour or 250 cubic yards per hour. The documentation in TCEQs records is unclear. To add
another plant would make this one site operate at over 1300 cubic yards per hour. The standard air permit clearly states
that plants operating adjacent to each other can only operate at a max production rate if 300 cubic yards per hour.
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These plants are clearly adjacent to each other. The fact that these plants are continuing to operate at such high
production rates puts the community in danger. These plants being adjacent to each other voids the protectiveness
review of 2012 for concrete batch permits because increased production occurring at this one site means an increase in
machines used, an increased in truck traffic, and an increased in particles that can travel further than previously
determined in that study. Until TCEQ studies sites with multiple batch plants operating beyond 300 cubic yards per hour
they cannot safely determine there is no impact to communities and their health. The standard permit also states that
sites under common control cannot exceed production rates beyond 300 cubic yards per hour. This site is under
common control of Mike Anani, Anani LLC, Bossier Land Holdings, Big D concrete, Terra Enterprise, Preferred Materials,
Nelson Brothers, WildCatter Redi Mix, Metroplex Gunite, Lattimore Materials. There are significant overlaps on the
Grayson County property records search with owner Mike Anani and many of the above mentioned plant owners. There
is only one road that leads to and from all these plants, showing again common controi of areas in all these plants
governed by expectations and limitations in the standard air permit. There is one pond on site that is potentially used by
all plants. Where are all these plants getting their water? Is if ane commonly used well? When run off comes from the
property at 873 Wall Street Rd, is it from all the plants or just one? These are all questions that should be answered by
TCEQ when determining common control of air and water resources, as well as emissions and runoff. This site should be
limited to 300 cubic yards total per hour for all plants in order to be protective of human health and the environment
since common contral is established by property records and common use of the one road that leads to and from the
plants. The one road that leads to and from all these plants is a continuous nuisance condition that cause significant
emissions and has failed to be controlled by TCEQ. Open investigations and a lack of control by the plants seen in their
inability to remedy current violations involving this road would increase significantly with yet another plant at this site.
This is also a road that should be under common control of property owner Mike Anani and all plants at the 873 Wall
Street site because the standard air permit clearly states that these roads should be maintained and properly watered to
prevent emissions. It is not and is why our community is still at risk despite many environmental complaints. TCEQ is
continuing to fail our community by not demanding proper maintenance of this one, commonly used road and should
not be allowed to add vet another plant to this site. This site should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site
because all of these plants are adjacent to each other and the total burden from nuisance conditions from noise, lights,
emissions, and air potlutions prevent me from and my family from enjoying our property and community. The number of
plants at this one site increase this burden four times that determine by the standard air permit, To add another plant
would increase the burden and nuisance conditions listed above five times, Qur community has already been impacted
by runoff that showed a 500% increase in commercial pollutants. This is because this one site has been allowed to
operate with four plants exceeding the limitations set forth in the standard air permit. If they were limited to 300 cubic
yards site wide the volume of commercial pollutants would be decreased and the community would be at less risk.
Adding a fifth plant increases our chances of further being exposed to commercial pollutants. In an effort to further
show common control of the property 873 Wall Street Rd in Gunter, Lattimore Materisls is showing control of an area at
this site that overlaps with plants at this site. A google search showed Lattimore Materials to have the same address as
Big D Concrete owned by Mike Anani, Big D concrete is the Customer number of three out of these four plants. Once
again showing common control of this site. This site should not be approved because there is an apen investigation with
TCEQ regarding the 873 Wall Street site where they are investigating increased PM 2.5 emissions, common control of
this site regarding this plant, and the plants being adjacent to determine if they are violating the standard air permit. We
have followed up several times regarding this investigation prior to the public meeting and TCEQ still does not have a
response. it is inappropriate to add yet another plant to this site if TCEQ has not determined if human health and the
environment is even protected with the current four plants operating at this one site. There is overlap of coordinates
listed in the applications to the Nelson Brother site, specifically the Preferred Materials and Terra Enterprise
coordinates. WildCatter is also very close to Nelson Brother site and overlaps on an existing site. Metroplex Gunite
coordinates are on an existing plant site. These coordinates should of alerted TCEQ during the application process for
these applications that the sites were adjacent and under common control. The plant sites should have never been
approved based off of the coordinates and production rates the sites exceed the standard air permit. Please see
image.Image.jpegimage.jpeg in all the applications the applications for these sites check “no” for the question of
whether there are other plants operating at this site. This is clearly not the case and several of the applicants failed to
even show current images with other plants standing erect and in operations. TCEQ failed to identify that there were
other plants in operation to stop the the threat to human health and the environment from this site and their over
production concrete beyond the limitations in the standard air permit. This is also true of the metroplex Gunite
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application and is why this application should be denied. The applications submitted for plants Preferred, WildCatter
Redi Mix, Terra Enterprise, and Metroplex Gunite overlap on their plant site maps and show once again how these areas
are in common control and adjacent to each other. Their production rate totals exceed the standard air permit and is
why this application should be denied. Metroplex Gunite’s application failed to show operational plants at this same site
on their plot plan so that TCEQ could determine if they were in common control or adjacent to the other plants at 873
Wall Street. There is no science that shows that human health and the environment is protected if piants at the same
site aren’t under common control. Adding this plant, regardiess of who controls it, does not stop the increased particles
from traveling further, particularly if they propelied and charged by increased production volume, trucks, and
movement. This site is considered a major source of emissions due to the fact that it is one site, with multiple plants
adjacent to each other, under common control, with production rates that exceed the standard air permit. For this
reason no distance limitation should be used to disqualify applicants for a contested case hearing. Multiple violations
and a failure to control emissions by ail of these plants, while also poorly maintaining the one road that leads to all the
plants shows that ail of Gunter, including myself, are at risk of deteriorating health and air quality, decreased water
quality, and increased burden of nuisance conditions from these plants. Community provided air quality monitors show
a consistent uptick in PM 2.5 during the hours that concrete is batched. Multiple environmental complaints have been
submitted regarding this. TCEQ has put our complaints in a “Do Not Respond” status even though we have shown
multiple plants operating at this site under common control exceeding the production limits of the standard air permit.
Their response is they will not accept our monitors because they are not TCEQ controlled. When we asked for a TCEQ
controlled monitor they told us that they will not provide one. It's a vicious cycle of TCEQ not acknowledging our
concerns of increased PM 2.5 emissions with our monitors and not providing us with their approved technology to
monitor this site and our environment. Adding another plant to this already overloaded site creates even more potential
for PM2.5 exposure for the community.



Lori Rowe

From; PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 9:01 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-GCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD: PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: callcolinhunter@gmail.com <calicolinhunter@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 4:47 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITF LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Don Hunter

E-MAIL: calicolinhunter@email.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREET RD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 90332802990
FAX:

COMMENTS: Hello, My name is Don Hunter. | reside less than 500 ft from the proposed Metro Tex plant. 1. There are
already four plants Jocated at this site with production rates that exceed the 300 cubic yards per hour allotted under the
standard air permit. Three of the four operate at 300 cubic yards per hour. The other operates at either 150 cubic yards
per hour or 250 cubic yards per hour. The documentation in TCEQs records is unclear. To add anather plant would make
this one site operate at over 1300 cubic yards per hour. 2. The standard air permit clearly states that plants operating

1



adjacent to each other can only operate at a max production rate if 300 cubic yards per hour. These plants are clearly
adjacent to each other. The fact that these plants are continuing to operate at such high production rates puts the
community in danger. These plants being adjacent to each other voids the protectiveness review of 2012 for concrete
batch permits because increased production occurring at this one site means an increase in machines used, an increased
in truck traffic, and an increased in particles that can travel further than previously determined in that study. Until TCEQ
studies sites with multiple batch plants operating beyond 300 cubic yards per hour they cannot safely determine there is
no impact to communities and their health. 3. The standard permit also states that sites under common control cannot
exceed production rates beyond 300 cubic yards per hour. This site is under commeon control of Mike Anani, Anani LLC,
Bossier Land Holdings, Big D concrete, Terra Enterprise, Preferred Materials, Nelson Brothers, WildCatter Redi Mix,
Metroplex Gunite, Lattimore Materials. There are significant overlaps on the Grayson County property records search
with owner Mike Anani and many of the above mentioned plant owners. There is only one road that leads to and from
all these plants, showing again common control of areas in all these plants governed by expectations and limitations in
the standard air permit. There is one pond on site that is potentially used by all plants. Where are all these plants getting
their water? Is if one commonly used well? When run off comes from the property at 873 Wall Street Rd, is it from all
the plants or just one? These are all questions that should be answered by TCEQ when determining common control of
air and water resources, as well as emissions and runoff. This site should be limited to 300 cubic yards total per hour for
all plants in order to be protective of human health and the environment since common control is established by
property records and common use of the one road that leads to and from the plants. 4. The one road that leads to and
from all these plants is a continuous nuisance condition that cause significant emissions and has failed to be controlled
by TCEQ. Open investigations and a lack of control by the plants seen in their inability to remedy current violations
involving this road would increase significantly with yet another plant at this site. This is also a road that should be under
comman control of property owner Mike Anani and all plants at the 873 Wall Street site because the standard air permit
clearly states that these roads should be maintained and properly watered to prevent emissions. it is not and is why our
community is still at risk despite many environmental complaints. TCEQ is continuing to fail our community by not
demanding proper maintenance of this one, commonly used road and shouid not be allowed to add yet another plant to
this site. 5. This site should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site because all of these plants are adjacent
to each other and the total burden from nuisance conditions from noise, lights, emissions, and air pollutions prevent me
from and my family from enjoying our property and community. The number of plants at this one site increase this
burden four times that determine by the standard air permit. To add another plant would increase the burden and
nuisance conditions listed above five times. 6. Qur community has already been impacted by runoff that showed a 500%
increase in commercial pollutants. This is because this one site has been allowed to operate with four plants exceeding
the limitations set forth in the standard air permit. If they were limited to 300 cubic yards site wide the volume of
commercial pollutants would be decreased and the community would be at less risk. Adding a fifth plant increases our
chances of further being exposed to commercial pollutants. 7. In an effort to further show common control of the
property 873 Wall Street Rd in Gunter, Lattimore Materisls is showing control of an area at this site that overlaps with
plants at this site. A google search showed Lattimore Materials to have the same address as Big D Concrete owned by
Mike Anani. 8. Big D concrete is the Customer number of three out of these four plants. Once again showing common
control of this site. 9. This site should not be approved because there is an open investigation with TCEQ regarding the
873 Wall Street site where they are investigating increased PM 2.5 emissions, common control of this site regarding this
plant, and the plants being adjacent to determine if they are violating the standard air permit. We have followed up
several times regarding this investigation prior to the public meeting and TCEQ still does not have a response. It is
inappropriate to add yet another plant to this site if TCEQ has not determined if human health and the environment is
even protected with the current four plants operating at this one site. 10. There is overlap of coordinates listed in the
applications to the Nelson Brother site, specifically the Preferred Materials and Terra Enterprise coordinates. WildCatter
is also very close to Nelson Brother site and overlaps on an existing site. Metroplex Gunite coordinates are on an existing
plant site. These coordinates should of alerted TCEQ during the application process for these applications that the sites
were adjacent and under common control. The plant sites should have never been approved based off of the
coordinates and production rates the sites exceed the standard air permit. Please see image. 11. n all the applications
the applications for these sites check “no” for the guestion of whether there are other plants operating at this site. This
is clearly not the case and several of the applicants failed to even show current images with other plants standing erect
and in operations. TCEQ failed to identify that there were other piants in operation to stop the the threat to human
heaith and the environment from this site and their over production concrete beyond the fimitations in the standard air
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permit. This is also true of the metroplex Gunite application and is why this application should be denied. 12. The
applications submitted for plants Preferred, WildCatter Redi Mix, Terra Enterprise, and Metroplex Gunite overlap on
their plant site maps and show once again how these areas are in common control and adjacent to each other. Their
production rate totals exceed the standard air permit and is why this application should be denied. 13. Metroplex
Gunite’s application failed to show operational plants at this same site on their plot plan so that TCEQ could determine if
they were in common control or adjacent to the other plants at 873 Wall Street. 14. There is no science that shows that
human health and the environment is protected if plants at the same site aren’t under common control. Adding this
plant, regardless of who controls it, does not stop the increased particles from traveling further, particularly if they
propelled and charged by increased production volume, trucks, and movement. 15. This site is considered a major
source of emissions due to the fact that it is one site, with multiple plants adjacent to each other, under common
control, with production rates that exceed the standard air permit. For this reason no distance limitation should be used
to disqualify applicants for a contested case hearing. Multiple violations and a failure to control emissions by all of these
plants, while also poorly maintaining the one road that leads to all the plants shows that all of Gunter, including myself,
are at risk of deteriorating health and air quality, decreased water quality, and increased burden of nuisance conditions
from these plants. 16. Community provided air quality monitors show a consistent uptick in PM 2.5 during the hours that
concrete is batched. Multiple environmental complaints have been submitted regarding this. TCEQ has put our
complaints in a “Do Not Respond” status even though we have shown multiple plants operating at this site under
commeon control exceeding the production limits of the standard air permit. Their response is they will not accept our
monitors because they are not TCEQ controlled. When we asked for a TCEQ controlled monitor they told us that they
will not provide one. It's a vicious cycle of TCEQ not acknowledging our concerns of increased PM 2.5 emissions with our
monitors and not providing us with their approved technology to monitor this site and our environment. Adding another
plant to this already overloaded site creates even more potential for PM2.5 exposure for the community.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-QCC

Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 9:00 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

PM

From: hunterlk@me.com <huntertk@me.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 9:22 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Don Hunter

E-MAIL: hunterlk@me.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREET RD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 9038142687
FAX:
COMMIENTS: | would to request a public meeting on permit number 164838. There are already 10 permitted batch

plants within 1/2 mile of my home. | have 6 permitted batch plants 1/2 mile north of my home and 4 batch plants within
1/2 on the south side of my home, why would you allow another?



Mehgan Taack

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

RFR

PUBCOMMENT-0OCC

Tuesday, December 28, 2021 9:29 AM

PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
FW: Request for reconsideration of executive directors permit decision ~ permit 164838

From: Mehgan Taack <Mehgan.Taack@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2021 5:01 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-CCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW; Request for reconsideration of executive directors permit decision ~ permit 164838

From: Linda Hunter <hunterlk@me.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 10:52 PM

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>; Mehgan Taack <Mehgan.Taack@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Request for reconsideration of executive directors permit decision ~ permit 164838

| am requesting a reconsideration of the Executive Director's Decision. My name is Linda
Hunter, | live at 1273 Wall Street Road Gunter, Texas 75058. My phone number is 903-814-
2687. | do not have a fax number. | am requesting a reconsideration of the Executive
Director's Decision for the following reasons.

1.

Gunter Clean Air, which | am a member of, is in the process of getting air dispersion
modeling for this site. initial results show that the pollution and emissions are leaving
the property of 873 Wall Street, putting the community and local environment at

risk. We are paying for this out of our own pockets and the executive director should
at the very least wait for the results to effectively evaluate this site for emissions,
potlution, and harm to our community.

This site already has four other plants that overlap the site plan of the current
application.

This site already has four plants, connected by one poorly maintained road thatis a
source of emissions and is a nuisance to the environment and local residents.

This site has not been evaluated for the distance between plants despite my
requests. In a RTC for a Standard Concrete Batch Permit, the ED stated that if

plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is not believed to be harmful to the
environment. The plants at 873 Wall Street are nowhere near further than 550 apart,
therefore are putting the community at risk. Please see the ED's response to permit
application #164827

| have been affected considerably healthwise because of TCEQ's prior permits granted
at this site. | live with asthma and the amount of batch plants have caused lung
inflammation sometimes on a daily basis.



"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was done using an inherently conservative
screening methodology to ensure protectiveness at any location in the state, including in industrialized
areas with nearby sources. The modeling considered expected worst-case short-term meteorological
conditions which could occur anywhere within the state, including wind conditions. The maximum
modeled concentration typically occurs at a relatively short distance from the source, and the majority
of emissions are predicted to disperse {fall out) within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review
of other off-site sources is not necessary when determining approval of any particular

standard permit application. In addition, based on the results of the Standard Permit protectiveness
review, if simiar facilities {for example, a concrete batch plant, a rock crushing plant, or hat mix asphalt
plant) are located greater than 550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all of the
operations. The technical requirements contained in the Standard Permit are designed to ensure that
facilities operating under a Standard Permit achieve the emission standards determined to be
protective of human health and the environment”

5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to each other at the 873 Wall Street site, if
the fand is being leased by one person, and that he/she controls the one poorly maintained
road that leads to the plants then there is a definite argument for commaon control.

6. TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the emissions that come from this plant
and site as a whole, despite the flaws in the law that allow plant owners to circumvent the
protective strategies the standard permit says is protective of the community. The community
of Gunter is at risk and our initial air dispersion modeling is already showing that.

| appreciate the ED's reconsideration of this permit and hope that they will take into consideration all
of the emissions and pollutants that already exist from the 873 Wall Street site.
Sincerely,

Linda Hunter

Sent from my iPad



Mehgan Taack

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

RFR

PUBCOMMENT-0OCC

Tuesday, December 28, 2021 9:08 AM

PUBCOMMENT-OCC2Z; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
FW: Request for reconsideration of executive directors permit decision ~ permit 164838

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2021 9:41 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Request for reconsideration of executive directors permit decision ~ permit 164838

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Linda Hunter <hunterik@me.com>

Date: December 23, 2021 at 10:28:42 PM CST

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>, Mehgan Taack <Mehgan. Taack@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Reguest for reconsideration of executive directors permit decision ~ permit 164838

I am reguesting a reconsideration of the Executive Director's Decision. My name is Linda
Hunter, | live at 1273 Wall Street Road Gunter, Texas 75058. My phone number is 803-814-
2687. | do not have a fax number. | am requesting a reconsideration of the Executive
Director’s Decision for the following reasons.

1.

Gunter Clean Air, which | am a member of, is in the process of getting air dispersion
modeling for this site. Initial results show that the pollution and emissions are leaving
the property of 873 Wall Street, putting the community and {ocal environment at

risk. We are paying for this out of our own pockets and the executive director should
at the very least wait for the results to effectively evaluate this site for emissions,
poliution, and harm to our community.

This site already has four other plants that overlap the site plan of the current
application.

This site already has four plants, connected by one poorly maintained road that is a
source of emissions and is a nuisance to the environment and local residents.

This site has not been evaluated for the distance between plants despite my
requests. In a RTC for a Standard Concrete Batch Permit, the ED stated that if

plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is not believed to be harmful to the
environment. The plants at 873 Wall Street are nowhere near further than 550 apart,



therefore are putting the community at risk. Please see the ED's response to permit

application #164827

5. | have been affected considerably healthwise because of TCEQ's prior permits granted
at this site. | live with asthma and the amount of batch plants have caused lung
inflammation sometimes on a daily basis.

"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was done using an inherently conservative
screening methodology to ensure protectiveness at any location in the state, including in industrialized
areas with nearby sources. The modeling considered expected worst-case short-term meteorological
conditions which could occur anywhere within the state, including wind conditions. The maximum
modeled concentration typically occurs at a relatively short distance from the source, and the majority
of emissions are predicted to disperse {fall out) within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review
of other off-site sources is not necessary when determining approval of any particular

standard permit application. In addition, based on the results of the Standard Permit protectiveness
review, if similar facilities (for example, a concrete batch plant, a rock crushing plant, or hot mix asphalt
plant} are located greater than 550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all of the
operations. The technical requirements contained in the Standard Permit are designed to ensure that
facilities operating under a Standard Permit achieve the emission standards determined to be
protective of human health and the environment”

5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to each other at the 873 Wall Street site. If
the land is being leased by one person, and that he/she controls the one poorly maintained
road that leads to the plants then there is a definite argument for common control.

6. TCEQ, including the £D, should evaluate this site for the emissions that come from this plant
and site as a whole, despite the flaws in the law that allow plant cwners to circumvent the
protective strategies the standard permit says is protective of the community. The community
of Gunter is at risk and our initial air dispersion modeling is already showing that.

I appreciate the ED's reconsideration of this permit and hope that they will take into consideration all
of the emissions and pollutants that already exist from the 873 Wall Street site.
Sincerely,

Linda Hunter

Sent from my iPad



Mehgan Taack

Fron:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Tuesday, December 28, 2021 9:29 AM

PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
FW: Supplement to requested for contested case hearing on permit #164838

From: Mehgan Taack <Mehgan.Taack@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2021 5:01 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Supplement to requested for contested case hearing on permit #164838

from: Linda Hunter <hunterlk@me.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 10:54 PM
To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>; Mehgan Taack <Mehgan.Taack@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Supplement to requested for contested case hearing on permit #164838

My name is Linda Hunter, | live at 1273 Wall Street Road Gunter, Texas

75058. My phone number is 903-814-2687. | do not have a fax number. Please
consider the following information as a supplement to my previously requested
contested case hearing.

The 440 yard should not apply to this permit when defining an affected person
because the pollution/emissions from this site are showing to leave the property
during our initial stages of air dispersion modeling. This is due to the dense
concentration of plants in one small area that are contiguous and adjacent to
each other. The protectiveness of the standard permit is not applied when the
emissions and poliution leaves the property and has created a negative impact to
our environment, therefore allowing me to contest this permit. | have an
invested interest in this permit being denied because our community does not
need anymore pollution and exposure to emissions, particularly towards our
farm, which is where | raise cattle and spend time outdoors, my granddaughter
spends sixty percent of her time cutdoors and | think we've pushed the limit out
here for the amount of batch plants my family has to endure. Our farm, which is
within 440 yards, is already at risk. Our family has lived HERE since the 1870's. |
think this makes TCEQ look bad for putting this next to a multigenerational

farm. As an affected person and a member of Gunter Clean Air, | believe we
should be granted the opportunity for a contested case hearing. This will be the
eleventh permit next to our house. Our vehicles are covered in dust, the air has
a distinct smell to it and when | spend longer than a few hours outside my
allergies start acting up, sometimes from the moment i go outside. The air
guality inside our home has diminished as well.

1



1. Gunter Clean Air, which I am a member of, isin the process of getting
air dispersion modeling for this site, initial results show that the
pollution and emissions are leaving the property of 873 Wall Street,
putting the community and local environment at risk.

2. This site already has four other plants that overiap the site plan of the
current application.

3. This site already has four plants, connected by one poorly maintained
road that is a source of emissions and is a nuisance to the environment
and local residents.

4. This site has not been evaluated for the distance between plants
despite my requests. In a RTC for a Standard Concrete Batch Permit,
the ED stated that if plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is not
believed to be harmful to the environment. The plants at 873 Wali
Street are nowhere near further than 550 apart, therefore are putting
the community at risk. Please see the ED's response to permit
application #164827

"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was done using an
inherently conservative screening methodology to ensure protectiveness at any
location in the state, including in industrialized areas with nearby sources. The
modeling considered expected worst-case short-term meteorological conditions
which could occur anywhere within the state, including wind conditions. The
maximum modeled concentration typically occurs at a relatively short distance
from the source, and the majority of emissions are predicted to disperse (fall
out} within 100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review of other off-site
sources is not necessary when determining approval of any particular

standard permit application. In addition, based on the results of the

Standard Permit protectiveness review, if similar facilities (for example, a
concrete batch plant, a rock crushing plant, or hot mix asphalt plant} are located
greater than 550 feet apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all of
the operations. The technical requirements contained in the Standard Permit are
designed to ensure that facilities operating under a Standard Permit achieve the
emission standards determined to be protective of human health and the
environment”

5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to each other at
the 873 Wall Street site. If the land is being leased by one person, and
that he/she controls the one poorly maintained road, that leads to the
plants then there is definitely argument for common control.

6. TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the emissions that
come from this plant and site as a whole, despite the flaws in the law
that allow plant owners to circumvent the protective strategies the
standard permit says is protective of the community. The community
of Gunter is at risk and our initia! air dispersion modeling is already
showing that.



7. Atthe time of this request, the protectiveness review that was used to
develop the standard permit has not heen released to the public, so
the science can be evaluated for effectiveness and compliance with
current understanding of emissions and pollution sources.

Sincerely,
LINDA HUNTER

1273 wall Street Road
Gunter, TX 75058

Sent from my iPad



Mehgan Taack

Fronn:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Tuesday, December 28, 2021 9:.08 AM

PUBCOMMENT-QCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
FW: Supplement to requested for contested case hearing on permit #164838

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2021 9:42 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Supplement to requested for contested case hearing on permit #164838

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Linda Hunter <huntertk@me.com>

Date: December 23, 2021 at 10:30:39 PM CST

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>, Mehgan Taack <Mehgan.Taack@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Supplement to requested for contested case hearing on permit #164838

My name is Linda Hunter, | live at 1273 Wal! Street Road Gunter,
Texas 75058. My phone number is 903-814-2687. | do not have a
fax number, Please consider the following information as a
supplement to my previously requested contested case hearing.

The 440 yard should not apply to this permit when defining an
affected person because the pollution/emissions from this site are
showing to leave the property during our initial stages of air
dispersion modeling. This is due to the dense concentration of
plants in one small area that are contiguous and adjacent to each
other. The protectiveness of the standard permit is not applied
when the emissions and poliution leaves the property and has
created a negative impact to our environment, therefore allowing
me to contest this permit. | have an invested interest in this
permit being denied because our community does not need
anymore pollution and exposure to emissions, particularly
towards our farm, which is where | raise cattie and spend time
outdoors, my granddaughter spends sixty percent of her time
outdoors and | think we've pushed the limit out here

for the amount of batch plants my family has to

endure. Qur farm, which is within 440 yards, is already at risk.

i



Our family has tived HERE since the 1870's. | think this makes
TCEQ, look bad for putting this next to a multigenerational

farm. As an affected person and a member of Gunter Clean Air, |
believe we should be granted the opportunity for a contested
case hearing. This will be the eleventh permit next to our

house. Our vehicles are covered in dust, the air has a distinct
smell to it and when | spend longer than a few hours outside my
allergies start acting up, sometimes from the moment i

go outside, The air quality inside our home has diminished as
well.

1. Gunter Clean Air, which | am a member of, is in the
process of getting air dispersion modeling for this
site. Initial results show that the pollution and
emissions are leaving the property of 873 Wall Street,
putting the community and local environment at risk.

2. This site already has four other plants that overlap the
site plan of the current application.

3. This site already has four plants, connected by one
poorly maintained road that is a source of emissions and
is a nuisance to the environment and local residents.

4. This site has not been evaluated for the distance
between plants despite my requests. In a RTC for a
Standard Concrete Batch Permit, the ED stated that if
plants are further than 550 feet apart then it is not
believed to be harmful to the environment. The
plants at 873 Wall Street are nowhere near further than
550 apart, therefore are putting the community at
risk. Please see the ED's response to permit application
#164827

"RESPONSE 1: The Standard Permit protectiveness review was
done using an inherently conservative screening methodology to
ensure protectiveness at any location in the state, including in
industrialized areas with nearby sources. The modeling
considered expected worst-case short-term meteorological
conditions which could occur anywhere within the state, including
wind conditions. The maximum modeled concentration typically
occurs at a relatively short distance from the source, and the
majority of emissions are predicted to disperse (fall out) within
100 feet of the emission point. Therefore, review of other off-site
sources is not necessary when determining approval of any
particular standard permit application. In addition, based on the
results of the Standard Permit protectiveness review, if similar
facilities {for example, a concrete batch plant, a rock crushing
plant, or hot mix asphalt plant) are located greater than 550 feet
apart, no adverse impacts are expected as a result of all of the
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operations. The technical requirements contained in the
Standard Permit are designed to ensure that facilities operating
under a Standard Permit achieve the emission standards
determined to be protective of human heaith and the
environment”

5. The plants are definitely adjacent and contiguous to
each other at the 873 Wall Street site. Hf the land is
being leased by one person, and that he/she controls
the one poorly maintained road, that leads to the plants
then there is definitely argument for common control.

6. TCEQ, including the ED, should evaluate this site for the
emissions that come from this plant and site as a
whole, despite the flaws in the law that allow plant
owners to circumvent the protective strategies the
standard permit says is protective of the
community. The community of Gunter is at risk and our
initial air dispersion modeling is already showing that.

7. Atthe time of this request, the protectiveness review
that was used to develop the standard permit has not
been released to the public, so the science can be
evaluated for effectiveness and compliance with current
understanding of emissions and pollution sources.

Sincerely,
LINDA HUNTER

1273 Wall Street Road
Gunter, TX 75058

Sent from my iPad



Lori Rowe

T —— — I
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 846 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-CCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

H

From: Hunterlk@me.com <Hunterlk@me.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 5:57 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Linda Hunter

E-MAIL: Hunterlk@me.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREET RD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 9038142687
FAX:
COMMENTS: | would to request a contested case hearing due to the fact that the proposed plant is within 100 yards of

my home. | suffer from asthma and my husband has multiple sclerosis. The existing plants have ruined our property and
endanger our heaith.



Lori Rowe

R MR
From; PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:47 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164833

H

From: calicolinhunter@gmail.com <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 5:43 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER; CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Linda Hunter

E-MAIL: callcolinhunter@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREET RD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 3033280290
FAX:

COMMENTS: My name is Linda Hunter. | reside within 500ft of the propased Metro Tex plant. | oppose this proposed
plant and request a contested case hearing for the following reasons... There are already four plants located at this site
with production rates that exceed the 300 cubic yards per hour aliotted under the standard air permit. Three of the four
operate at 300 cubic yards per hour. The other operates at either 150 cubic yards per hour or 250 cubic yards per hour.
The documentation in TCEQs records is unclear. To add another plant would make this one site operate at over 1300
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cubic vards per hour. The standard air permit clearly states that plants operating adjacent to each other can onily
operate at a max production rate if 300 cubic yards per hour. These plants are clearly adjacent to each other. The fact
that these plants are continuing to operate at such high production rates puts the community in danger. These plants
being adjacent to each other voids the protectiveness review of 2012 for concrete batch permits because increased
production occurring at this one site means an increase in machines used, an increased in truck traffic, and an increased
in particles that can travel further than previously determined in that study. Until TCEQ studies sites with muitiple batch
plants operating beyond 300 cubic yards per hour they cannot safely determine there is no impact to communities and
their health. The standard permit also states that sites under common control cannot exceed preduction rates beyond
300 cubic yards per hour. This site is under common control of Mike Anani, Anani LLC, Bossier Land Holdings, Big D
concrete, Terra Enterprise, Preferred Materials, Nelson Brothers, WildCatter Redi Mix, Metroplex Gunite, Lattimore
Materials. There are significant overlaps on the Grayson County property records search with owner Mike Anani and
many of the above mentioned plant owners. There is only one road that leads to and from all these plants, showing
again common control of areas in all these plants governed by expectations and limitations in the standard air permit.
There is one pond on site that is potentially used by all plants. Where are all these plants getting their water? Is if one
commonly used well? When run off comes from the property at 873 Wall Street Rd, is it from all the plants or just one?
These are all questions that should be answered by TCEQ when determining common control of air and water resources,
as well as emissions and runoff. This site should be limited to 300 cubic yards total per hour for all plants in order to be
protective of human health and the environment since common control is established by property records and common
use of the one road that leads to and from the plants, The one road that leads to and from all these plantsisa
continuous nuisance condition that cause significant emissions and has failed to be controlled by TCEQ. Gpen
investigations and a lack of control by the plants seen in their inability to remedy current violations involving this road
would increase significantly with yvet another plant at this site. This is also a road that should be under commaon control
of property owner Mike Anani and all plants at the 873 Wall Street site because the standard air permit clearly states
that these roads should be maintained and properly watered to prevent emissions. It is not and is why our community is
still at risk despite many environmental complaints. TCEQ is continuing to fail our community by not demanding proper
maintenance of this one, commonly used road and should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site. This site
should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site because all of these plants are adjacent to each other and the
total burden from nuisance conditions from noise, lights, emissions, and air poliutions prevent me from and my family
from enjoying our property and community. The number of plants at this one site increase this burden four times that
determine by the standard air permit. To add another plant would increase the burden and nuisance conditions listed
above five times. Our community has already been impacted by runoff that showed a 500% increase in commercial
poltutants. This is because this one site has been allowed to operate with four plants exceeding the limitations set forth
in the standard air permit. If they were limited to 300 cubic yards site wide the volume of commercial pollutants would
be decreased and the community would be at less risk. Adding a fifth plant increases our chances of further being
exposed to commercial poliutants. In an effort to further show common control of the property 873 Wall Street Rd in
Gunter, Lattimore Materisls is showing control of an area at this site that overlaps with plants at this site. A google
search showed Lattimore Materials to have the same address as Big D Concrete owned by Mike Anani. Big D concrete is
the Customer number of three out of these four plants. Once again showing comman control of this site. This site should
not be approved because there is an open investigation with TCEQ regarding the 873 Wall Street site where they are
investigating increased PM 2.5 emissions, common control of this site regarding this plant, and the plants being adjacent
to determine if they are violating the standard air permit. We have followed up several times regarding this investigation
prior to the public meeting and TCEQ still does not have a response. It is inappropriate to add yet another plant to this
site if TCEQ has not determined if human health and the environment is even protected with the current four plants
operating at this one site. There is overlap of coordinates listed in the applications to the Nelson Brother site, specifically
the Preferred Materials and Terra Enterprise coordinates. WildCatter is also very close to Nelson Brother site and
averlaps on an existing site. Metroplex Gunite coordinates are on an existing plant site. These coordinates shouid of
alerted TCEQ during the application process for these applications that the sites were adjacent and under common
control. The plant sites should have never been approved based off of the coordinates and production rates the sites
exceed the standard air permit. Please see image.Image.jpegimage.jpeg In all the applications the applications for these
sites check “no” for the question of whether there are other plants operating at this site. This is clearly not the case and
severai of the applicants failed to even show current images with other plants standing erect and in operations. TCEQ
failed to identify that there were other plants in operation to stop the the threat to human health and the environment
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from this site and their over production concrete beyond the limitations in the standard air permit, This is also true of
the metroplex Gunite application and is why this application should be denied. The applications submitted for plants
Preferred, WildCatter Redi Mix, Terra Enterprise, and Metroplex Gunite overlap on their plant site maps and show ance
again how these areas are in common control and adjacent to each other, Their production rate totals exceed the
standard air permit and is why this application should be denied. Metroplex Gunite’s application failed to show
operational plants at this same site on their plot plan so that TCEQ could determine if they were in common control or
adjacent to the other plants at 873 Wall Street. There is no science that shows that human health and the environment
is protected if plants at the same site aren’t under common control. Adding this plant, regardless of who controls it,
does not stop the increased particles from traveling further, particularly if they propelled and charged by increased
production volume, trucks, and movement. This site is considered a major source of emissions due to the fact that it is
one site, with multiple plants adjacent to each other, under common control, with production rates that exceed the
standard air permit. For this reason no distance fimitation should be used to disqualify applicants for a contested case
hearing. Multiple violations and a failure to control emissions by all of these plants, while also poorly maintaining the
one road that leads to all the plants shows that all of Gunter, including myself, are at risk of deteriorating health and air
quality, decreased water quality, and increased burden of nuisance conditions from these plants. Community provided
air quality monitors show a consistent uptick in PM 2.5 during the hours that concrete is batched. Multiple
environmental complaints have been submitted regarding this. TCEQ has put our complaints in a “Do Not Respond”
status even though we have shown multiple plants operating at this site under common control exceeding the
production limits of the standard air permit. Their response is they will not accept our monitors because they are not
TCEQ controlled. When we asked for a TCEQ controlled monitor they told us that they will not provide cne. It's a vicious
cycle of TCEQ not acknowledging our concerns of increased PM 2.5 emissions with our monitors and not providing us
with their approved technology to monitor this site and our environment. Adding another plant to this already
overloaded site creates even more potential for PM2.5 exposure for the community.



Melissa Schmidt

L L
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 11:54 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-CCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
NSR
123683

From: huntertk@me.com <hunterlk@me.com>
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2021 8:51 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CNEOQ1661341

FROM

NAME: Linda Hunter

E-MAIL: hunterlk@me.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREET RD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 9038142687
FAX:

COMMENTS: | would like to request a contested case hearing as this proposed plant wilt 50 feet away from my home.



Lori Rowe

I -
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2021 9:01 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PURCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: callcolinhunter@gmail.com <callcolinhunter@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 4:49 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.lexas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Linda Hunter

E-MAIL: calicolinhunter@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREET RD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 9033280280
FAX:

COMMENTS: Hello, My name is Linda Hunter. t reside less than 500 ft from the proposed Metro Tex plant. 1. There are
already four plants located at this site with production rates that exceed the 300 cubic yards per hour allotted under the
standard air permit. Three of the four operate at 300 cubic yards per hour. The other operates at either 150 cubic yards
per hour or 250 cubic yards per hour. The documentation in TCEQs records is unclear. To add another plant would make
this one site operate at over 1300 cubic yards per hour. 2. The standard air permit clearly states that plants operating
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adjacent to each other can only operate at a max production rate if 300 cubic yards per hour. These plants are clearly
adjacent to each other. The fact that these plants are continuing to operate at such high production rates puts the
community in danger. These plants being adjacent to each other voids the protectiveness review of 2012 for concrete
hatch permits because increased production occurring at this one site means an increase in machines used, an increased
in truck traffic, and an increased in particles that can travel further than previously determined in that study. Until TCEQ
studies sites with multiple batch plants operating beyond 300 cubic yards per hour they cannot safely determine there is
no impact to communities and their health. 3. The standard permit also states that sites under common control cannot
exceed production rates beyond 300 cubic yards per hour. This site is under common control of Mike Anani, Anani LLC,
Bossier Land Holdings, Big D concrete, Terra Enterprise, Preferred Materials, Nelson Brothers, WildCatter Redi Mix,
Metroplex Gunite, Lattimore Materials. There are significant overlaps on the Grayson County property records search
with owner Mike Anani and many of the above mentioned plant owners. There is only one road that leads to and from
all these plants, showing again common control of areas in all these plants governed by expectations and limitations in
the standard air permit. There is one pond on site that is potentially used by all plants. Where are all these plants getting
their water? s if one commonly used well? When run off comes from the property at 873 Wall Street Rd, is it from all
the plants or just one? These are all questions that should be answered by TCEQ when determining common control of
air and water resources, as well as emissions and runoff. This site should be limited to 300 cubic yards total per hour for
all plants in order to be protective of human heaith and the environment since commaon control is established by
property records and common use of the one road that leads to and from the plants. 4. The one road that leads to and
from all these plants is a continuous nuisance condition that cause significant emissions and has failed to be controlled
by TCEQ. Open investigations and a fack of control by the plants seen in their inability to remedy current violations
involving this road would increase significantly with yet another plant at this site. This is also a road that should be under
common control of property owner Mike Anani and all plants at the 873 Wall Street site because the standard air permit
clearly states that these roads should be maintained and properly watered to prevent emissions. It is not and is why our
community is still at risk despite many environmental complaints. TCEQ is continuing to fail our community by not
demanding proper maintenance of this one, commonly used road and should not be allowed to add yet another plant to
this site. 5. This site should not be allowed to add yet another plant to this site because all of these plants are adjacent
to each other and the total burden from nuisance conditions from noise, lights, emissions, and air pollutions prevent me
from and my family from enjoying our property and community. The number of plants at this one site increase this
burden four times that determine by the standard air permit. To add another ptant would increase the burden and
nuisance conditions listed above five times. 6. Our community has aiready been impacted by runoff that showed a 500%
increase in commercial poliutants, This is because this one site has been allowed to aperate with four plants exceeding
the limitations set forth in the standard air permit. If they were limited to 300 cubic yards site wide the votume of
commercial pollutants would be decreased and the community would be at less risk. Adding a fifth plant increases our
chances of further being exposed to commercial pollutants. 7. In an effort to further show common control of the
property 873 Wall Street Rd in Gunter, Lattimore Materisls is showing control of an area at this site that overlaps with
plants at this site. A google search showed Lattimore Materials to have the same address as Big D Concrete owned by
Mike Anani. 8. Big D concrete is the Customer number of three out of these four plants. Once again showing common
control of this site. 9. This site should not be approved because there is an open investigation with TCEQ regarding the
873 Wall Street site where they are investigating increased PM 2.5 emissions, commaon control of this site regarding this
plant, and the plants being adjacent to determine if they are violating the standard air permit. We have followed up
several times regarding this investigation prior to the public meeting and TCEQ still does not have a response. It is
inappropriate to add yet another plant to this site if TCEQ has not determined if human health and the environment is
even protected with the current four plants operating at this one site. 10. There is overlap of coordinates listed in the
applications to the Nelson Brother site, specifically the Preferred Materials and Terra Enterprise coordinates. WildCatter
is also very close to Nelson Brother site and overlaps on an existing site. Metroplex Gunite coordinates are on an existing
plant site, These coordinates should of alerted TCEQ during the application process for these applications that the sites
were adjacent and under common control. The plant sites should have never been approved based off of the
coordinates and production rates the sites exceed the standard air permit. Please see image. 11. In all the applications
the applications for these sites check “no” for the question of whether there are other plants operating at this site. This
is clearly not the case and several of the applicants failed to even show current images with other plants standing erect
and in aperations. TCEQ failed fo identify that there were other plants in cperation to stop the the threat to human
health and the environment from this site and their over production concrete beyond the limitations in the standard air
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permit. This is also true of the metroplex Gunite application and is why this application should be denied. 12. The
applications submitted for plants Preferred, WildCatter Redi Mix, Terra Enterprise, and Metroplex Gunite overlap on
their plant site maps and show once again how these areas are in common control and adjacent to each other. Their
production rate totals exceed the standard air permit and is why this application should be denied. 13. Metroplex
Gunite’s application failed to show operational plants at this same site on their plot plan so that TCEQ, could determine if
they were in common control or adjacent to the other plants at 873 Wall Street. 14. There is no science that shows that
human health and the environment is protected if plants at the same site aren’t under common control. Adding this
plant, regardless of who controls it, does not stop the increased particles from traveling further, particularly if they
propelled and charged by increased production volume, trucks, and movement. 15. This site is considered a major
source of emissions due to the fact that it is one site, with multiple plants adjacent to each other, under common
control, with production rates that exceed the standard air permit. For this reason no distance limitation should be used
to disqualify applicants for a contested case hearing. Multiple violations and a failure to control emissions by all of these
plants, while also poorly maintaining the one road that leads 1o all the plants shows that alf of Gunter, including myself,
are at risk of deteriorating health and air quality, decreased water quality, and increased burden of nuisance conditions
from these plants. 16. Community provided air quality monitors show a consistent uptick in PM 2.5 during the hours that
concrete is batched. Multiple environmental complaints have been submitted regarding this. TCEQ has put our
complaints in a “Do Not Respond” status even though we have shown multiple plants operating at this site under
common control exceeding the production limits of the standard air permit. Their response is they will not accept our
monitors because they are not TCEQ controiled. When we asked for a TCEQ controiled monitor they told us that they
will not provide one. It’s a vicious cycle of TCEQ not acknowledging our concerns of increased PM 2.5 emissions with our
monitors and not providing us with their approved technology to monitor this site and our environment. Adding another
plant to this already overloaded site creates even more potential for PM2.5 exposure for the community.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 9:03 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-QCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FwW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

P

From: hunterlk@me.com <hunterlk@me.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 5:06 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Linda Hunter

E-MAILL: hunterlk@me.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1273 WALL STREET RD
GUNTER TX 75058-2041

PHONE: 9038142687
FAX:

COMMENTS: | would like to request a public meeting for batch plant permit #164838. This will be batch plant #11, why
do we need any more of these?



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-CCC

Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 9:23 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPRIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

H

From: ortiz@ctesc.net <ortiz@ctesc.net>

Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 8:59 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMHT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Fermin Ortiz

E-MAIL: ortiz@ctesc.net

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: PO BOX 7605
HORSESHOE BAY TX 78657-7605

PHONE: 5127555393
FAX:

COMMENTS: The blatant attempt to circumvent the limits of a standard permit by placing muttiple plants at the same
location shows the complete disregard the APO industry has for the rule of law and TCEQ's permitting process. As a
Texan concerned about what this immovral fudging of the figures will have if this stacking of plants is allowed, | ask for a
pubtic hearing. The public hearing would be a great opportunity for TCEQ to explain to the public why it wouid allow
such a disregard for it rules and permitting process. Sincerely. Fermin Ortiz
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Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 9:01 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC;, PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comiment on Permit Number 164838

H

From: christinapeyton@yahoo.com <christinapeyton@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 7:28 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Christina Peyton

E-MAIL: christinapeyton@yahoo.com

COMPANY: 2145540662

ADDRESS: 2025 FOX BEND TRCE
GUNTER TX 75058-4206

PHONE: 2145540662
FAX:

COMMENTS: | would like to request a public hearing about this permit. | would like to see it denied.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 9:23 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCCZ; PUBCCMMENT-QPIC; PUBCOMMENT-EL[D; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

H

From: cpi23mdf@yahoo.com <cpl23mdf@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 8:23 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Michael Spano

E-MAIL: cpl123mdf@yahoo.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 152 SILVERADQ DR
GEORGETOWN TX 78633-5640

PHONE: 5122404759
FAX:

COMMENTS: We request a public hearing on this permit. it is my understanding that this company is using different
company names to allow multiple concrete batch plants on the same site. This tacit breaks the spirit of the taw.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 2:30 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

H

From: am . weber@yahoo.com <am.weber@vyahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 5:24 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceg.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Amber Weber

E-MAIL: am.weber@vahoo.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2115 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 4694687169
FAX:

COMMENTS: We want a public hearing! This is ridiculous! Money over the the health of our community? Shame 1



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 9:18 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

From: am.weber@yahoo.com <am.weber@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 3:07 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSON

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Amber Weber

E-MAIL: am.weber@yahoo.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2115 BLEDSOE RD
GUNTER TX 75058-3015

PHONE: 4694687169
FAX:

COMMENTS: We do not want another batch plant in Gunterti!



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2021 9.03 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 164838

H

From: Woodwellj@gmail.com <Woodwellj@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 4:57 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@1tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 164838
REGULATED ENTY NAME GUNTER YARD

RN NUMBER: RN111243937

PERMIT NUMBER: 164838

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: GRAYSORN

PRINCIPAL NAME: METROPLEX GUNITE LP

CN NUMBER: CN601661341

FROM

NAME: Jennifer Woodwell

E-MAIL: Woodwelli@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADBRESS: 744 REED LN
GUNTER TX 75058-2156

PHONE: 2144173630
FAX:
COMMENTS: Please start regulating how many cement plants can go within a certain area. We live so close to these

plants off of Wall Street in Gunter, that we have seen a huge increase in dust. That is not good for anyone’s health! We
need to request a hearing ASAP THANK YOU



