DOCKET NO. 2022-0940-MWD

APPLICATION BY § BEFORE THE
CITY OF DRIPPING SPRINGS §
FOR MAJOR AMENDMENT TO TEXAS § TEXAS COMMISSION ON
LAND APPLICATION PERMIT §
NO. WQ0014488001 8§ ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO HEARING REQUEST

L Introduction

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
(TCEQ or Commission) files this Response to Hearing Request (Response) on the
application by City of Dripping Springs (Applicant) seeking a major amendment to
Texas Land Application Permit (TLAP) Permit Number WQ0014488001 and the
Executive Director’s preliminary decision. The Office of the Chief Clerk received
contested case hearing requests from Hays Trinity Groundwater Conservation District
(HTGCD), Protect Our Water (POW), Save Our Springs (SOS), Jennifer Schaeffer, Scott
Emerson, and Cynthia J. Wesson.

Attached for Commission consideration is a satellite map of the area.

II. Description of Facility

The City of Dripping Springs has applied for a major amendment to Texas Land
Application Permit No. WQ0014488001 to authorize the addition of a subsurface drip
irrigation site of 13.8 acres with a flow volume not to exceed a daily average flow of
60,000 gallons per day in the final phase and the addition of a surface irrigation site of
17 acres with a flow volume not to exceed a daily average flow of 50,000 gallons per
day in the final phase, an increase in the total land application acreage from 113.53
acres to 144.33 acres, and an increase in the total wastewater treatment facility flow
volume in the final phase to a volume not to exceed a daily average flow from 319,000
gallons per day to 429,000 gallons per day. The existing permit authorizes the disposal
of treated wastewater at a volume not to exceed a daily average flow of 133,000
gallons per day via subsurface area drip irrigation of 30.53 acres of public access land
and the disposal of treated wastewater at a volume not to exceed a daily average flow
not to exceed 186,000 gallons via surface irrigation of 83 acres of public access land.
This permit will not authorize a discharge of pollutants into water in the state. TCEQ
received this application on February 22, 2019.

The wastewater treatment facility and on-site subsurface disposal site
(identified in the permit as Outfall 001) are located approximately 0.55 miles east of
the intersection of Ranch Road 12 and Farm-to-Market Road 150, as measured along
Farm-to-Market Road 150, and from that point, approximately 1,110 feet south of
Farm-to-Market Road 150, in Hays County. An existing offsite subsurface disposal area
(also identified in the permit as Outfall 001) is located approximately 0.44 miles south
of the intersection of U.S. Highway 290 and Ranch Road 12, as measured along Ranch
Road 12, and from that point, approximately 1,280 feet east of Ranch Road 12, in Hays
County. Another existing offsite surface disposal area (identified in the permit as



Outfall 002) is located approximately 1.5 miles south of the intersection of U.S.
Highway 290 and Ranch Road 12, and from that point approximately 1,000 feet west
of Ranch Road 12 in Hays County. The proposed subsurface disposal area (identified in
the permit as Outfall 003) will be located approximately 0.31 mile north of the
intersection of U.S. Highway 290 and Ranch Road 12, along Ranch Road 12, and, from
that point, approximately 0.26 mile west of Ranch Road 12, in Hays County. The
proposed surface disposal site (identified in the permit as Outfall 004) will be located
approximately 1.65 miles west and 0.65 miles south of the intersection of U.S. Highway
290 and Ranch Road 12, in Hays County. The wastewater treatment facility and on-site
subsurface disposal site are located in Hays County, Texas 78619. All other disposal
sites are located in Hays County, Texas 78620. The wastewater treatment facility and
the disposal sites are located in the drainage basin of Onion Creek in Segment No.
1427 of the Colorado River Basin.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the
application and prepared a draft permit. The draft permit, if approved, would establish
the conditions under which the facility must operate. The Executive Director has made
a preliminary decision that this permit, if issued, meets all statutory and regulatory
requirements.

IIL. Procedural Background

TCEQ received the application for a major amendment on February 16, 2018,
and declared it administratively complete on May 25, 2018. The Applicant published
the Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain a Water Quality Permit (NORI) in English on
February 3, 2022 in the Austin American Statesman and in Spanish on February 3,
2022, in El Mundo. The application was determined to be technically complete on June
22, 2021. The Applicant published the Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision
(NAPD) in English on February 3, 2022, in the Austin American Statesman, and in
Spanish on February 3, 2022 in El Mundo. A public meeting was held on March 28,
2022. The public comment period ended at the close of the public meeting on March
28, 2022.

This application was filed on or after September 1, 2015; therefore, this
application is subject to the procedural requirements adopted pursuant to House Bill
(HB) 801, 76th Legislature (1999), and Senate Bill (SB) 709, 84th Legislature (2015), both
implemented by the Commission in its rules in 30 TAC Chapters 39, 50, and 55. The
Texas Legislature enacted Senate Bill 709, effective September 1, 2015, amending the
requirements for comments and contested case hearings. This application is subject to
those changes in the law.

IV. The Evaluation Process for Hearing Requests

House Bill 801 established statutory procedures for public participation in
certain environmental permitting proceedings, specifically regarding public notice and
public comment and the Commission’s consideration of hearing requests. Senate Bill
709 revised the requirements for submitting public comment and the Commission’s
consideration of hearing requests. The evaluation process for hearing requests is as
follows:
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A. Response to Requests

The Executive Director, the Public Interest Counsel, and the Applicant may each
submit written responses to hearing requests. 30 TAC § 55.209(d).

Responses to hearing requests must specifically address:
whether the requestor is an affected person;
which issues raised in the hearing request are disputed;
whether the dispute involves questions of fact or of law;
whether the issues were raised during the public comment period;

whether the hearing request is based on issues raised solely in a public
comment withdrawn by the commenter in writing by filing a withdrawal letter
with the chief clerk prior to the filing of the Executive Director’s Response to
Comment;

whether the issues are relevant and material to the decision on the application;
and

a maximum expected duration for the contested case hearing.
30 TAC § 55.209(0).
B. Hearing Request Requirements

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

Affected persons may request a contested case hearing. The request must be
made in writing and timely filed with the chief clerk. The request must be
based only on the requestor’s timely comments and may not be based on an
issue that was raised solely in a public comment that was withdrawn by the
requestor prior to the filing of the Executive Director’s Response to Comment.

30 TAC § 55.201(c).
A hearing request must substantially comply with the following:

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

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

request a contested case hearing; and
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list all relevant and material disputed issues of fact that were raised during
the public comment period and that are the basis of the hearing request. To
facilitate the Commission’s determination of the number and scope of issues
to be referred to hearing, the requestor should, to the extent possible, specify
any of the Executive Director’s responses to comments that the requestor
disputes and the factual basis of the dispute and list any disputed issues of
law; and provide any other information specified in the public notice of
application.

30 TAC § 55.201(d).
C. Requirement that Requestor be an Affected Person/“Affected Person” Status

In order to grant a contested case hearing, the Commission must determine that
a requestor is an “affected” person. 30 TAC § 55.203 sets out who may be considered
an affected person. For any application, an affected person is one who has a personal
justiciable interest related to a legal right, duty, privilege, power, or economic interest
affected by the application. An interest common to members of the general public
does not qualify as a personal justiciable interest. Except as provided by 30 TAC
§ 55.103, governmental entities, including local governments and public agencies with
authority under state law over issues raised by the application may be considered
affected persons.

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

whether the interest claimed is one protected by the law under which the
application will be considered,;

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

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

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

likely impact of the regulated activity on use of the impacted natural resource
by the person,;

whether the requestor timely submitted comments on the application which
were not withdrawn; and

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

30 TAC § 55.203.

In making affected person determinations, the commission may also consider, to
the extent consistent with case law:

the merits of the underlying application and supporting documentation in the
commission’s administrative record, including whether the application meets
the requirements for permit issuance;
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the analysis and opinions of the Executive Director; and

any other expert reports, affidavits, opinions, or data submitted by the
Executive Director, the applicant, or hearing requestor.

30 TAC § 55.203(d).
D. Referral to the State Office of Administrative Hearings

“When the Commission grants a request for a contested case hearing, the
commission shall issue an order specifying the number and scope of the issues to be
referred to SOAH for a hearing.” 30 TAC § 50.115(b). The Commission may not refer an
issue to SOAH for a contested case hearing unless the Commission determines that the
issue:

involves a disputed question of fact or a mixed question of law and fact;

was raised during the public comment period by an affected person whose
hearing request is granted; and

is relevant and material to the decision on the application.
30 TAC § 50.115(c).

V. Analysis of Hearing Requests

The Executive Director has analyzed the hearing requests to determine whether
they comply with Commission rules, if the requestors qualify as an affected person,
what issues may be referred for a contested case hearing, and what is the appropriate
length of the hearing.

A. Whether the Hearing Requests Complied with Section 55.201(c) and (d).

Hays Trinity Groundwater Conservation District (HTGCD), Protect Our Water
(POW), Save Our Springs (SOS), Jennifer Schaeffer, Scott Emerson, and Cynthia ]J.
Wesson submitted hearing requests. While the hearing requests were timely in
compliance with section 55.201(c), they did not demonstrate how they were affected by
identifying personal justiciable interests affected by the application, discussed in more
detail below. The Executive Director concludes that the hearing requests of Hays
Trinity Groundwater Conservation District (HTGCD), Protect Our Water (POW), Save
Our Springs (SOS), Scott Emerson, Jennifer Schaeffer, and Cynthia J. Wesson fail to
comply with the section 55.201(d) requirements.

1. Hays Trinity Groundwater Conservation District (HTGCD)

Hays Trinity Groundwater Conservation District (HTGCD) submitted a timely
comment and hearing request in which they articulated several concerns they had with
the permit. 30 TAC § 55.203(b) provides that governmental authorities, including local
governments and public agencies, with authority under state law over issues raised by
the application may be considered affected persons. Additionally, 30 TAC
§ 55.203(c)(7) provides that in determining whether a person is affected, factors
considered for governmental entities includes their statutory authority over or interest
in the issues relevant to the application.
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In their hearing request, HTGCD states that their organization “is a state agency
authorized by Chapter 8843 Special District Local Laws Code (SB 1147), and Chapter 36
of the Texas Water Code to protect and manage the quality and quantity of the Trinity
Aquifer within the boundaries of its jurisdiction, which include all of the proposed new
irrigation sites.” HTGCD requested a hearing on specific issues related to
contamination of groundwater, soil suitability, sufficient conditions and monitoring
requirements, necessity of a karst field study, the need for a clear delineation of creek-
bed setbacks and buffers, and an accurate assessment of groundwater.

However, HTGCD did not demonstrate their authority over the issues raised in
the application, and their hearing request failed to comply with the requirements in 30
TAC § 55.203. It is not apparent from HTGCD’s enabling legislation and rules that they
are authorized to manage groundwater quality within their jurisdiction. Section
8843.101, Special District Local Laws Code, states that the district has the rights,
powers, privileges, functions, and duties provided by the general law of this state,
including chapter 36, Water Code, applicable to groundwater conservation districts
created under Section 59, Article XVI, Texas Constitution. HTGCG’s hearing request
does not cite to any specific statutory authority in Chapter 36 or general law of the
state that grants the district authority over issues raised in the City’s application.
Thus, the Executive Director recommends that the Commission find HTGCD is not an
affected person.

The Executive Director recommends the Commission find that the Hays Trinity
Groundwater Conservation District is not an affected person.

2. Protect Our Water (POW)

Protect Our Water (POW) submitted timely comments on the City of Dripping
Spring’s application in which they stated that their organization, “is supportive of the
City’s plans to extend its land application permit... [and] believe a public hearing
would provide greater transparency and allow our public community and potentially
impacted residents to better understand the City’s plan.” In their hearing request, they
requested a hearing on specific issues related to the City’s management plan, due
diligence, capacity, and increased visibility. Based off the comments received, the ED
determined that the interests POW seeks to protect are germane to the organization’s
purpose and the relief they requested would not require the participation of the
individual members in the case.

In addition to the requirements in 30 TAC § 55.201 and 30 TAC § 55.203, a
request for a contested case hearing by a group or association on an application filed
on or after September 1, 2015 must meet the requirements in 30 TAC § 55.205(b).

30 TAC § 55.205(b) requires that the organization identify one or more
members of the group or association who would otherwise have standing to request a
hearing in their own right. In their hearing request, POW failed to identify any member
of the organization who had a justiciable interest that could be affected by this
application. The only address the hearing request provided is 1.9 miles away from the
facility. Furthermore, it appears to be the organization’s office address rather than any
one particular member.

Therefore, as POW failed to identify any members of the association who would
otherwise have standing to request a hearing in their own right, the ED has determined
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that POW has not met this this requirement for associational standing and should not
be considered an affected person.

The Executive Director recommends the Commission find that Protect Our
Water is not an affected person.

3. Save Our Springs (SOS)

Save Our Springs (SOS) submitted timely comments on the City of Dripping
Spring’s application in which they stated that their organization, “is a Texas non-profit
that works to protect the Edward’s Aquifer, its springs and contributing streams, and
the natural and cultural heritage of the Hill Country region and its watersheds, with
special emphasis on Barton Springs. SOS has members who own property adjacent to
and near the irrigation fields and/or have drinking-water wells downgradient from the
proposed irrigation fields, who would be adversely affected by the Draft Permit
Amendment.” In their hearing request, they requested a hearing on specific issues
related to water quality protection including degradation of creeks and streams, lax
enforcement of permit standards, adequate storage, and nuisance conditions. Based
off the comments received, the ED determined that the interests SOS seeks to protect
are germane to the organization’s purpose, and the relief they requested would not
require the participation of the individual members in the case.

In addition to the requirements in 30 TAC § 55.201 and 30 TAC § 55.203, a
request for a contested case hearing by a group or association on an application filed
on or after September 1, 2015, must meet the requirements in 30 TAC § 55.205(b).

30 TAC § 55.205(b) requires that the organization identify one or more
members of the group or association who would otherwise have standing to request a
hearing in their own right. In their hearing request, SOS identified three of their
members who they believe would have standing in their own right to request a hearing.
They identified their Executive Director, Bill Bunch, and Chris and Karen Hill. SOS
states that Bill Bunch has swam in Onion Creek near the irrigation site and will
continue to do so. SOS claims that the likelihood of contamination in these areas by
wastewater irrigation at the Carter Ranch site as allowed under the draft permit will
cause a direct harm to Mr. Bunch and, thus, to SOS’s recreation, conservation,
scientific, aesthetic, and personal health safety interests. Mr. Bunch lives in Austin,
approximately 20 miles from the irrigation area. SOS also identified Chris and Karen
Hill, who live about two miles from the facility. SOS states that the Hills’ recreation,
conservation, aesthetic, and personal health and safety interests will be harmed by the
amended draft permit because the Hills receive their drinking water from the Dripping
Springs Water Supply Corporation. Some of the drinking water provided to the Hills
comes from groundwater wells near Onion Creek that could be contaminated by
irrigated wastewater recharging into the Trinity Aquifer. The Hills are not listed on the
affected landowner’s map. The Hills also enjoy walking in the area near the irrigation
sites.

Due to the distance that the individual members of SOS live from the irrigation
site, they have not demonstrated how they are affected in a manner not common to
the public. Therefore, as SOS failed to identify any members of the association who
would otherwise have standing to request a hearing in their own right, the ED has
determined that SOS has not met the requirement for associational standing and
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should not be considered an affected person.

The Executive Director recommends the Commission find that Save Our Springs
is not an affected person.

4. Jennifer Schaeffer

According to the information provided by Ms. Schaefer, her property could be
impacted by the proposed facility. Ms. Schaefer’s property is about 1.5 miles from the
application areas, and it is not listed on the affected landowner’s map. Jennifer
Schaeffer submitted a hearing request that raises concerns about human health and
safety, water quality, fish, wildlife and their habitats, and TCEQ’s transparency.
Jennifer Schaeffer’s concerns are common to the general public, and she failed to
prove that she has a personal justiciable interest related to a legal right, duty, privilege,
power, or economic interest affected by the application not common to members of
the general public and is not an affected person.! Ms. Schaefer has not demonstrated
that she is affected based on her location or the issues she raises. Thus, the ED
recommends denial of her hearing request.

The Executive Director recommends the Commission find that Jennifer
Schaeffer is not an affected person.

5. Scott Emerson

Scott Emerson has not shown how he is affected based on his location or issues
presented. He does not raise any issues that are affected by the laws under which the
application will be considered. Scott Emerson is not listed on the affected landowner’s
map, and the address he provides is approximately 8.5 miles from the facility. His
concerns are common to the general public, and he failed to prove he has a personal
justiciable interest. Thus, his issues are not referrable, and the ED recommends denial
of his hearing request.

The Executive Director recommends the Commission find that Scott Emerson is
not an affected person.

6. Cynthia J. Wesson

Cynthia Wesson has not shown how she is affected based on her location or the
issues she raises. She does not raise any issues that are affected by the laws under
which the application will be considered. Cynthia Wesson is not listed on the affected
landowners map, and the address she provides is approximately 7.5 miles from the
facility. Her concerns are common to the general public, and she failed to prove she
has a personal justiciable interest. She has not shown how she is individually affected
by the issues she raises or the distance from the proposed application areas. Thus, the
ED recommends denial of her hearing request.

The Executive Director recommends the Commission find that Cynthia J.
Wesson is not an affected person.

1§ 55.203(a); see also § 55.211(c)(2).
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B. Whether Issues Raised Are Referable to SOAH for a Contested Case.
The ED does not recommend referring any issues to SOAH.

VI Analysis of Request for Reconsideration

The Chief Clerk received two timely requests for reconsideration (RFR) from
Hays Trinity groundwater Conservation District (HTGCD) and Scott Emerson. As
required by 30 Texas Administrative Code § 55.201(d), HTGCD and Scott Emerson gave
their request in writing and provided their name, address, and daytime telephone
number. HTGCD and Mr. Emerson specifically requested reconsideration of the ED’s
decision on the Dripping Springs application

The issues brought up by HTGCD included contamination of groundwater, soil
suitability, sufficient conditions and monitoring requirements, necessity of a karst
field study, the need for a clear delineation of creek-bed setbacks and buffers, and an
accurate assessment of groundwater. Mr. Emerson did not show how he was affected
based on his location and brought up issues common to the general public. The RFRs
did not present any new information not already considered by the ED during the
permitting process. Therefore, the ED recommends denial of the RFRs.

VII. Contested Case Hearing Duration

If there is a contested case hearing on this application, the Executive Director
recommends that the duration of the hearing be 180 days from the preliminary
hearing to the presentation of a Proposal for Decision to the Commission.

VIII. Conclusion

The Executive Director recommends the following actions by the Commission:

Find Hays Trinity Groundwater Conservation District (HTGCD), Protect Our
Water (POW), Save Our Springs (SOS), Jennifer Schaeffer, Scott Emerson, and Cynthia
J. Wesson not affected persons and deny their hearing requests.
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Respectfully submitted,
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Toby Baker
Executive Director

Erin. E. Chancellor, Director
Environmental Law Division

Charmaine Backens, Deputy Director
Environmental Law Division
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Aubrey Pawelka, Staff Attorney
Environmental Law Division
State Bar No. 24121770
P.O.Box 13087, MC 173
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
Phone: (512) 239-0622

Fax: (512) 239-0606

REPRESENTING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF
THE TEXAS COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on August 15, 2022, the “Executive Director’s Response to Hearing
Request” for major amendment to Texas Land Application Permit (TLAP) No.
WQ0014488001 by City of Dripping Springs was filed with the TCEQ’s Office of the
Chief Clerk, and a copy was served to all persons listed on the attached mailing list via
hand delivery, facsimile transmission, inter-agency mail, electronic submittal, or by

deposit in the U.S. Mail.
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Aubrey Pawelka, Staff Attorney
Environmental Law Division
State Bar No. 24121770

P.O. Box 13087, MC 173
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
Phone (512) 239-0622

Fax: (512) 239-0606
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MAILING LIST
CITY OF DRIPPING SPRINGS
DOCKET NO. 2022-0940-MWD; PERMIT NO. WQ0014488001

FOR THE APPLICANT:
via electronic mail:

Ginger Faught

Deputy City Administrator

City of Dripping Springs

P.O. Box 384

Dripping Springs, Texas 78620

Tel: (512) 858-4725
gfaught@cityofdrippingsprings.com

Robert Callegari, P.E.

Principal CMA Engineering, Inc.
235 Ledge Stone Drive

Austin, Texas 78737

Tel: (512) 894-3230
rcallegari@cma-engineering.com

FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
via electronic mail:

Aubrey Pawelka, Staff Attorney
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

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

Austin, Texas 78711

Tel: (512) 239-0600

Fax: (512) 239-0606
aubrey.pawelka@tceq.texas.gov

Gordon Cooper, Technical Staff
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Water Quality Division, MC-148

P.O. Box 3087

Austin, Texas 78711

Tel: (512) 239-1963

Fax: (512) 239-4430
gordon.cooper@tceq.texas.gov

Ryan Vise, Deputy Director

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

External Relations Division

Public Education Program, MC-108
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711

Tel: (512) 239-4000

Fax: (512) 239-5678
pep@tceq.texas.gov

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL
via electronic mail:

Vic McWherter, Public Interest Counsel
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Public Interest Counsel, MC-103

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711

Tel: (512) 239-6363

Fax: (512) 239-6377
vic.mcwherter@tceq.texas.gov

FOR ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION
via electronic mail:

Kyle Lucas

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Alternative Dispute Resolution, MC-222
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711

Tel: (512) 239-0687

Fax: (512) 239-4015
kyle.lucas@tceq.texas.gov

FOR THE CHIEF CLERK:

Docket Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality

Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711 Tel:

(512) 239-3300

Fax: (512) 239-3311
https://wwwl4.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eFiling/

REQUESTER(S) / INTERESTED PERSON(S):
See attached list.
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REQUESTER(S)

Richard O Beggs

Protect Our Water

100 Commons Rd Ste 7155
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-4400
William G Bunch

Executive Director, Save Our Springs
Alliance

4701 West Gate Blvd

Ste D401
Austin, TX 78745-1479

Kelly Deanne Davis & William Bunch
Save Our Springs Alliance

4701 West Gate Blvd

Ste D401

Austin, TX 78745-1479

Scott Emerson
15515 Fox Run Dr
Austin, TX 78737-8612

Holly Fults
PO Box 1648
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-1648

Wes Pitts

100 Commons Rd

Ste 7155

Dripping Springs, TX 78620-4400

Jennifer Schaeffer
530 Crosswater Ln
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-2087

Jeff Shaw

100 Commons Rd

Ste 7155

Dripping Springs, TX 78620-4400

Cynthia J Wesson
1901 Prochnow Rd
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-4841

PUBLIC OFFICIALS - INTERESTED
PERSON(S)

The Honorable Erin Zwiener

State Representative, Texas House of
Representatives District 45

PO Box 2910

Austin, TX 78768-2910

INTERESTED PERSON(S)
Richard O Beggs IV

1794 Trebled Waters Trl
Driftwood, TX 78619-8109

Leah Blalock
140 W Creek Cv
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-4222

Emily Brandenberger
1250 E Creek Dr
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-4214

William G Bunch
1307 Oxford Ave
Austin, TX 78704-2825

Maj Charles Busbey
26120 Ranch Road 12
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-4948

Jim Camp
3803 Cattleman Dr
Manchaca, TX 78652-3042

Teresa Carbajal Ravet

League Of Women Voters of Hays County
PO Box 1034

San Marcos, TX 78667-1034

Jeanine Christensen

Friendship Alliance

PO Box 1434

Dripping Springs, TX 78620-1434

Susan Cook
1600 Gatlin Creek Rd E
Driftwood, TX 78619-9151

Ruth Daunt
PO Box 983
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-0983

Patricia Daunt-Grogan
300 Little Barton Dr
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-3878

Kelly Deanne Davis

Save Our Springs Alliance
4701 West Gate Blvd

Ste D401

Austin, TX 78745-1479

Linda Delamarter
100 Oak Springs Dr
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-4106




Bettye Epperson
189 White Rock Ct
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-2110

Kathryn Epperson
189 White Rock Ct
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-2110

Todd Erdner
16120 Goldenwood Way
Austin, TX 78737-9014

James Lee Evans
16001 Crystal Hills Dr
Austin, TX 78737-9149

Julie Evans
16001 Crystal Hills Dr
Austin, TX 78737-9149

Kim Fernea
530 Tom Sawyer Rd
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-4319

Charlie Flatten

Hays Trinity Groundwater Conservation
District

PO Box 1648

Dripping Springs, TX 78620-1648

David Glenn
8140 Exchange Dr
Austin, TX 78754-5236

Joan Christine Harrison
Driftwood Kennels

19101 Fm 150 W
Driftwood, TX 78619-9227

Christopher S Hill
806 Bridge Water Loop
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-2085

Karen S Hill
806 Bridge Water Loop
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-2085

David Holmes

Chief of Staff,

Texas House Representative Erin Zwiener
225 S Main St Unit 102

Kyle, TX 78640-2047

Emily Hutchinson
176 Bridge Water Loop
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-2081

Angie Hyndman
256 Wynnpage Dr

Dripping Springs, TX 78620-2105

Yolanda H Jones
539 Crosswater Ln

Dripping Springs, TX 78620-2087

Dr. Aileen D Lim
285 Spanish Star Trl

Dripping Springs, TX 78620-2001

Susanne Mason
6812 Daugherty St
Austin, TX 78757-2324

Susan Meckel
6901 Lake Austin Blvd
Austin, TX 78703

Mona C Mehdy
5004 Smokey Mountain Dr
Austin, TX 78727-5734

Charles A Plassmann
162 Jasmine Ct
Driftwood, TX 78619-5770

Jennifer Rogers

Glenn Rogers Pllc

11610 Bee Caves Rd Ste 220
Austin, TX 78738-5457

Shelby Rogers
23351 Fm 150 W
Driftwood, TX 78619-9143

Patrick Rose
730 Belvin St
San Marcos, TX 78666-4302

Victoria Rose

Save Our Springs Alliance
4701 West Gate Blvd

Ste D401

Austin, TX 78745-1479

Kodi Elizabeth Sawin
PO Box 12104
Austin, TX 78711-2104

Jeff Shaw
903 S Creekwood Dr
Driftwood, TX 78619-9713



Kara Shaw

Kara Shaw LLC

903 S Creekwood Dr
Driftwood, TX 78619-9713

Terry J Shaw
7 Crystal Creek Trl
Austin, TX 78737-9067

Hunter Given Smith
251 Little Barton Dr
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-3877

Anne Taylor
18 Concord Cir
Austin, TX 78737-9060

Ray Don Tilley
125 Augusta Dr
Woodcreek, TX 78676-2515

Carlos Torres-Verdin
24 Concord Cir
Austin, TX 78737-9060

Laurel Treviiio Murphy
24 Concord Cir
Austin, TX 78737-9060

Roy Waley

5608 Woodrow Ave
Apt 15

Austin, TX 78756-1742

John Arthur Worrall
509 Camino Barranca
Round Mountain, TX 78663-8514

Laura Wydler
322 Climbing Rock Loop
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-2287

Brian Zabcik

Save Barton Creek Association
15241 State Highway 53

Unit 670

Temple, TX 76501-3489

Jimmy Allen Zuehlke
PO Box 1240
Kyle, TX 78640-1240



City of Dripping Springs
WQ0014488001

Map Requested by TCEQ Office of Legal Services
for Commissioners' Agenda

\/

Hays County

The facility is located in Hays County. The circle (red) in

the left inset map represents the approximate location of the facili
The inset map on the right represents the location of Hays
County (red) in the state of Tt

J ’ X

Protecting Texas by
Reducing and
Preventing Pollution

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
GIS Team (Mail Code 197)

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Date: 8/11/2022

CRF 0073606

Save Our Springs office
Chris and Karen Hill (Save
Our Springs)

Jennifer Schaeffer

Facility

0.5 Mile from Facility
1 Mile from Facility
1.5 Mile from Facility
Disposal Sites

m Colorado River Basin

Sou The location of the facility

by the TCEQ Office of Legal S C .

OLS obtained the site location information from the
applicant and the requestor information from the
requestor.

This map was generated by the Information Resources

Division of the Texas C ission on Environmental

S product rmational purposes and
ared for or be suitable for legal,

nts only the
cation of property boundaries.
For more information concern: his map, contact the
Information Resource Division at (512) 239-0800.




	DOCKET NO. 2022-0940-MWD
	APPLICATION BY
	CITY OF DRIPPING SPRINGS
	FOR MAJOR AMENDMENT TO TEXAS LAND APPLICATION PERMIT
	NO. WQ0014488001
	§
	§
	§
	§
	§
	BEFORE THE
	TEXAS COMMISSION ON
	ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
	EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO HEARING REQUEST
	I. Introduction
	II. Description of Facility
	III. Procedural Background
	IV. The Evaluation Process for Hearing Requests
	A. Response to Requests
	B. Hearing Request Requirements
	C. Requirement that Requestor be an Affected Person/“Affected Person” Status
	D. Referral to the State Office of Administrative Hearings

	V. Analysis of Hearing Requests
	A. Whether the Hearing Requests Complied with Section 55.201(c) and (d).
	B. Whether Issues Raised Are Referable to SOAH for a Contested Case.

	VI. Analysis of Request for Reconsideration
	VII. Contested Case Hearing Duration
	VIII. Conclusion
	IX. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

	mailing list.pdf
	MAILING LIST
	DOCKET NO. 2022-0940-MWD; PERMIT NO. WQ0014488001
	FOR THE APPLICANT:
	FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
	FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL
	FOR ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION
	FOR THE CHIEF CLERK:
	REQUESTER(S) / INTERESTED PERSON(S):
	REQUESTER(S)
	PUBLIC OFFICIALS - INTERESTED PERSON(S)
	INTERESTED PERSON(S)





