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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO HEARING REQUESTS  
AND REQUESTS FOR RECONSIDERATION 

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the 
Commission or TCEQ) files this Response to Hearing Requests and Requests for 
Reconsideration (Response) on the limited-scope amendment application (LSA 
Application) by SouthWaste Disposal, LLC (SouthWaste Disposal or Applicant) for a 
composting facility, Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Permit Number 2317. The LSA 
Application would change the hours of operation, equipment used, energy and mass 
balance calculations, closure and post-closure care plan, and increase the amount of 
feedstocks received at the composting site. 

The Office of the Chief Clerk (OCC) received timely hearing requests from: Vincent 
Arreguin, Kathryn Avila, Ashley Perez, and Rolando Ramirez. 

The Executive Director recommends that the Commission find the following 
requestors are affected persons and grant their hearing requests: 

Vincent Arreguin and Kathryn Avila. 

Attached for the Commission’s consideration are two Geographic Information 
Systems (GIS) maps of requestors in the area of the facility (Attachment A), along with a 
list of landowners within 1/2 mile of the facility (Attachment B). The Draft Permit, 
Technical Summary, Executive Director’s Preliminary Decision, and Executive Director’s 
Response to Public Comment can be found in the Agenda backup materials filed for the 
Commission’s consideration. 

I. Introduction 

A. Facility Description 

SouthWaste Disposal, 16350 Park Ten Place #215, Houston, Texas 77084 
currently operates a composting facility located at 20805 Old Lamm Road, Elmendorf, 
Bexar County, Texas 78112. The facility consists of a 28.6-acre tract of land located less 
than one mile southeast of the intersection of Interstate Highway 37 and Loop 1604. The 
facility processes waste products such as grease trap waste into beneficial reuse 
compost. The permitted facility includes bulk material chipping and storage areas, a 
lined grease trap waste/septic/sewage sludge (GSS) processing area (composting pad), 
separate composting areas for other approved wastes, retention pond, post-processing 
area, aboveground feedstock storage tanks, and office areas (which include toilet and 
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potable water facilities). GSS composting and curing processes are restricted to this lined 
GSS processing area, which comprises 6.5 acres of the facility. 

B. Application Description 

SouthWaste Disposal has applied to the TCEQ for a permit amendment to 
authorize changes to the hours of operation, equipment used, energy and mass balance 
calculations, closure and post-closure care plan, and increase the amount of feedstocks 
received at the composting site. The LSA Application, if granted, would change the hours 
of operation from 7:00 am to 6:00 pm to 8:00 am to 5:00 pm, Monday through Friday. 
The equipment used would change the above ground storage tanks from ten 18,000-
gallon tanks to four 30,000-gallon tanks. The energy and mass balance calculations, 
which are used to determine the expected final product quantity from the processing of 
specified amounts of bulking material and feedstocks, would be updated to reflect 
proposed feedstocks increase. The closure and post-closure care plan would change the 
current cost of the anticipated closure from $356,621 to $599,497. The amount of 
feedstocks received at the composting site would increase from 36,400 tons to 73,000 
tons annually. During normal operations, the processing area contains multiple rows of 
compost in various stages of maturity. The volume of this immature compost is 
anticipated to change from approximately 8,840 cubic yards (approximately 4,860 tons) 
to 16,900 cubic yards (approximately 6,350 tons). 

C. Procedural Background 

The LSA Application was received on August 7, 2023. An administrative Notice of 
Deficiency letter (NOD) was mailed on August 15, 2023. A response to the NOD was sent 
on August 18, 2023. The LSA Application was declared administratively complete on 
September 6, 2023. The Notice of Receipt of Application and Intent to Obtain Municipal 
Solid Waste Permit Amendment (NORI) was issued on September 6, 2023, and mailed on 
September 13, 2023. The NORI was published on September 10, 2023, in Spanish in La 
Prensa Texas and on September 14, 2023, in San Antonio Express-News (both in Bexar 
County, Texas). 

A technical NOD was mailed on October 10, 2023. A response to the NOD was 
sent on October 17, 2023. The Executive Director completed the technical review of the 
LSA Application on March 18, 2024. The Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision 
was published on March 22, 2024, in San Antonio Express-News; and on March 24, 2024, 
in Spanish in La Prensa Texas (both in Bexar County, Texas). The public comment period 
for the LSA Application ended on April 23, 2024. On June 18, 2024, the Executive 
Director filed a Response to Public Comment as required by Title 30 of the Texas 
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 55.156. On June 25, 2024, the Executive Director 
preliminarily determined that the LSA application meets the requirements of applicable 
law and is to be considered before the commissioners at a regularly scheduled public 
meeting before any action is taken on this application unless all requests for contested 
case hearing or reconsideration have been withdrawn before that meeting. The 30-day 
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period to request a contested case hearing or reconsideration of the executive director’s 
decision ended on July 25, 2024. 

This application was filed on or after September 1, 2015; therefore, this 
application is subject to the procedural requirements adopted pursuant to House Bill 
801, 76th Legislature (1999) and Senate Bill 709, 84th Legislature (2015), both 
implemented by the Commission in its rules under 30 TAC Chapters 39, 50, and 55.  

II. Evaluation of 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. SB 709 amended the 
requirements for comments and contested case hearings. One of the changes required 
by SB 709 is that the Commission may not find that a “hearing requestor is an affected 
person unless the hearing requestor timely submitted comments on the permit 
application.” Texas Water Code (TWC) § 5.115(a-1)(2)(B). 

A. Legal Authority to Respond to Hearing Requests 

“The [E]xecutive [D]irector, the public interest counsel, and the applicant may 
submit written responses to [hearing] requests . . .”1

 

 

“Responses to hearing requests must specifically address:  

(1) whether the requestor is an affected person;  

(2) which issues raised in the hearing request are disputed;  

(3) whether the dispute involves questions of fact or law;  

(4) whether the issues were raised during the public comment period;  

(5) 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;  

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

(7) a maximum expected duration for the contested case hearing.”2 

B. Hearing Request Requirements 

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

 
1 30 TAC § 55.209(d). 
2 30 TAC § 55.209(e). 
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“A request for a contested case hearing by an affected person must be in writing, 
. . . filed with the chief clerk within the time provided . . ., [based only on the 
requestor’s timely comments, and] may not be based on an issue that was 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.”3 

“A hearing request must substantially comply with the following: 

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

(2) identify the person’s 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;  

(3) request a contested case hearing;  

(4) . . . list all relevant and material disputed issues of fact that were raised by the 
requestor during the public comment period and that are the basis of the 
hearing request. To facilitate the [C]ommission’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 [E]xecutive [D]irector’s responses to the 
requestor’s comments that the requestor disputes, the factual basis of the 
dispute, and list any disputed issues of law; and  

(5) provide any other information specified in the public notice of application.”4 

C. Requirement that Requestor be an Affected Person 

In order to grant a contested case hearing, the Commission must determine that 
a requestor is an affected person.  

(a) “For any application, an affected person is one who has a personal justiciable 
interest related to a legal right, duty, privilege, power, or economic interest 
affected by the application. An interest common to members of the general 
public does not qualify as a personal justiciable interest.  

 
3 30 TAC § 55.201(c). 
4 30 TAC § 55.201(d). 
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(b) . . . Governmental entities, including local governments and public agencies, 
with authority under state law over issues raised by the application may be 
considered affected persons.  

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

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

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

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

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

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

(6) . . . whether the requestor timely submitted comments on the application 
that were not withdrawn; and  

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

(d)  [In making this determination,] the [C]ommission may also consider the 
following:  

(1) the merits of the underlying application and supporting documentation in 
the [C]ommission’s administrative record, including whether the 
application meets the requirements for permit issuance;  

(2) the analysis and opinions of the [E]xecutive [D]irector; and  

(3) any other expert reports, affidavits, opinions, or data submitted by the 
[E]xecutive [D]irector, the applicant, or hearing requestor.”5 

D. Referral to the State Office of Administrative Hearings  

“When the [C]ommission grants a request for a contested case hearing, the 
[C]ommission shall issue an order specifying the number and scope of the issues to be 
referred to [SOAH] for a hearing.”6

 

“The [C]ommission may not refer an issue to SOAH 
for a contested case hearing unless the [C]ommission determines that the issue: 
(1) involves a disputed question of fact or a mixed question of law and fact; (2) was 

 
5 30 TAC § 55.203. 
6 30 TAC § 50.115(b). 
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raised during the public comment period . . . by an affected person . . .; and (3) is relevant 
and material to the decision on the application.”7 

III. Analysis of the Requests 

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

A. Whether the Individual Requestors Complied with 30 TAC § 55.201(c) and (d). 

i. Individuals the Executive Director Recommends the Commission Find are 
Affected Persons  

The Executive Director reviewed the factors in 30 TAC §§ 55.201(c) and (d) and 
55.203 for determining if a requestor is an affected person and recommends the 
Commission find that the following requestors are affected persons. All hearing requests 
were in writing, provided the required contact information, and raised the issues that 
are the basis of the individual hearing requests in the requestors’ timely comments. 

1. Vincent Arreguin 

The Executive Director reviewed the factors found in 30 TAC §§ 55.201(c) and (d) 
and 55.203 for determining if a person is an affected person and recommends the 
Commission find that Vincent Arreguin is an affected person.  

The residential address provided by Vincent Arreguin is approximately 2.29 miles 
southwest from the facility. The commercial address provided by Vincent Arreguin is 
much closer, slightly less than 1/2 mile north of the facility. 

Vincent Arreguin submitted two timely hearing requests in writing, provided the 
required contact information, and raised the issues that are the basis of his hearing 
request in his timely comments. 

In his hearing requests, Vincent Arreguin raised several concerns, including 
odors, potential impacts of expanded operations on his properties, and negative health 
effects that emissions could have on children and nearby residents, especially those with 
asthma and other respiratory concerns. Vincent Arreguin also states that he is unable to 
use and enjoy his properties by spending time outdoors or sleeping with the windows 
open at night, and that the facility’s odors have caused a lack of interest in his 
commercial property. Based on the location and distance of Vincent Arreguin’s 
properties and the issues he raised, the Executive Director has determined that Vincent 
Arreguin has demonstrated that he has a personal justiciable interest in the application 

 
7 30 TAC § 50.115(c). 
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that is not common to members of the general public, and therefore, is an affected 
person. 

In his request, Vincent Arreguin raised Issues 1 and 2, which the Executive 
Director recommends referring. Vincent Arreguin also raised Issue 3, which the 
Executive Director does not recommend referring. 

2. Kathryn Avila 

The Executive Director reviewed the factors found in 30 TAC §§ 55.201(c) and (d) 
and 55.203 for determining if a person is an affected person and recommends the 
Commission find that Kathryn Avila is an affected person.  

The address provided by Kathryn Avila is approximately 1 mile west-northwest 
from the facility. Kathryn Avila submitted a timely hearing request in writing, provided 
the required contact information, and raised the issues that are the basis of her hearing 
request in her timely comments. 

In her hearing request, Kathryn Avila raised several concerns, including odors 
impacting her in and around her home, potential impacts of expanded operations on the 
surrounding businesses, and negative health effects that emissions could have on 
children and nearby residents, especially those with asthma and other respiratory 
concerns. Kathryn Avila also states that she is unable to spend time outdoors at her 
property and that odors permeating into her home cause her to experience nausea. Based 
on the location, distance, and direction of Kathryn Avila’s property and the issues she 
raised, the Executive Director has determined that Kathryn Avila has demonstrated that 
she has a personal justiciable interest in the application that is not common to members 
of the general public, and therefore, is an affected person. 

In her request, Kathryn Avila raised Issues 1 and 2, which the Executive Director 
recommends referring. Kathryn Avila also raised Issue 3, which the Executive Director 
does not recommend referring. 

ii. Individuals the Executive Director Does Not Recommend the Commission 
Find are Affected Persons  

1. Ashley Perez  

The Executive Director reviewed the factors found in 30 TAC §§ 55.201(c) and (d) 
and 55.203 for determining if a person is an affected person and recommends the 
Commission find that Ashley Perez is NOT an affected person because of her distance 
from the facility and because she did not demonstrate a personal justiciable interest 
that would be affected by the application. 

Ashley Perez submitted a timely hearing request in writing, provided the required 
contact information, and raised the issues that are the basis of her hearing request in 
her timely comments. 
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In her hearing request, Ashley Perez raised several concerns, including odors 
impacting her in and around her property, potential impacts of expanded operations on 
the surrounding businesses, and negative health effects that emissions could have on 
children and nearby residents, especially those with asthma and other respiratory 
concerns. Ashley Perez also states that she is unable to spend time outdoors at her 
property or conduct any kind of business there. However, it appears that Ashley Perez 
copied the substance of her comment from Vincent Arreguin, including a statement that 
she “[has] property located less than a block away” from the facility. This indicates that 
she lacks a personal justiciable interest that will be affected by the application. 
Additionally, although Ashley Perez did go on to provide a unique address when she 
submitted her comment, GIS mapping shows that location to be much further from the 
facility (1.57 miles) than Vincent Arreguin’s commercial property and Kathryn Avila’s 
residence. 

Based on the lack of issues unique to her and her distance from the facility, the 
Executive Director has determined that Ashley Perez has not demonstrated that she has 
a personal justiciable interest in the application that is not common to members of the 
general public, and therefore, is not an affected person. 

2. Rolando Ramirez 

The Executive Director reviewed the factors in 30 TAC §§ 55.201(c) and (d) and 
55.203 for determining if a person is an affected person, and recommends the 
Commission find that Rolando Ramirez is NOT an affected person because of his 
location relative to the facility (4.42 miles) and because he did not demonstrate a 
personal justiciable interest that would be affected by the application. 

Rolando Ramirez submitted a timely hearing request in writing, provided the 
required contact information, and raised the issues that are the basis of his hearing 
request in his timely comments. 

In his hearing request, Rolando Ramirez raised several concerns in relation to his 
experience as the Superintendent of a local school district, Southside ISD. Rolando 
Ramirez refers to his experiences in managing odors at school facilities and concerns 
about potential impacts on air quality affecting students and staff. However, Rolando 
Ramirez’s comment is made in his individual capacity and does not constitute or refer 
to official action by Southside ISD’s board of trustees. 

B. Whether the Issues Raised May be Referred to SOAH for a Contested Case 
Hearing. 

The Executive Director has identified issues of disputed questions of fact or 
mixed questions of law and fact, raised during the comment period, in the requests for 
a contested case hearing, and relevant to the decision on the application that could be 
referred to SOAH if the Commission determines that a requestor is an affected person. 
The issues discussed were raised during the public comment period and addressed in 
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the Executive Director’s Response to Public Comment (RTC). None of the issues were 
withdrawn. All issues identified in this response are considered disputed, unless 
otherwise noted.  

i. Disputed Issues of Fact that are Relevant and Material to the Commission’s 
Consideration of the Application 

The Executive Director recommends that the Commission refer the following 
issues to SOAH for a Contested Case Hearing: 

1. Whether the amended permit, if issued, will cause nuisance odors. (RTC 
Comment No. 1). The issue involves a disputed question of mixed fact and law, was 
raised during the comment period, was not withdrawn, and is relevant and material to 
the issuance of the draft permit. If it can be shown that the proposed changes will cause 
nuisance odors, that information would be relevant and material to a decision on the 
application.  

This issue was raised by Vincent Arreguin and Kathryn Avila, who the Executive 
Director recommends the Commission find are affected persons. This issue was also 
raised by Ashley Perez and Rolando Ramirez, who the Executive Director recommends 
the Commission find are not affected persons. 

2. Whether the amended permit, if issued, will negatively impact human health, 
safety, or quality of life of the surrounding community. (RTC Comment No. 3). The 
issue involves a disputed question of mixed fact and law, was raised during the comment 
period, was not withdrawn, and is relevant and material to the issuance of the draft 
permit. If it can be shown the draft permit does not provide sufficient controls to prevent 
a negative impact to human health, safety, or quality of life, that information would be 
relevant and material to a decision on the application.  

This issue was raised by Vincent Arreguin and Kathryn Avila, who the Executive 
Director recommends the Commission find are affected persons. This issue was also 
raised by Ashely Perez and Rolando Ramirez, who the Executive Director recommends 
the Commission find are not affected persons. 

ii. Issues that are not Relevant or Material to the Commission’s Consideration 
of the Application or that are Matters of Law or Policy  

3. Whether the amended permit, if issued, will negatively affect businesses in the 
area. (RTC Comment No. 2). The issue involves a disputed question of mixed fact and 
law, was raised during the comment period, and was not withdrawn; however, it is not 
relevant and material to a decision on the application.  

The TCEQ’s jurisdiction is established by the Texas Legislature and is limited to 
the issues set forth in statute and rule. Accordingly, the TCEQ lacks jurisdiction to 
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consider generalized economic or tax impacts in surrounding areas when determining 
whether to approve or deny a permit application.  

IV. 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 six months from the preliminary 
hearing to the presentation of a proposal for decision to the Commission.  

V. Requests for Reconsideration 

The TCEQ did not receive any Requests for Reconsideration regarding the 
application.  

VI. Executive Director’s Recommendation 

The Executive Director recommends the following actions by the Commission:  

1. The Executive Director recommends the Commission find that the following 
are affected persons and grant their hearing requests: Vincent Arreguin and 
Kathryn Avila. 

2. The Executive Director recommends that the Commission find that all other 
requestors are not affected persons and deny their hearing requests.  

3. If referred to SOAH, that the duration of the hearing be six months from the 
preliminary hearing to the presentation of the proposal for decision to the 
Commission.  

4. If referred to SOAH, concurrently refer the matter to Alternative Dispute 
Resolution.  

5. If referred to SOAH, refer Issues 1 and 2 listed above in Part III of this 
response:  

Whether the amended permit, if issued, will cause nuisance odors. (RTC 
Comment No. 1). The issue involves a disputed question of mixed fact and law, 
was raised during the comment period, was not withdrawn, and is relevant 
and material to the issuance of the draft permit. 

Whether the amended permit, if issued, will negatively impact human 
health, safety, or quality of life of the surrounding community. (RTC 
Comment No. 3). The issue involves a disputed question of mixed fact and law, 
was raised during the comment period, was not withdrawn, and is relevant 
and material to the issuance of the draft permit. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 

Kelly Keel 
Executive Director 

Charmaine Backens, Deputy Director 
Environmental Law Division 

 
Nicholas Pilcher, Staff Attorney 
Environmental Law Division 
Nicholas.Pilcher@tceq.texas.gov 
State Bar of Texas No. 24102359 
P.O. Box 13087, MC-173 
Austin, Texas 78711- 3087 
Phone: (512) 239-5927 
Fax: (512) 239-0606 

REPRESENTING THE EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR OF THE TEXAS COMMISSION 
ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that on September 16, 2024, the Executive Director’s Response to Hearing 
Requests and Requests for Reconsideration on the LSA Application by SouthWaste 
Disposal, LLC, for a MSW facility, Permit Number 2317, was filed with the TCEQ Office 
of the Chief Clerk and that a complete copy was served to all persons listed on the 
attached mailing list via hand delivery, facsimile transmission, inter-agency mail, 
electronic submittal, or by deposit in the U.S. Mail. 

 
Nicholas Pilcher, Staff Attorney 
Environmental Law Division 



MAILING LIST 
SouthWaste Disposal, LLC 

TCEQ Docket No./TCEQ Expediente N.º 2024-1407-MSW; 
MSW Permit No./MSW Permiso N.º 2317 

FOR THE APPLICANT/PARA EL 
SOLICITANTE 

Ben Camacho 
Southwest Disposal, LLC 
16350 Park Ten Pl, Suite 215 
Houston, Texas 77084 

Spencer Harvey Parkhill 
800 South Polk Street, Suite 200 
Amarillo, Texas 79101 

Mattie Neira 
Lloyd Gosselink Rochelle & Townsend PC 
816 Congress Avenue, Suite 1900 
Austin, Texas 78701 

Jeffrey S. Reed 
Lloyd Gosselink Rochell & Townsend PC 
816 Congress Avenue, Suite 1900 
Austin, Texas 78701 

FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR/PARA 
EL DIRECTOR EJECUTIVO 
via electronic mail/vía correo electrónico: 

Nicholas Pilcher, Staff Attorney 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Environmental Law Division, MC-173 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711 

Arin Anderson, Technical Staff 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Waste Permits Division, MC-126 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711 

Ryan Vise, Deputy Director 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
External Relations Division 
Public Education Program, MC-108 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711 

FOR PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL/PARA 
ABOGADOS DE INTERÉS PÚBLICO 
via electronic mail/vía correo electrónico: 

Garrett T. Arthur, Attorney 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Public Interest Counsel, MC-103 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711 

FOR ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE 
RESOLUTION/PARA LA RESOLUCIÓN 
ALTERNATIVA DE DISPUTAS 
via electronic mail/vía correo electrónico: 

Kyle Lucas 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Alternative Dispute Resolution, MC-222 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711 

FOR THE CHIEF CLERK/PARA EL 
SECRETARIO OFICIAL 
via eFilings: 

Docket Clerk 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711 
https://www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/efilings 

REQUESTER(S)/INTERESTED PERSON(S)/ 
SOLICITANTE(S)/ PERSONA(S) 
INTERESADA(S) 
See attached list/Ver lista adjunta. 
  

https://www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/efilings


REQUESTER(S)/ SOLICITANTE(S) 

Arreguin, Vincent V. 
3024 Cenizo 
San Antonio Tx 78264-9504 

Avila, Kathryn 
20415 Buffalo Rdg 
San Antonio Tx 78264-4026 

Perez, Ashley 
3491 S Loop 1604 E 
San Antonio Tx 78264-9530 

Ramirez, Rolando 
Southside ISD 
1460 Martinez Losoya Rd 
San Antonio Tx 78221-9648 
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
GIS Team  (Mail Code 197)
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas  78711-3087

Source:  The location of the facility was provided
by the TCEQ Office of Legal Services (OLS).
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 Commission on Environmental
Quality. This product is for informational purposes and
may not have been prepared for or be suitable for legal,
engineering, or surveying purposes. It does not repre-
sent an on-the-ground survey and represents only the
approximate relative location of property boundaries.
For more information concerning this map, contact the
Information Resource Division at (512) 239-0800.
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