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January 17, 2025 

 

Laurie Gharis, Chief Clerk 
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Office of the Chief Clerk (MC-105) 
P.O. Box 13087     
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
 
 
RE: IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION BY WOLF HOLLOW II 

POWER, LLC FOR AIR QUALITY PERMIT NOS. 175173, 
GHGPSDTX238, AND PSDTX1636 

 TCEQ DOCKET NO. 2024-1918-AIR 
 
 
Dear Ms. Gharis:      

 
Enclosed for filing is the Office of Public Interest Counsel’s Response to 
Requests for Hearing and Requests for Reconsideration in the above-entitled 
matter.  
    
Sincerely,           
  
 
 
Jennifer Jamison, Attorney 
Assistant Public Interest Counsel 
 
 
 
 
Pranjal M. Mehta, Attorney 
Assistant Public Interest Counsel 
 

 
cc: Mailing List 
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DOCKET NO. 2024-1918-AIR 
 

APPLICATION BY 
WOLF HOLLOW II POWER, LLC 

WOLF HOLLOW II 
GRANBURY, HOOD COUNTY 

FOR TCEQ AIR QUALITY 
PERMIT NUMBERS 175173, 

GHGPSDTX238, and 
PSDTX1636 

§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
 

BEFORE THE 
 

TEXAS COMMISSION ON 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

 
THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL’S RESPONSE 

TO REQUESTS FOR HEARING AND REQUESTS FOR RECONSIDERATION  
 
To the Members of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality: 
  
 The Office of Public Interest Counsel (OPIC) at the Texas Commission on 

Environmental Quality (TCEQ) files this Response to Requests for Hearing and 

Requests for Reconsideration on the application in the above-captioned matter 

and respectfully submits the following.   

I. INTRODUCTION 
 

A. Summary of Position 

 Before the Commission is an application by Wolf Hollow II Power, LLC 

(Applicant or Wolf Hollow) for a New Source Review (NSR) Authorization under 

Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA) § 382.0518, which would authorize the construction 

of a new facility that may emit air contaminants. The Commission received 

numerous timely-filed hearing requests and requests for reconsideration. For the 

reasons detailed below, OPIC recommends the Commission grant the hearing 

requests of Donna and Robert Adair; Mary and Ronnie Allard; Mark Beatty; David 

and Lisa Blankenship; Nick and Virginia Browning; Shenice and Travis 
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Copenhaver; Tommy Engle; Maci English; Daniel and Deanna Lakey; Brent, Linda, 

and Ted Hayes; Helen Hensel; Denna Jones; Margaret and Robert Killion; Toby 

Mitchell; Courtney and Jonathan Pedroza; Karen Pearson; Beverley and Larry 

Potts; Barbara and Steven Potts; Tanner Randall; Daniel, Nancy, and Gwyneth 

Rohde; Cheryl Shadden; Corey and Jacob Webster; and Thomas Weeks. OPIC 

further recommends the Commission refer the issues specified in Section III.G. 

for a contested case hearing at the State Office of Administrative Hearings 

(SOAH) with a maximum duration of 180 days. Finally, OPIC recommends the 

Commission deny all other hearing requests and all pending requests for 

reconsideration.  

B. Description of Application and Facility  

 As previously stated, Wolf Hollow has applied to TCEQ for a NSR 

Authorization under Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA) § 382.0518.  If issued, this 

permit would authorize Applicant to construct new power generation facilities 

to be known as the Wolf Hollow III (WHIII) expansion that would expand the 

existing Wolf Hollow II Power Plant. The plant is located at 8787 Wolf Hollow Ct, 

in Hood County. Contaminants authorized under this permit include carbon 

monoxide, nitrogen oxides, particulate matter including particulate matter with 

diameters of 10 microns or less and 2.5 microns or less, hazardous air pollutants, 

organic compounds, sulfur dioxide, sulfur hexafluoride, and sulfuric acid mist. 

The proposed plant will also emit greenhouse gases. 

C. Procedural Background 
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 Wolf Hollow’s application was received on January 25, 2024, and declared 

administratively complete on February 1, 2024. The Notice of Receipt and Intent 

to Obtain an Air Quality Permit for this application was published in English on 

March 2, 2024, in the Hood County News, and in Spanish on March 5, 2024, in La 

Prensa Comunidad. The Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision for an 

Air Quality Permit was published on August 10, 2024, in English in the Hood 

County News, and in Spanish on August 6, 2024 in La Prensa Comunidad. A 

public meeting was held on Monday, September 9, 2024 in Granbury. The public 

comment period ended on September 11, 2024. The deadline to request a 

contested case hearing or to request reconsideration of the Executive Director 

(ED)’s decision was December 23, 2024.  

II. APPLICABLE LAW 

A. Hearing Requests  

 The Application was filed after September 1, 2015, and is therefore subject 

to the procedural rules adopted pursuant to Senate Bill 709. Tex. S.B. 709, 84th 

Leg., R.S. (2015). Under 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) § 55.21(c), a hearing 

request by an affected person must be in writing, must be timely filed, may not 

be based on an issue raised solely in a public comment which has been 

withdrawn, and, for applications filed on or after September 1, 2015, must be 

based only on the affected person’s timely comments. 

 Section 55.201(d) states that a hearing request must substantially comply 

with the following: 
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(1) give the name, address, daytime telephone number, and, where 
possible, fax number of the person who files the request; 
 

(2) identify the requestor'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; 

 
(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 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 ED’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.1 

 Under 30 TAC § 55.203(a), 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. Relevant factors 

to be considered in determining whether a person is affected include: 

(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; 

 

 
1 30 TAC § 55.201(d).  
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(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) for a hearing request on an application filed on or after September 1, 

2015, 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. 
 
2 
 Under § 55.203(d), to determine whether a person is an affected person for 

the purpose of granting a hearing request for an application filed on or after 

September 1, 2015, the Commission may also consider the following: 

(1) the merits of the underlying application and supporting documentation 
in the administrative record, including whether the application meets 
the requirements for permit issuance; 
 

(2) the analysis and opinions of the executive director; and 
 

(3) any other expert reports, affidavits, opinions, or data submitted by the 
executive director, the applicant, or hearing requestor.3 

  

Under 30 TAC § 55.211(c)(2)(A)(ii), for an application filed on or after 

September 1, 2015, the Commission must grant a hearing request made by an 

affected person if the request raises disputed issues of fact that were raised by 

the affected person during the comment period, that were not withdrawn by 

 
2 30 TAC § 55.203(c). 
330 TAC § 55.203(c). 
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filing a withdrawal letter with the Chief Clerk prior to the filing of the ED’s RTC, 

and that are relevant and material to the Commission’s decision on the 

application.  

Under § 55.211(c)(2)(B)–(D), the hearing request, to be granted, must also 

be timely filed with the Chief Clerk, pursuant to a right to hearing authorized by 

law, and comply with the requirements of § 55.201. 

B. Request for Reconsideration 

Any person may file a request for reconsideration of the ED's decision under 

Title 30, Texas Administrative Code (TAC) § 55.201(e). The request must be in 

writing and filed with the Chief Clerk no later than 30 days after the Chief Clerk 

mails the ED's decision and RTC. The request must expressly state that the 

person is requesting reconsideration of the ED's decision and give reasons why 

the decision should be reconsidered. 

III. ANALYSIS OF HEARING REQUESTS 

A. Whether the requestors are affected persons 

Requestors Near the Facility Who Demonstrated Personal Justiciable Interest  

The Commission received timely comments and hearing requests from 

Donna and Robert Adair; Mary and Ronnie Allard; Mark Beatty; David and Lisa 

Blankenship; Nick and Virginia Browning; Shenice and Travis Copenhaver; 

Tommy Engle; Maci English; Daniel and Deanna Lakey; Brent, Linda, and Ted 

Hayes; Helen Hensel; Denna Jones; Margaret and Robert Killion; Toby Mitchell; 

Courtney and Jonathan Pedroza; Karen Pearson; Beverley and Larry Potts; Barbara 
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and Steven Potts; Tanner Randall; Daniel, Nancy ad Gwyneth Rohde; Cheryl 

Shadden; Corey and Jacob Webster; and Thomas Weeks4. The map and/or 

appendix prepared by the ED’s staff show that these requestors are located 

within approximately one and a half miles of the facility. Collectively, they raise 

concerns regarding air quality, health effects, and potential impact on the 

environment.  

These interests are protected by the law under which this application will 

be considered. 30 TAC § 55.203(c)(1). Further, considering their close proximity 

to the facility, a reasonable relationship exists between those interests and the 

Applicant’s regulated activity – a relevant factor under 30 TAC § 55.203(c)(3). 

These requestors’ relative proximity to the facility, when combined with their 

concerns regarding air quality and health effects, demonstrates that they are 

likely to be affected in a way not common to members of the general public, and 

thus possess a personal justiciable interest in this matter. See 30 TAC § 55.203(a). 

Therefore, OPIC concludes that these requestors qualify as affected persons.  

 
 
Requestors Near the Facility Who Did Not Demonstrate Personal Justiciable 
Interest  
 
The Commission received timely comments and hearing requests from 

 
4 Most of these requestors have submitted the same hearing request, which states that the 
Mitchell Bend Community and other areas in Precinct 2 of Hood County request the hearing and 
outlines the residents’ concerns. This hearing request includes the requestor’s name, address, 
signature, phone number, and email address. Although the hearing requests are the same, each 
requestor has individually submitted it with their own information, and OPIC has considered each 
submission as an individual hearing request.  
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Christine Brooking; Wyveda Dowdy; Kay and Tom Dykes; Brent, Linda, and Ted 

Hayes; Edward and Kim Tibljas. However, their hearing requests do not explain 

how or why they feel that the activity, or the facility would impact them or 

demonstrate a personal justiciable interest distinct from that of the general 

public, as required by 30 TAC § 55.201(d)(2).  

The map and appendix prepared by the ED’s staff show that these 

requestors are located within one and a half miles of the facility. However, 

without a personal justiciable interest, a hearing requestor cannot qualify as an 

affected person. 30 TAC § 55.203(a). In spite of their proximity, these hearing 

requestors do not demonstrate a personal justiciable interest related to a legal 

right, duty, privilege, power, or economic interest affected by this application, 

and therefore, OPIC finds that they do not qualify as affected persons.5 

 State Representative DeWayne Burns 

 State Representative Burns states that he would like to formally contest 

this application.  As a member of the legislature who represents the area in which 

the facility is located, Representative Burns may request a public meeting, and 

the TCEQ did conduct such a meeting in Grandbury on September 9, 2024.  

However, if Representative Burns is requesting a contested case hearing, his 

hearing request must be considered on an individual basis.  Representative Burns 

has provided no information regarding his location and distance relative to the 

 
5 While OPIC is unable to find that these requestors qualify as affected persons based on the 
information provided in their requests, we do note that pursuant to 30 TAC § 55.211(e), if any 
requests for contested case hearing are granted in this matter, and a preliminary hearing is 
convened at SOAH, any person whose request is denied may attend and seek to be admitted as a 
party.  
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facility and no assertion of a personal justiciable interest.  Therefore, to the 

extent that Representative Burns is requesting a hearing in his individual 

capacity, OPIC cannot find that he is an affected person.  

Requestors Who Are Relatively Distant from The Facility  

The remaining hearing requestors who submitted timely comments and 

hearing requests also raise concerns regarding air quality and health effects. The 

map and appendix prepared by the ED’s staff show that they are located further 

than one and a half miles. Initially, OPIC notes that the potential standing of these 

requestors is not legally restricted or limited by distance.6 However, considering 

their distance from the facility, OPIC cannot find that these requestors are likely 

to be impacted by the facility’s operations in a way that differs from the general 

public as required by 30 TAC § 55.203(a). The intervening distance diminishes 

any likelihood that the regulated activity will impact their health, safety, or use 

of property. Without a personal justiciable interest, a hearing requestor cannot 

qualify as an affected person. Therefore, OPIC finds that these requestors do not 

qualify as affected persons.  

B. Which issues raised in the hearing requests are disputed 

 Requestors raised the following disputed issues: 

1. Whether the permit is adequately protective of human health and 
safety, animal life, and requestors’ property in compliance the with 
TCAA;    

2. Whether the proposed plant will interfere with the normal use and 
enjoyment of animal life and vegetation on requestors’ properties;  

3. Whether control technology proposed in the application and the 
resulting emission rate constitute BACT (best available control 
technology); and  

 
6 See 30 TAC § 55.203(c)(2). 
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4. Whether the permit is adequately protective of noise and light 
pollution.  

C.  Whether the dispute involves questions of fact or of law 

 If the Commission considers an issue to be one of fact, rather than one of 

law or policy, it is appropriate for referral to hearing if it meets all other 

applicable requirements. The issues raised in the request are issues of fact.  

D. Whether the issues were raised during the public comment period 

All issues were specifically raised by requestors during the public 

comment period.  

E. Whether the hearing requests are based on issues raised solely in a 
withdrawn public comment 

No public comments were withdrawn in this matter. Therefore, the 

hearing request is not based on issues raised in withdrawn public comments. 

F. Whether the issues are relevant and material to the decision on the 
application 

 The hearing requests raise issues that are relevant and material to the 

Commission’s decision under the requirements of 30 TAC §§ 55.201(d)(4)(B) and 

55.211(c)(2)(A)(ii). To refer an issue to the State Office of Administrative 

Hearings, the Commission must find that the issue is relevant and material to 

the Commission’s decision to issue or deny the permit. Relevant and material 

issues are those governed by the substantive law under which the permit is to be 

issued.7  

 

 
7 Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 248-51 (1986). 
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Animal, Human, and Environmental Health and Safety and Use/Enjoyment  

 Under the Texas Clean Air Act, the Commission may issue this permit only 

if it finds no indication that the emissions from the facility will contravene the 

intent of the Texas Clean Air Act, including protection of the public’s health and 

physical property.8  Because concerns about noncompliance, animal health, 

effects on the environment, and effects on health and safety could contravene 

the intent of the TCAA, Issue No. 1 is relevant and material. Further, the purpose 

of the Texas Clean Air Act is to safeguard the state’s air resources from pollution 

by controlling or abating air pollution and emissions of air contaminants, 

consistent with the protection of public health, general welfare, and physical 

property.9 Further, relevant regulations such as 30 TAC § 101.4 prohibit the 

discharge of contaminants which may be injurious to, or adversely affect, animal 

life. Accordingly, Issue Nos. 1 and 2 regarding human health and safety, animal 

health, environmental concerns, and use of property are relevant and material to 

the Commission’s decision on this application.  

Best Available Control Technology  

 Requestors questioned the control technology proposed in the application 

and asked if the emissions were being filtered or scrubbed. The TCAA and TCEQ 

rules require an evaluation of air quality permit applications to determine 

whether adverse effects to public health, general welfare, or physical property 

 
8 TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.0518(B)(2). 
9 TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.002(A). 
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are expected to result from a facility’s proposed emissions. Further, under the 

Texas Clean Air Act, applicant is required to use BACT.  The issue of BACT is 

therefore relevant and material to the Commission’s decision on this application.   

Noise and Light Pollution  

 Requestors expressed concern regarding noise and light pollution from the 

proposed project disturbing daily and nighttime activities, such as work, sleep, 

time with their families, outdoor activities, as well as causing unnecessary stress 

to pets, livestock, and wildlife. TCEQ does not have jurisdiction to consider noise 

or light when evaluating an air quality permit application and determining 

whether to approve or deny an application. Accordingly, TCEQ does not have 

authority under the TCAA to require or enforce any noise or light abatement 

measures, and Issue No. 4 is not relevant and material to the Commission’s 

decision on this application.  

G. Issues Recommended for Referral  

 For the reasons stated above, OPIC recommends referral of the following 

issues: 

1. Whether the permit is adequately protective of human health and 
safety, animal life, and requestors’ property compliant with TCAA.   

2. Whether the proposed plant will interfere with the normal use and 
enjoyment of animal life and vegetation on requestors’ properties.  

3. Whether the control technology proposed in the application and the 
resulting emission rate constitutes BACT (best available control 
technology). 
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H. Maximum expected duration for the contested case hearing 

 Commission rule 30 TAC § 50.115(d) requires that any Commission order 

referring a case to SOAH specify the maximum expected duration of the hearing 

by stating a date by which the judge is expected to issue a proposal for decision. 

The rule further provides that, for applications filed on or after September 1, 

2015, the administrative law judge must conclude the hearing and provide a 

proposal for decision by the 180th day after the first day of the preliminary 

hearing, or a date specified by the Commission, whichever is earlier. To assist the 

Commission in setting a date by which the judge is expected to issue a proposal 

for decision, and as required by 30 TAC § 55.209(e)(7), OPIC estimates that the 

maximum expected duration of a hearing on this application should be 180 days 

from the first day of the preliminary hearing until the proposal for decision is 

issued. 

IV. REQUESTS FOR RECONSIDERATION 

The Commission received timely requests for reconsideration from Geraldine 

Lathers and Nanette Samuelson articulating several concerns pertaining to 

environmental protection, health, and safety related to this application. 

Specifically, Ms. Lathers and Ms. Samuelson question whether emissions for 

mercury will meet Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) set by EPA, and they 

are concerned that the application contains no enforcement mechanism to 

ensure that applicant will operate under 3500 hours per year as intended. In 

addition, requestors would prefer to delay any issuance of a permit until the 

resolution of the ongoing nuisance lawsuit regarding the Wolf Hollow property.   
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 While OPIC notes that many of the concerns expressed by Ms. Lathers and 

Ms. Samuelson are relevant and material to the Commission’s decision on this 

application, a record establishing the evidentiary basis for reconsidering the ED’s 

decision based on these issues would be needed to recommend that the request 

for reconsideration be granted. As no such record yet exists, OPIC cannot 

recommend the requests be granted at this time. 

V.  CONCLUSION 

 For the reasons discussed above, OPIC respectfully recommends the 

Commission find Donna and Robert Adair; Mary and Ronnie Allard; Mark Beatty; 

David and Lisa Blankenship; Nick and Virginia Browning; Shenice and Travis 

Copenhaver; Tommy Engle; Maci English; Daniel and Deanna Lakey; Brent, Linda, 

and Ted Hayes; Helen Hensel; Denna Jones; Margaret and Robert Killion; Toby 

Mitchell; Courtney and Jonathan Pedroza; Karen Pearson; Beverley and Larry 

Potts; Barbara and Steven Potts; Tanner Randall; Daniel, Nancy, and Gwyneth 

Rohde; Cheryl Shadden; Corey and Jacob Webster; and Thomas Weeks are 

affected persons in this matter and grant their hearing requests. OPIC further 

recommends the Commission refer the issues listed in section III.G. for a 

contested case hearing at SOAH with a maximum duration of 180 days. Finally, 

OPIC respectfully recommends denial of all remaining requests for contested 

case hearing as well as all requests for reconsideration.      

       Respectfully submitted, 

       Garrett T. Arthur  
       Public Interest Counsel   
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       By:________________________  
       Jennifer Jamison 
       Assistant Public Interest Counsel 
       State Bar No. 24108979   
       P.O. Box 13087, MC 103 
       Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
       (512) 239-4014 
 

        
       By:      
       Pranjal M. Mehta   
       Assistant Public Interest Counsel 
       State Bar No. 24080488 
       P.O. Box 13087, MC 103 
       Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
       (512) 239-0574 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I hereby certify that on January 17, 2025, the original of the Office of 
Public Interest Counsel’s Response to Requests for Hearing and Requests for 
Reconsideration was filed with the Chief Clerk of the TCEQ and a copy was served 
to all persons listed on the attached mailing list via Inter-Agency Mail, electronic 
mail, or by deposit in the U.S. Mail.                                                                                                                    
    
        
       
        
      
       _________________________  
       Jennifer Jamison  
 
 
 

 

 

 



MAILING LIST 
WOLF HOLLOW II POWER, LLC 

TCEQ DOCKET NO. 2024-1918-AIR

FOR THE APPLICANT 
via electronic mail: 

Daniel Inemer 
Vice President, Regional Operations 
Wolf Hollow II Power, LLC 
8787 Wolf Hollow Court 
Granbury, Texas  76048 
Daniel.inemer@constellation.com 

Albert Hatton III 
Manager, Environmental Programs 
Constellation 
300 Exelon Way 
Kennett Square, Pennsylvania  19348 
albert.hatton@constellation.com 

FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
via electronic mail: 

Katherine Keithley, Staff Attorney 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Environmental Law Division MC-173 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: 512/239-0600  Fax: 512/239-0606 
katherine.keithley@tceq.texas.gov 

Jason La, Technical Staff 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Air Permits Division MC-163 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: 512/239-1311 Fax: 512/239-1400 
jason.la@tceq.texas.gov 

Ryan Vise, Director 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
External Relations Division 
Public Education Program MC-108 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: 512/239-4000  Fax: 512/239-5678 
pep@tceq.texas.gov 

FOR ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE 
RESOLUTION 
via electronic mail: 

Kyle Lucas, Attorney 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Alternative Dispute Resolution MC-222 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: 512/239-0687  Fax: 512/239-4015 
kyle.lucas@tceq.texas.gov 

FOR THE CHIEF CLERK 
via eFiling: 

Docket Clerk 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Office of Chief Clerk MC-105 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: 512/239-3300  Fax: 512/239-3311 
https://www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eFilin
g/ 

REQUESTER(S): 

See attached list. 
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PUBLIC OFFICIALS - REQUESTER(S)
The Honorable Dewayne Burns

State Representative, Texas House Of 
Representatives District 58
Po Box 2910
Austin, TX  78768-2910

REQUESTER(S)
Donna Adair
8002 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7607

Robert Adair
8002 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7607

Mary Allard
1960 Potts Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-6781

Ronnie Allard
1960 Potts Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-6781

Andrea M Barber
9028 Bellechase Rd
Granbury, TX  76049-4303

Mark Beatty
8015 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7612

James Bell
2503 Pebble Dr
Granbury, TX  76048-2620

David Blankenship
8311 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7613

Lisa Blankenship
8311 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7613

Chris B Brooking
8704 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703

CHRISTINE BROOKING & TOM WEEKS
8704 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703

A Brooks
3580 Riley Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7887

Christian Brooks
3550 Riley Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7887

Curtis Brooks
3615 Riley Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7711

Marie Brooks
3615 Riley Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7711

Monica Brown
3135 Brazos River Dr
Granbury, TX  76048-5809

Mr Nick Browning
2330 Mitchell Bend Hwy
Granbury, TX  76048-9203

Mrs Virginia Browning
2330 Mitchell Bend Hwy
Granbury, TX  76048-9203

Richard Brunning
109 Skyline Dr
Glen Rose, TX  76043-4313

Kim Burton
6503 Tara Ct
Granbury, TX  76049-4449

Ricky Carmack
345 Holly Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-6997

Bruce Chase
9450 Wolf Hollow Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7743

 Concerned Citizen
1042 Mickelson Dr
Granbury, TX  76048-2999

Shenice Copenhaver
8710 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703



Travis Copenhaver
8710 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703

Shernice Copenhaver
8710 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703

Keisha Doss
3909 Country Meadows Rd
Granbury, TX  76049-8008

Wyveda Dowdy
9610 Nubbin Ridge Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7678

Kay & Tom Dykes
14901 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-9602

Tommy Engle
8701 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703

Maci English
8225 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7608
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Sincerely,           
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DOCKET NO. 2024-1918-AIR 
 


APPLICATION BY 
WOLF HOLLOW II POWER, LLC 


WOLF HOLLOW II 
GRANBURY, HOOD COUNTY 


FOR TCEQ AIR QUALITY 
PERMIT NUMBERS 175173, 


GHGPSDTX238, and 
PSDTX1636 


§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
 


BEFORE THE 
 


TEXAS COMMISSION ON 
 


ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 


 
THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC INTEREST COUNSEL’S RESPONSE 


TO REQUESTS FOR HEARING AND REQUESTS FOR RECONSIDERATION  
 
To the Members of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality: 
  
 The Office of Public Interest Counsel (OPIC) at the Texas Commission on 


Environmental Quality (TCEQ) files this Response to Requests for Hearing and 


Requests for Reconsideration on the application in the above-captioned matter 


and respectfully submits the following.   


I. INTRODUCTION 
 


A. Summary of Position 


 Before the Commission is an application by Wolf Hollow II Power, LLC 


(Applicant or Wolf Hollow) for a New Source Review (NSR) Authorization under 


Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA) § 382.0518, which would authorize the construction 


of a new facility that may emit air contaminants. The Commission received 


numerous timely-filed hearing requests and requests for reconsideration. For the 


reasons detailed below, OPIC recommends the Commission grant the hearing 


requests of Donna and Robert Adair; Mary and Ronnie Allard; Mark Beatty; David 


and Lisa Blankenship; Nick and Virginia Browning; Shenice and Travis 
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Copenhaver; Tommy Engle; Maci English; Daniel and Deanna Lakey; Brent, Linda, 


and Ted Hayes; Helen Hensel; Denna Jones; Margaret and Robert Killion; Toby 


Mitchell; Courtney and Jonathan Pedroza; Karen Pearson; Beverley and Larry 


Potts; Barbara and Steven Potts; Tanner Randall; Daniel, Nancy, and Gwyneth 


Rohde; Cheryl Shadden; Corey and Jacob Webster; and Thomas Weeks. OPIC 


further recommends the Commission refer the issues specified in Section III.G. 


for a contested case hearing at the State Office of Administrative Hearings 


(SOAH) with a maximum duration of 180 days. Finally, OPIC recommends the 


Commission deny all other hearing requests and all pending requests for 


reconsideration.  


B. Description of Application and Facility  


 As previously stated, Wolf Hollow has applied to TCEQ for a NSR 


Authorization under Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA) § 382.0518.  If issued, this 


permit would authorize Applicant to construct new power generation facilities 


to be known as the Wolf Hollow III (WHIII) expansion that would expand the 


existing Wolf Hollow II Power Plant. The plant is located at 8787 Wolf Hollow Ct, 


in Hood County. Contaminants authorized under this permit include carbon 


monoxide, nitrogen oxides, particulate matter including particulate matter with 


diameters of 10 microns or less and 2.5 microns or less, hazardous air pollutants, 


organic compounds, sulfur dioxide, sulfur hexafluoride, and sulfuric acid mist. 


The proposed plant will also emit greenhouse gases. 


C. Procedural Background 
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 Wolf Hollow’s application was received on January 25, 2024, and declared 


administratively complete on February 1, 2024. The Notice of Receipt and Intent 


to Obtain an Air Quality Permit for this application was published in English on 


March 2, 2024, in the Hood County News, and in Spanish on March 5, 2024, in La 


Prensa Comunidad. The Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision for an 


Air Quality Permit was published on August 10, 2024, in English in the Hood 


County News, and in Spanish on August 6, 2024 in La Prensa Comunidad. A 


public meeting was held on Monday, September 9, 2024 in Granbury. The public 


comment period ended on September 11, 2024. The deadline to request a 


contested case hearing or to request reconsideration of the Executive Director 


(ED)’s decision was December 23, 2024.  


II. APPLICABLE LAW 


A. Hearing Requests  


 The Application was filed after September 1, 2015, and is therefore subject 


to the procedural rules adopted pursuant to Senate Bill 709. Tex. S.B. 709, 84th 


Leg., R.S. (2015). Under 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) § 55.21(c), a hearing 


request by an affected person must be in writing, must be timely filed, may not 


be based on an issue raised solely in a public comment which has been 


withdrawn, and, for applications filed on or after September 1, 2015, must be 


based only on the affected person’s timely comments. 


 Section 55.201(d) states that a hearing request must substantially comply 


with the following: 
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(1) give the name, address, daytime telephone number, and, where 
possible, fax number of the person who files the request; 
 


(2) identify the requestor'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; 


 
(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 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 ED’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.1 


 Under 30 TAC § 55.203(a), 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. Relevant factors 


to be considered in determining whether a person is affected include: 


(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; 


 


 
1 30 TAC § 55.201(d).  
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(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) for a hearing request on an application filed on or after September 1, 


2015, 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. 
 
2 
 Under § 55.203(d), to determine whether a person is an affected person for 


the purpose of granting a hearing request for an application filed on or after 


September 1, 2015, the Commission may also consider the following: 


(1) the merits of the underlying application and supporting documentation 
in the administrative record, including whether the application meets 
the requirements for permit issuance; 
 


(2) the analysis and opinions of the executive director; and 
 


(3) any other expert reports, affidavits, opinions, or data submitted by the 
executive director, the applicant, or hearing requestor.3 


  


Under 30 TAC § 55.211(c)(2)(A)(ii), for an application filed on or after 


September 1, 2015, the Commission must grant a hearing request made by an 


affected person if the request raises disputed issues of fact that were raised by 


the affected person during the comment period, that were not withdrawn by 


 
2 30 TAC § 55.203(c). 
330 TAC § 55.203(c). 
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filing a withdrawal letter with the Chief Clerk prior to the filing of the ED’s RTC, 


and that are relevant and material to the Commission’s decision on the 


application.  


Under § 55.211(c)(2)(B)–(D), the hearing request, to be granted, must also 


be timely filed with the Chief Clerk, pursuant to a right to hearing authorized by 


law, and comply with the requirements of § 55.201. 


B. Request for Reconsideration 


Any person may file a request for reconsideration of the ED's decision under 


Title 30, Texas Administrative Code (TAC) § 55.201(e). The request must be in 


writing and filed with the Chief Clerk no later than 30 days after the Chief Clerk 


mails the ED's decision and RTC. The request must expressly state that the 


person is requesting reconsideration of the ED's decision and give reasons why 


the decision should be reconsidered. 


III. ANALYSIS OF HEARING REQUESTS 


A. Whether the requestors are affected persons 


Requestors Near the Facility Who Demonstrated Personal Justiciable Interest  


The Commission received timely comments and hearing requests from 


Donna and Robert Adair; Mary and Ronnie Allard; Mark Beatty; David and Lisa 


Blankenship; Nick and Virginia Browning; Shenice and Travis Copenhaver; 


Tommy Engle; Maci English; Daniel and Deanna Lakey; Brent, Linda, and Ted 


Hayes; Helen Hensel; Denna Jones; Margaret and Robert Killion; Toby Mitchell; 


Courtney and Jonathan Pedroza; Karen Pearson; Beverley and Larry Potts; Barbara 
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and Steven Potts; Tanner Randall; Daniel, Nancy ad Gwyneth Rohde; Cheryl 


Shadden; Corey and Jacob Webster; and Thomas Weeks4. The map and/or 


appendix prepared by the ED’s staff show that these requestors are located 


within approximately one and a half miles of the facility. Collectively, they raise 


concerns regarding air quality, health effects, and potential impact on the 


environment.  


These interests are protected by the law under which this application will 


be considered. 30 TAC § 55.203(c)(1). Further, considering their close proximity 


to the facility, a reasonable relationship exists between those interests and the 


Applicant’s regulated activity – a relevant factor under 30 TAC § 55.203(c)(3). 


These requestors’ relative proximity to the facility, when combined with their 


concerns regarding air quality and health effects, demonstrates that they are 


likely to be affected in a way not common to members of the general public, and 


thus possess a personal justiciable interest in this matter. See 30 TAC § 55.203(a). 


Therefore, OPIC concludes that these requestors qualify as affected persons.  


 
 
Requestors Near the Facility Who Did Not Demonstrate Personal Justiciable 
Interest  
 
The Commission received timely comments and hearing requests from 


 
4 Most of these requestors have submitted the same hearing request, which states that the 
Mitchell Bend Community and other areas in Precinct 2 of Hood County request the hearing and 
outlines the residents’ concerns. This hearing request includes the requestor’s name, address, 
signature, phone number, and email address. Although the hearing requests are the same, each 
requestor has individually submitted it with their own information, and OPIC has considered each 
submission as an individual hearing request.  
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Christine Brooking; Wyveda Dowdy; Kay and Tom Dykes; Brent, Linda, and Ted 


Hayes; Edward and Kim Tibljas. However, their hearing requests do not explain 


how or why they feel that the activity, or the facility would impact them or 


demonstrate a personal justiciable interest distinct from that of the general 


public, as required by 30 TAC § 55.201(d)(2).  


The map and appendix prepared by the ED’s staff show that these 


requestors are located within one and a half miles of the facility. However, 


without a personal justiciable interest, a hearing requestor cannot qualify as an 


affected person. 30 TAC § 55.203(a). In spite of their proximity, these hearing 


requestors do not demonstrate a personal justiciable interest related to a legal 


right, duty, privilege, power, or economic interest affected by this application, 


and therefore, OPIC finds that they do not qualify as affected persons.5 


 State Representative DeWayne Burns 


 State Representative Burns states that he would like to formally contest 


this application.  As a member of the legislature who represents the area in which 


the facility is located, Representative Burns may request a public meeting, and 


the TCEQ did conduct such a meeting in Grandbury on September 9, 2024.  


However, if Representative Burns is requesting a contested case hearing, his 


hearing request must be considered on an individual basis.  Representative Burns 


has provided no information regarding his location and distance relative to the 


 
5 While OPIC is unable to find that these requestors qualify as affected persons based on the 
information provided in their requests, we do note that pursuant to 30 TAC § 55.211(e), if any 
requests for contested case hearing are granted in this matter, and a preliminary hearing is 
convened at SOAH, any person whose request is denied may attend and seek to be admitted as a 
party.  
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facility and no assertion of a personal justiciable interest.  Therefore, to the 


extent that Representative Burns is requesting a hearing in his individual 


capacity, OPIC cannot find that he is an affected person.  


Requestors Who Are Relatively Distant from The Facility  


The remaining hearing requestors who submitted timely comments and 


hearing requests also raise concerns regarding air quality and health effects. The 


map and appendix prepared by the ED’s staff show that they are located further 


than one and a half miles. Initially, OPIC notes that the potential standing of these 


requestors is not legally restricted or limited by distance.6 However, considering 


their distance from the facility, OPIC cannot find that these requestors are likely 


to be impacted by the facility’s operations in a way that differs from the general 


public as required by 30 TAC § 55.203(a). The intervening distance diminishes 


any likelihood that the regulated activity will impact their health, safety, or use 


of property. Without a personal justiciable interest, a hearing requestor cannot 


qualify as an affected person. Therefore, OPIC finds that these requestors do not 


qualify as affected persons.  


B. Which issues raised in the hearing requests are disputed 


 Requestors raised the following disputed issues: 


1. Whether the permit is adequately protective of human health and 
safety, animal life, and requestors’ property in compliance the with 
TCAA;    


2. Whether the proposed plant will interfere with the normal use and 
enjoyment of animal life and vegetation on requestors’ properties;  


3. Whether control technology proposed in the application and the 
resulting emission rate constitute BACT (best available control 
technology); and  


 
6 See 30 TAC § 55.203(c)(2). 







10 
OPIC’s Response to Requests for Hearing and Requests for Reconsideration  


4. Whether the permit is adequately protective of noise and light 
pollution.  


C.  Whether the dispute involves questions of fact or of law 


 If the Commission considers an issue to be one of fact, rather than one of 


law or policy, it is appropriate for referral to hearing if it meets all other 


applicable requirements. The issues raised in the request are issues of fact.  


D. Whether the issues were raised during the public comment period 


All issues were specifically raised by requestors during the public 


comment period.  


E. Whether the hearing requests are based on issues raised solely in a 
withdrawn public comment 


No public comments were withdrawn in this matter. Therefore, the 


hearing request is not based on issues raised in withdrawn public comments. 


F. Whether the issues are relevant and material to the decision on the 
application 


 The hearing requests raise issues that are relevant and material to the 


Commission’s decision under the requirements of 30 TAC §§ 55.201(d)(4)(B) and 


55.211(c)(2)(A)(ii). To refer an issue to the State Office of Administrative 


Hearings, the Commission must find that the issue is relevant and material to 


the Commission’s decision to issue or deny the permit. Relevant and material 


issues are those governed by the substantive law under which the permit is to be 


issued.7  


 


 
7 Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 248-51 (1986). 
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Animal, Human, and Environmental Health and Safety and Use/Enjoyment  


 Under the Texas Clean Air Act, the Commission may issue this permit only 


if it finds no indication that the emissions from the facility will contravene the 


intent of the Texas Clean Air Act, including protection of the public’s health and 


physical property.8  Because concerns about noncompliance, animal health, 


effects on the environment, and effects on health and safety could contravene 


the intent of the TCAA, Issue No. 1 is relevant and material. Further, the purpose 


of the Texas Clean Air Act is to safeguard the state’s air resources from pollution 


by controlling or abating air pollution and emissions of air contaminants, 


consistent with the protection of public health, general welfare, and physical 


property.9 Further, relevant regulations such as 30 TAC § 101.4 prohibit the 


discharge of contaminants which may be injurious to, or adversely affect, animal 


life. Accordingly, Issue Nos. 1 and 2 regarding human health and safety, animal 


health, environmental concerns, and use of property are relevant and material to 


the Commission’s decision on this application.  


Best Available Control Technology  


 Requestors questioned the control technology proposed in the application 


and asked if the emissions were being filtered or scrubbed. The TCAA and TCEQ 


rules require an evaluation of air quality permit applications to determine 


whether adverse effects to public health, general welfare, or physical property 


 
8 TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.0518(B)(2). 
9 TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.002(A). 
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are expected to result from a facility’s proposed emissions. Further, under the 


Texas Clean Air Act, applicant is required to use BACT.  The issue of BACT is 


therefore relevant and material to the Commission’s decision on this application.   


Noise and Light Pollution  


 Requestors expressed concern regarding noise and light pollution from the 


proposed project disturbing daily and nighttime activities, such as work, sleep, 


time with their families, outdoor activities, as well as causing unnecessary stress 


to pets, livestock, and wildlife. TCEQ does not have jurisdiction to consider noise 


or light when evaluating an air quality permit application and determining 


whether to approve or deny an application. Accordingly, TCEQ does not have 


authority under the TCAA to require or enforce any noise or light abatement 


measures, and Issue No. 4 is not relevant and material to the Commission’s 


decision on this application.  


G. Issues Recommended for Referral  


 For the reasons stated above, OPIC recommends referral of the following 


issues: 


1. Whether the permit is adequately protective of human health and 
safety, animal life, and requestors’ property compliant with TCAA.   


2. Whether the proposed plant will interfere with the normal use and 
enjoyment of animal life and vegetation on requestors’ properties.  


3. Whether the control technology proposed in the application and the 
resulting emission rate constitutes BACT (best available control 
technology). 
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H. Maximum expected duration for the contested case hearing 


 Commission rule 30 TAC § 50.115(d) requires that any Commission order 


referring a case to SOAH specify the maximum expected duration of the hearing 


by stating a date by which the judge is expected to issue a proposal for decision. 


The rule further provides that, for applications filed on or after September 1, 


2015, the administrative law judge must conclude the hearing and provide a 


proposal for decision by the 180th day after the first day of the preliminary 


hearing, or a date specified by the Commission, whichever is earlier. To assist the 


Commission in setting a date by which the judge is expected to issue a proposal 


for decision, and as required by 30 TAC § 55.209(e)(7), OPIC estimates that the 


maximum expected duration of a hearing on this application should be 180 days 


from the first day of the preliminary hearing until the proposal for decision is 


issued. 


IV. REQUESTS FOR RECONSIDERATION 


The Commission received timely requests for reconsideration from Geraldine 


Lathers and Nanette Samuelson articulating several concerns pertaining to 


environmental protection, health, and safety related to this application. 


Specifically, Ms. Lathers and Ms. Samuelson question whether emissions for 


mercury will meet Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) set by EPA, and they 


are concerned that the application contains no enforcement mechanism to 


ensure that applicant will operate under 3500 hours per year as intended. In 


addition, requestors would prefer to delay any issuance of a permit until the 


resolution of the ongoing nuisance lawsuit regarding the Wolf Hollow property.   
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 While OPIC notes that many of the concerns expressed by Ms. Lathers and 


Ms. Samuelson are relevant and material to the Commission’s decision on this 


application, a record establishing the evidentiary basis for reconsidering the ED’s 


decision based on these issues would be needed to recommend that the request 


for reconsideration be granted. As no such record yet exists, OPIC cannot 


recommend the requests be granted at this time. 


V.  CONCLUSION 


 For the reasons discussed above, OPIC respectfully recommends the 


Commission find Donna and Robert Adair; Mary and Ronnie Allard; Mark Beatty; 


David and Lisa Blankenship; Nick and Virginia Browning; Shenice and Travis 


Copenhaver; Tommy Engle; Maci English; Daniel and Deanna Lakey; Brent, Linda, 


and Ted Hayes; Helen Hensel; Denna Jones; Margaret and Robert Killion; Toby 


Mitchell; Courtney and Jonathan Pedroza; Karen Pearson; Beverley and Larry 


Potts; Barbara and Steven Potts; Tanner Randall; Daniel, Nancy, and Gwyneth 


Rohde; Cheryl Shadden; Corey and Jacob Webster; and Thomas Weeks are 


affected persons in this matter and grant their hearing requests. OPIC further 


recommends the Commission refer the issues listed in section III.G. for a 


contested case hearing at SOAH with a maximum duration of 180 days. Finally, 


OPIC respectfully recommends denial of all remaining requests for contested 


case hearing as well as all requests for reconsideration.      


       Respectfully submitted, 


       Garrett T. Arthur  
       Public Interest Counsel   
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       By:________________________  
       Jennifer Jamison 
       Assistant Public Interest Counsel 
       State Bar No. 24108979   
       P.O. Box 13087, MC 103 
       Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
       (512) 239-4014 
 


        
       By:      
       Pranjal M. Mehta   
       Assistant Public Interest Counsel 
       State Bar No. 24080488 
       P.O. Box 13087, MC 103 
       Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
       (512) 239-0574 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I hereby certify that on January 17, 2025, the original of the Office of 
Public Interest Counsel’s Response to Requests for Hearing and Requests for 
Reconsideration was filed with the Chief Clerk of the TCEQ and a copy was served 
to all persons listed on the attached mailing list via Inter-Agency Mail, electronic 
mail, or by deposit in the U.S. Mail.                                                                                                                    
    
        
       
        
      
       _________________________  
       Jennifer Jamison  
 
 
 


 


 


 







MAILING LIST 
WOLF HOLLOW II POWER, LLC 


TCEQ DOCKET NO. 2024-1918-AIR


FOR THE APPLICANT 
via electronic mail: 


Daniel Inemer 
Vice President, Regional Operations 
Wolf Hollow II Power, LLC 
8787 Wolf Hollow Court 
Granbury, Texas  76048 
Daniel.inemer@constellation.com 


Albert Hatton III 
Manager, Environmental Programs 
Constellation 
300 Exelon Way 
Kennett Square, Pennsylvania  19348 
albert.hatton@constellation.com 


FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
via electronic mail: 


Katherine Keithley, Staff Attorney 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Environmental Law Division MC-173 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: 512/239-0600  Fax: 512/239-0606 
katherine.keithley@tceq.texas.gov 


Jason La, Technical Staff 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Air Permits Division MC-163 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: 512/239-1311 Fax: 512/239-1400 
jason.la@tceq.texas.gov 


Ryan Vise, Director 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
External Relations Division 
Public Education Program MC-108 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: 512/239-4000  Fax: 512/239-5678 
pep@tceq.texas.gov 


FOR ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE 
RESOLUTION 
via electronic mail: 


Kyle Lucas, Attorney 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Alternative Dispute Resolution MC-222 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: 512/239-0687  Fax: 512/239-4015 
kyle.lucas@tceq.texas.gov 


FOR THE CHIEF CLERK 
via eFiling: 


Docket Clerk 
Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality 
Office of Chief Clerk MC-105 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas  78711-3087 
Tel: 512/239-3300  Fax: 512/239-3311 
https://www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eFilin
g/ 


REQUESTER(S): 


See attached list. 
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PUBLIC OFFICIALS - REQUESTER(S)
The Honorable Dewayne Burns


State Representative, Texas House Of 
Representatives District 58
Po Box 2910
Austin, TX  78768-2910


REQUESTER(S)
Donna Adair
8002 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7607


Robert Adair
8002 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7607


Mary Allard
1960 Potts Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-6781


Ronnie Allard
1960 Potts Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-6781


Andrea M Barber
9028 Bellechase Rd
Granbury, TX  76049-4303


Mark Beatty
8015 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7612


James Bell
2503 Pebble Dr
Granbury, TX  76048-2620


David Blankenship
8311 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7613


Lisa Blankenship
8311 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7613


Chris B Brooking
8704 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703


CHRISTINE BROOKING & TOM WEEKS
8704 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703


A Brooks
3580 Riley Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7887


Christian Brooks
3550 Riley Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7887


Curtis Brooks
3615 Riley Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7711


Marie Brooks
3615 Riley Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7711


Monica Brown
3135 Brazos River Dr
Granbury, TX  76048-5809


Mr Nick Browning
2330 Mitchell Bend Hwy
Granbury, TX  76048-9203


Mrs Virginia Browning
2330 Mitchell Bend Hwy
Granbury, TX  76048-9203


Richard Brunning
109 Skyline Dr
Glen Rose, TX  76043-4313


Kim Burton
6503 Tara Ct
Granbury, TX  76049-4449


Ricky Carmack
345 Holly Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-6997


Bruce Chase
9450 Wolf Hollow Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7743


 Concerned Citizen
1042 Mickelson Dr
Granbury, TX  76048-2999


Shenice Copenhaver
8710 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703







Travis Copenhaver
8710 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703


Shernice Copenhaver
8710 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703


Keisha Doss
3909 Country Meadows Rd
Granbury, TX  76049-8008


Wyveda Dowdy
9610 Nubbin Ridge Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7678


Kay & Tom Dykes
14901 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-9602


Tommy Engle
8701 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703


Maci English
8225 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7608


William Faraizl
10045 Orchards Blvd
Cleburne, TX  76033-1167


Lynnsey Goller
345 Azalea Trl
Granbury, TX  76048-3331


Waylon Gore
8196 Hayworth Hwy
Granbury, TX  76048-7624


Cherie Gore
8196 Hayworth Hwy
Granbury, TX  76048-7624


Melanie Graft
3815 Buena Vista Cir
Granbury, TX  76049-1610


Michael Graft
3815 Buena Vista Cir
Granbury, TX  76049-1610


Juanita Hall
6110 Belvidere Cir
Granbury, TX  76049-4224


Kenneth Hall
6110 Belvidere Cir
Granbury, TX  76049-4224


Roberta Hannula
9516 Nutcracker Ct
Granbury, TX  76049-4183


Roland Hannula
9516 Nutcracker Ct
Granbury, TX  76049-4183


Tim Harris
6121 Westover Dr
Granbury, TX  76049-4031


Brent Hayes
9420 Nubbin Ridge Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7676


Linda Hayes
9420 Nubbin Ridge Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7676


Ted Hayes
9420 Nubbin Ridge Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7676


Hubert Hayworth
8620 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7609


Helen Hensel
8529 Weems Estates Dr
Granbury, TX  76048-7752


Cynthia Marie Highsmith
9712 Bellechase Rd
Granbury, TX  76049-4438


John W Highsmith
9712 Bellechase Rd
Granbury, TX  76049-4438


Paul Holliday
8519 Kingsley Cir
Granbury, TX  76049-4761







Rhonda Holliday
8519 Kingsley Cir
Granbury, TX  76049-4761


Douglas Houg
11007 Orchards Blvd
Cleburne, TX  76033-1180


Greg Johnson
10002 Orchards Blvd
Cleburne, TX  76033-1160


Denna Jones
8010 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7607


Mr John Joslin
Po Box 1664
Glen Rose, TX  76043-1664


Margaret Killion
2125 Osprey Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7733


Robert D Killion
2125 Osprey Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7733


Marcia L Kurcz
9636 Air Park Dr
Granbury, TX  76049-4450


Timothy J Kurcz
9636 Air Park Dr
Granbury, TX  76049-4450


Deanna Lakey
8225 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7608


Daniel Scott Lakey
8225 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7608


Patricia Larson
8506 Ormond Ct
Granbury, TX  76049-4738


Randall D Larson
Teton Ventures Llc
8506 Ormond Ct
Granbury, TX  76049-4738


Geraldine Lathers
2407 Rosehill Ln
Granbury, TX  76048-7751


Randall J Love
9028 Bellechase Rd
Granbury, TX  76049-4303


Janet M Lowery
7730 Hayworth Hwy
Granbury, TX  76048-9207


Mark Mathews
11012 Orchards Blvd
Cleburne, TX  76033-1170


Mary E Mcguffey
3404 County Road 313 Loop
Glen Rose, TX  76043-6704


Toby Mitchell
2407 Rosehill Ln
Granbury, TX  76048-7751


Frank Moffitt
10008 Orchards Blvd
Cleburne, TX  76033-1160


Brett Niebes
1905 Burkett Ct
Cleburne, TX  76033-1169


Liana Oechsle
2501 Wills Way Dr
Granbury, TX  76049-8004


Karen Pearson
2330 Mitchell Bend Hwy
Granbury, TX  76048-9203


Brad Peden
9800 Air Park Dr
Granbury, TX  76049-4402


Courtney Pedroza
8691 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7702


Jonathan Pedroza
8691 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7702







Barbara Potts
1989 Potts Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-6783


Beverley A Potts
1999 Potts Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-6783


Larry M Potts
1999 Potts Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-6783


Steven Potts
1989 Potts Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-6783


David T Raffa
6200 Tezcuco Ct
Granbury, TX  76049-4229


C R Rains
2692 N Fm 199
Cleburne, TX  76033-9422


Christy Rains
2692 N Fm 199
Cleburne, TX  76033-9422


Tanner Randall
8225 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7608


Wesley Rawle
2501 River Country Ln
Granbury, TX  76048-7692


Amy Rawle
2501 River Country Ln
Granbury, TX  76048-7692


Olean Roberts
8819 Ravenswood Rd
Granbury, TX  76049-8903


Gina Rogers
Po Box 831
Tolar, TX  76476-0831


Mark Rogers
Po Box 831
Tolar, TX  76476-0831


Daniel R Rohde
8691 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7702


Gwyneth Rohde
2410 Rosehill Ln
Granbury, TX  76048-7751


Nancy Rohde
8691 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7702


Eva Royer
520 W Bluff St
Granbury, TX  76048-1925


Martin Ruback
10097 Orchards Blvd
Cleburne, TX  76033-1167


Chris Rubel
10064 Orchards Blvd
Cleburne, TX  76033-1160


Dale Russell
2646 N Fm 199
Cleburne, TX  76033-9422


Mrs Karen J Russell
2646 N Fm 199
Cleburne, TX  76033-9422


Ms Nannette Samuelson
Hood County Commissioner Pct 2


5417 Acton Hwy
106
Granbury, TX  76049-2994


Briana G Seider
2200 Osprey Ct
Granbury, TX  76048


Jeff Seider
2255 Osprey Ct
Granbury, TX  76048


Jeff Seider
2145 Osprey Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7733


Leann Seider
2255 Osprey Ct
Granbury, TX  76048







Leeann Seider
2145 Osprey Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7733


William Seider
2200 Osprey Ct
Granbury, TX  76048


Cheryl Shadden
8405 Contrary Creek Rd
Granbury, TX  76048-7614


Sheri Shaw
601 Billings Rd
Tolar, TX  76476-5337


Adrian Donald Shelley Iii
Public Citizens Texas Office


309 E 11Th St
Ste 2
Austin, TX  78701-2787


Amanda & Hunter Sims
3611 Riley Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7711


Suzanne Sloan
8504 Ormond Ct
Granbury, TX  76049-4738


Nikki Sopchak
9311 Monticello Dr
Granbury, TX  76049-4505


Lindsey Stewart
2145 Osprey Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7733


Zachary Q Stewart
2145 Osprey Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7733


Richard Tanner
10049 Flight Plan Dr
Granbury, TX  76049-4456


Melanie R Taylor
2301 Lakewood Ct
Granbury, TX  76049-5730


Timothy Taylor
2301 Lakewood Ct
Granbury, TX  76049-5730


Mrs Audrie Tibljas
Head 2 Toe Spa And Salon
3835 Legend Trl
Granbury, TX  76049-1292


Edward J Tibljas
9600 Nubbin Ridge Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7678


Kim Tibljas
9600 Nubbin Ridge Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7678


Santiago Torres
3605 Riley Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7711


Rae Waldrod
3605 Riley Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7711


Joseph Webber
1921 Burkett Ct
Cleburne, TX  76033-1169


Corey Webster
2407 Rosehill Ln
Granbury, TX  76048-7751


Jacob Webster
2407 Rosehill Ln
Granbury, TX  76048-7751


Thomas Weeks
8704 Mitchell Bend Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-7703


Van Austin Williams
5015 Enchanted Ct
Granbury, TX  76048-6591


Jimmy Wimberley
700 Temple Hall Hwy
Granbury, TX  76049-8160


Mary Wimberley
700 Temple Hall Hwy
Granbury, TX  76049-8160


Walter Wimberley
4317 Kristy Ct
Granbury, TX  76049-8129







Peter Wolf
4718 Medina St
Granbury, TX  76048-6460


Shannon Wolf
4718 Medina St
Granbury, TX  76048-6460


Annabel Wullaert
10014 Flight Plan Dr
Granbury, TX  76049-4455
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