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Eric Groten and Ryan Vanderlip VIA EFILE TEXAS 
Attorneys for Ingleside Clean Ammonia Partners, LLC

Clara Goodwin and Mariah Herrod
 Attorneys for Coastal Watch Association 

Contessa Gay and Ivan Naranjo
Attorneys for Executive Director of the Commission 
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RE: SOAH Docket No. 582-26-02867; TCEQ No. 2025-1512-AIR; 
Application by Ingleside Clean Ammonia Partners, LLC 
for Air Quality Permit Nos. 174275 and PSDTX1628

Dear Parties:

The Proposal for Decision (PFD) in this case was issued on June 2, 2026. 
Applicant, on June 11, 2026, filed an exception to the PFD requesting the 
Administrative Law Judges (ALJs) correct a relational description in Finding of 
Fact No. 23 of the Proposed Order from “upwind” to “downwind.” On 
June 22, 2026, Protestant Coastal Watch Association filed exceptions to the PFD, 
to which Applicant replied on June 30, 2026. The Executive Director, on 
June 22, 2026, filed a response to the PFD, stating the ALJs should issue the PFD 
and Proposed Order as drafted. And, on June 30, 2026, the Office of Public Interest 
Counsel notified the ALJs that it would not be filing a reply to exceptions and that 
it supports the ALJs’ PFD.  On July 2, 2026, the Executive Director filed a 
response to Protestant’s exceptions to the PDF, stating her recommendation that 
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the ALJs issue the PFD and Proposed Order as drafted, without any changes after 
the exceptions to the PFD were filed. 

After considering the exception filed by Applicant and the Protestant’s 
exceptions and Applicant’s and the Executive Director’s reply to those exceptions, 
the ALJs recommend one change to the Proposed Order. That change is to state in 
Finding of Fact No. 23 that the OxyChem sources are downwind of ICAP’s project 
site. Accordingly, Finding of Fact No. 23 of the Proposed Order is corrected as 
follows:

Given the distance of the excluded OxyChem sources from the Project 
site, their downwind placement relative to the site, the relatively low 
magnitude of the excluded emissions, and the overall conservatism of 
the modeling undertaken by Applicant and approved by the ED, the 
OxyChem sources are not expected to have a measurable effect on the 
conclusions of the PM2.5 modeling submitted with the Administrative 
Record.

Other than the correction above, the PFD is ready for the Commission’s 
review.

_____________________________

Linda J. Burgess,

Presiding Administrative Law Judge

_____________________________

Brent McCabe,

Presiding Administrative Law Judge

CC:  Service List


