TPDES Permit No. WQ0016566001

APPLICATION BY § BEFORE THE
OAK NATIONAL HOLDINGS, LLC FOR S TEXAS COMMISSION
§ ON ENVIRONMENTAL

TPDES PERMIT NO. WQ0016566001 g QUALITY

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT

The Executive Director of the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (the
Commission or TCEQ) files this Response to Public Comment (Response or RTC) on the
application by Oak National Holdings, LLC (Applicant) for a new permit, Texas
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (TPDES) Permit No. WQ0016566001, and the
Executive Director’s preliminary decision on the application. As required by Title 30 of
the Texas Administrative Code (30 TAC) Section (§) 55.156, before a permit is issued,
the Executive Director prepares a response to all timely, significant or relevant and
material comments. The Office of the Chief Clerk received timely comments from the
following: The City of Forney, The City of Dallas, and North Texas Municipal Water
District (NTMWD). This response addresses all timely public comments received,

whether or not withdrawn.

This application is subject to the requirements in Senate Bill (SB) 709, effective
September 1, 2015. 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). If you need more information about this permit application or the
wastewater permitting process, please call the TCEQ Public Education Program at
1-800-687-4040. General information about TCEQ can be found at the following

website: www.tceq.texas.gov.



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

L. BACKGROUND

A. Description Of Facility

The Oak National Holdings, LLC (Applicant) submitted an application to TCEQ
for a new permit, TPDES Permit No. WQ0016566001, to authorize the discharge of
treated domestic wastewater at a daily average flow not to exceed 125,000 gallons per
day. The Applicant proposes to operate Cook Additions Wastewater Treatment Facility
(WWTF). The proposed WWTF will serve a residential development in Kaufman County.

The Cook Additions WWTF will be a membrane bioreactor (MBR) system.
Treatment units will include fine screens, an aerobic tank, two anoxic tanks, membrane

cells, a sludge press, and an Ultraviolet (UV) disinfection system.

If the permit is issued, the treated effluent will be discharged to a ditch, thence
to Mustang Creek, thence to East Fork Trinity River in Segment No. 0819 of the Trinity
River Basin. The unclassified receiving water use is limited aquatic life use for the ditch
and Mustang Creek. The designated uses for Segment No. 0819 are primary contact
recreation and intermediate aquatic life use. The effluent limits in the draft permit will
maintain and protect the existing instream uses. All determinations are preliminary

and subject to additional review and revisions.

Geographic coordinates of the outfall location in decimal degrees are provided
in Table 1.

Table 1. Outfall Coordinate Location

Outfall Number Latitude Longitude

001 32.760499 N 96.424622 W

The draft permit includes the following proposed effluent limitations and
monitoring requirements. All flows, except the two-hour peak flow, are expressed in
[million gallons per day (MGD) / gallons per day (gpd). The two-hour (2-hr) peak flow is
expressed in gallons per minute (gpm). All pH values are expressed in standard units
(SU). Concentration values are expressed in milligrams per liter (img/L). Mass-based
values are expressed as pounds per day (Ibs/day). Bacteria values are expressed in
colony-forming units (CFU) or most probable number (MPN) per 100 milliliters (CFU or
MPN/100 mL).
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Table 2. Effluent Limitations: Outfall 001
The daily average flow of effluent shall not exceed 0.125 MGD, nor shall the

average discharge during any two-hour period (2-hour peak) exceed 347 gpm.

. 7-day Daily Single
Parameter/Pollutant DEEhy el Average | Maximum Grab
lbs; da mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L
Flow 0.125 MGD
Carbonaceous Biochemical
Oxygen Demand, 5-day (CBOD;) 5.2 > 10 20 30
Total Suspended Solids (TSS) 5.2 5 10 20 30
Ammonia Nitrogen (NH;-N) 2.1 2 5 10 15
Total Phosphorus (TP) 0.52 0.5 1 2 3
Escherichia coli (CFU or MPN/100 N/A N/A 399
126
mL)
H (SU) 6.0-9.0

B. Procedural Background

The permit application was received on June 28, 2024, and declared
administratively complete on July 31, 2024. The Notice of Receipt and Intent to Obtain
a Water Quality Permit (NORI) was published on August 22, 2024, in the Forney
Messenger, in English, and on August 19, 2024, in Tex Mex News, in Spanish. The Notice
of Application and Preliminary Decision (NAPD) was published on March 20, 2025 in
the Forney Messenger, in English, and on March 19, 2025, in La Prensa Comunidad, in

Spanish.

The public comment period ended on April 21, 2025. This application was filed
on or after September 1, 2015; therefore, this application is subject to the procedural
requirements adopted pursuant to House Bill (HB) 801, 76th Legislature (1999), and
Senate Bill (SB) 709, 84th Legislature (2015), both implemented by the Commission in
its rules in 30 TAC Chapters 39, 50, and 55. The Texas Legislature enacted SB 709,
effective September 1, 2015, amending the requirements for comments and contested

case hearings. This application is subject to those changes in the law.

C. Access to Rules, Laws, and Records
Please consult the following websites to access the rules and regulations

applicable to this permit:

e Secretary of State website: www.sos.state.tx.us;
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e TCEQ rules in 30 TAC: www.sos.state.tx.us/tac;

o Texas statutes: www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us;

e TCEQ downloadable rules: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/rules/index.html

e Federal rules in Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations:
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-40 ; and

e Federal environmental laws: www.epa.gov/lawsregs.

[ )

Commission records for this application are available for viewing and copying
and are located at TCEQ’s main office in Austin, 12100 Park 35 Circle, Building F, 1st

Floor (Office of Chief Clerk). The permit application, Executive Director’s preliminary
decision, and draft permit are available for viewing and copying at the following
location: Kaufman County Library, Reference Desk, 3790 South Houston Street,

Kaufman, Texas.

IL. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

COMMENT 1:

The City of Forney stated that it provides nearby wastewater service and that
Oak National’s site is within 1.25 miles of its system. The City of Forney further stated
that the application contains inaccurate information and that Oak National did not
respond to its request for more project details. The City of Dallas commented that the
proposed WWTF and discharge are close to the City of Forney’s WWTF and NTMWD'’s
collection systems, which may conflict with regional wastewater service policies unless
NTMWD declines service. NTMWD also commented that the proposed WWTF is inside
its service area and may affect its role as the regional wastewater provider. NTMWD
and The City of Forney have sewer lines within three miles of the site, and The City of
Forney may be able to provide service. NTMWD expressed concern about the need for

the proposed plant given the availability of existing regional service.

RESPONSE 1:

Texas Water Code § 26.081 enumerates the state’s regionalization policy.
Section 26.081 states that the policy should “encourage and promote the development
and use of regional and area-wide waste collection, treatment, and disposal systems to
serve the waste disposal needs of the citizens of the state and to prevent pollution and

maintain and enhance the quality of the water in the state.” In furtherance of that
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policy TWC § 26.0282 authorizes TCEQ, when considering the issuance of a permit to
discharge waste, to deny or alter the terms and conditions of a proposed permit based
on need and the availability of existing or proposed area-wide or regional waste

collection, treatment, and disposal systems.

Domestic Technical Report 1.1 of the application requires information
concerning regionalization of wastewater treatment plants.! Applicants requesting a
new permit or certain major amendments are required to review a three-mile area
surrounding the proposed facility to determine if there is a wastewater treatment plant
or sewer collection lines within the area that the permittee can utilize. Applicants are
required to contact those facilities to inquire if they currently have the capacity or are
willing to expand to accept the volume of wastewater proposed. If an existing
wastewater facility does have the capacity and is willing to accept the proposed
wastewater, the applicant must submit an analysis of expenditures required to connect
to a permitted wastewater treatment facility or collection system located within three
miles versus the cost of the proposed facility or expansion. Finally, applicants are
required to provide copies of all correspondence with the owners of existing plants
within three miles of the proposed plant regarding exploration of regionalization with

their system.

According to the application, there are existing wastewater treatment facilities
or collection systems within a three-mile radius of the proposed facility site location.
The Applicant has submitted copies of the letter submitted to Kaufman County FWSD
No. 1-A, Las Lomas MUD No 4B Of Kaufman County, and the City of Forney. Responses
received from The City of Forney and Las Lomas MUD No 4B Of Kaufman County
declined to provide Wastewater Service to Oak National at the time. No response was
received from Kaufman County FWSD No. 1-A. In response to the TCEQ email dated
June 24, 2025, the applicant informed TCEQ that they provided the requested
information to The City of Forney. The applicant contacted The City of Forney prior to
submitting the permit application to explore regional service options. They submitted
an email from The City of Forney dated June 26, 2025, in which the city confirmed that
they did not at that time have capacity to provide Wastewater Service for this

project. However, The City of Forney was exploring the possibility of future

! Domestic Technical Report 1.1 (TCEQ Form 10054), Section 1, Item B, page 21.
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downstream infrastructure improvements which they intend to address their capacity
issues in the area and could potentially provide service to this site in the future. Any
Wastewater Service provided by The City of Forney would be subject to approval by
both their City Council and NTMWD, their Wastewater Treatment provider. This service
would likely need to be provided via a Developer’s Agreement. Forney has an external
consultant exploring the feasibility of downstream Wastewater Capacity
improvements, but at this time they could not give the applicant any more definitive
answers or information on timeframes. Based on the documentation and

correspondence submitted, the Applicant meets the regionalization requirement.

COMMENT 2:

The City of Forney commented that most of the 150-foot buffer zone lies
outside the applicant’s property. The application mentions a restrictive easement but

does not identify the property owner or include a copy of the easement.

RESPONSE 2:

In an email dated July 1, 2025, the Applicant stated that there is an agreement
between the Applicant and the landowner where the buffer zone is located.
Additionally, Other Requirement (O.R.) No. 2 of the draft permit states that the
permittee shall provide nuisance odor prevention for the treatment facility in
accordance with 30 TAC § 309.13(e)(2).

COMMENT 3:

The City of Forney commented that the proposed discharge route does not
follow natural drainage and would require artificial conveyance, which is not explained
in the application. The actual discharge point is where the effluent enters the ditch
along FM 548, not where it exits the plant. And NTMWD commented that the
application contains inconsistent descriptions of the discharge route. It is unclear how
the effluent will reach the point of discharge, which is about 1,500 feet from the
facility. Some parts of the application mention a spillway, while others reference a
man-made swale or culverts. NTMWD requested clarification and consistent
descriptions of the discharge route. The City of Dallas was unclear whether the

discharge route was properly characterized.
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RESPONSE 3:

The City of Forney stated that the actual discharge point is along FM 548 and
that the application mentioned a spillway, and both statements are correct. The initial
portion of the discharge route was described as into a constructed drainage swale, and
the outfall location, to a spillway of the retention/detention basin. However, following
review, technical staff changed the term “man-made swale” to a “ditch.” In a response
dated August 16, 2024, the applicant states, “The distance of the manmade swale
onsite is approximately 5,300 feet, the distance of the swale along FM 548 is
approximately 565 feet, and the distance of the drainage swale from FM 548 to
Mustang Creek is approximately 1,485 feet.” The ditches were combined and thus
simplified as “to a ditch” in the Standards memo, which culminated in the draft
permit’s discharge route description reading: “to a ditch, thence to Mustang Creek,

thence to East Fork Trinity River in Segment 0819 of the Trinity River.”

COMMENT 4:

The City of Forney commented that Crosby Elementary School is located less
than a mile downstream, and the application does not address nuisance odor or any
possible adverse effects on the school’s recreational values. The City of Dallas
mentioned that the wastewater treatment process and plant may generate nuisance

odors.

RESPONSE 4:

All wastewater treatment facilities have the potential to generate odors. To
control and abate odors TCEQ rules require domestic WWTPs to meet buffer zone
requirements for the abatement and control of nuisance odor according to 30 TAC
§ 309.13(e), which provides three options for applicants to satisfy the nuisance odor
abatement and control requirements. The Applicant can comply with the rule by:

1) ownership of the buffer zone area; 2) restrictive easement from the adjacent
property owners for any part of the buffer zone not owned by the Applicant; or

3) providing nuisance odor control.’

2 30 Tex. ADMIN. CODE § 309.13(e).
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According to its application, the Applicant intends to comply with the
requirement to abate and control nuisance of odor by use of a nuisance odor
prevention plan.’ This requirement is incorporated in the draft permit.* The nuisance
odor prevention plan request must adhere to the requirements of 30 TAC
§ 309.13(e)(2). Therefore, nuisance odor will be mitigated as a result of the permitted
activities at the facility if the permittee operates the facility in compliance with TCEQ’s

rules and the terms and conditions of the draft permit.

The TCEQ’s buffer zone and nuisance odor prevention requirements are
designed to protect nearby properties and sensitive receptors, such as Crosby
Elementary School, from potential nuisance odors. Compliance with 30 TAC § 309.13
(e) (2) and the draft permit conditions are expected to prevent nuisance odor impacts
on Crosby Elementary School located less than a mile downstream of the facility and

surrounding areas.

Further, the Applicant proposes in its application that the Cook Additions
Wastewater Treatment Facility will be a membrane bioreactor (MBR) system. The MBR
system process is the most frequently used biological wastewater treatment process
for treating domestic wastewater, and the use of MBR system has been known to
produce highly treated effluent with low biosolids production. When properly treated
by the proposed wastewater treatment process, the effluent is not expected to have an
offensive odor.

If anyone experiences nuisance odor conditions or any other suspected
incidents of noncompliance with the permit or TCEQ rules, they may be reported to
TCEQ by calling the TCEQ Environmental Complaint Line at 1-888-777-3186. Calls will
be routed automatically to the closest TCEQ regional office. Complaints may also be

filed online at tceg.texas.gov/compliance/complaints.

Moreover, the permit does not limit the ability of an individual to seek legal
remedies against the Applicant regarding any potential trespass, nuisance, or other
causes of action in response to activities that may result in injury to human health or

property or that may interfere with the normal use and enjoyment of property.

3 APPLICANT Permit Application, Administrative Report, 1.1, Item No. 2(b), page 2.
* APPLICANT Draft Permit, Other Requirements No. 3, page 34.
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COMMENT 5:

The City of Dallas commented that they are concerned about protecting the
water quality of the East Fork Trinity River, a public drinking water source in Dallas,

from potential impacts of the proposed discharge.

RESPONSE 5:

TCEQ water quality division staff evaluated the application as an authorization
to discharge treated wastewater into water in the State. Thus, the quality of the
discharge and method of achieving that quality must follow the Federal Clean Water
Act (CWA), Texas Water Code (TWC), and the Texas Surface Water Quality Standards
(TSWQS).

The TSWQS is a primary mechanism for the TCEQ to protect human health,
surface and groundwater quality, aquatic life, the environment, and specifically, the
designated uses of the receiving waters. The TSWQS requires that discharges not cause
surface waters to be toxic to aquatic life, terrestrial wildlife, livestock, or domestic
animals, not degrade receiving waters, and not result in situations that impair existing,
attainable, or designated uses. Likewise, the TPDES program mandates that discharges
of treated effluent into water in the state from facilities regulated by TPDES permits

meet the requirements of the TSWQS.

As specified in the methodologies from the TCEQ Procedures to Implement the
Texas Surface Water Quality Standards (IPs), TPDES permits issued by the TCEQ must
maintain water in the state to preclude adverse toxic effects on human health resulting
from contact recreation, consumption of aquatic organisms, consumption of drinking
water, or any combination of the three. Relatedly, municipal facilities typically do not
have industrial contributors, and therefore, do not have toxins in their effluent. In
addition, permits must prevent adverse toxic effects on aquatic life, terrestrial life,
livestock, and domestic animals resulting from contact, consumption of aquatic
organisms, consumption of water, or any combination of the three. The design of the

proposed permit ensures these water quality standards will be met.

The treated effluent will be discharged to a ditch, thence to Mustang Creek,
thence to East Fork Trinity River in Segment No. 0819 of the Trinity River Basin. The

unclassified receiving water use is limited aquatic life use for the ditch and Mustang
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Creek. The designated uses for Segment No. 0819 are primary contact recreation and

intermediate aquatic life use.

COMMENT 6:

The City of Dallas commented that the proposed discharge may violate TCEQ’s
antidegradation policy (30 TAC § 307.5) and harm aquatic and terrestrial wildlife,

including livestock.

RESPONSE 6:

Consistent with 30 TAC § 307.5 and the IPs, (June 2010), an antidegradation
review was performed for this permit application. This review involves multiple steps
and multiple technical reviews from multiple technical staff. The first step in this
process is to determine the appropriate water quality uses and criteria for the
receiving waters: the ditch and Mustang Creek. Both water bodies were assigned
limited aquatic life uses, thus subject to a Tier 1 antidegradation review per 30 TAC
307.5(c)(2)(A). A Tier 1 antidegradation review has preliminarily determined that
existing water quality uses will not be impaired by this permit action. Numerical and
narrative criteria to protect existing uses will be maintained, which includes aquatic

and terrestrial wildlife, including livestock.

The next step in the antidegradation review process is to evaluate the impacts
on water quality in the receiving waters to ensure that permitted effluent limits will
maintain instream criteria for dissolved oxygen, nutrients, turbidity, dissolved solids,
temperature, and toxic pollutants. A dissolved oxygen (DO) modeling analysis was
conducted to evaluate the potential impact of the proposed discharge on DO levels in
the receiving waters to ensure that instream DO concentrations will consistently be
maintained at levels that will be protective of aquatic life. This analysis was performed
using an uncalibrated QUAL-TX model in combination with a Continuously Stirred
Tank Reactor (CSTR) model.

COMMENT 7:

The City of Dallas commented that the draft permit’s effluent limits may not be

protective of water quality.
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RESPONSE 7:

The Executive Director has determined that the draft permit’s effluent
limitations are consistent with the TSWQS and are therefore protective of surface water
quality, human health, and the environment. Based on model results, the effluent
limits of 5 mg/L CBOD;, 2 mg/L NH;-N, and 5.0 mg/L DO are predicted to be adequate
to maintain dissolved oxygen levels above the criteria stipulated by the Standards
Implementation Team. Additional water quality protection was recommended by

including a TP effluent limit of 0.5 mg/L.

COMMENT 8:

The City of Dallas commented that the proposed nutrient limits may not comply
with TSWQS or adequately protect water quality.

RESPONSE 8:

The Executive Director has determined that the draft permit’s effluent
limitations are consistent with the TSWQS and are therefore protective of surface water
quality, human health, and the environment. Phosphorus is a key nutrient necessary
for algae growth and is often in limited supply in freshwater systems. By restricting
the amount of phosphorus in the treated wastewater, the likelihood of the discharge
stimulating excessive growth of algae or other aquatic vegetation is reduced
significantly. To ensure the effluent from this WWTF will not cause an excessive
accumulation of algae, the Executive Director performed a nutrient screening which
indicated that because of the high clarity of the water column, lack of shade along the
banks, and minimal dilution, a TP limit is needed in the draft permit. The Executive

Director included a TP of 0.5 mg/L to preclude the excessive accumulation of algae.

COMMENT 9:

The City of Dallas commented that the discharge may negatively impact

groundwater resources.
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RESPONSE 9:

The Executive Director has determined that the draft permit’s effluent
limitations are consistent with the TSWQS and are therefore protective of surface water

quality, human health, and the environment.

Regarding concern for groundwater, Texas Water Code § 26.401(b) provides that
“it is the goal of groundwater policy in this state that the existing quality of
groundwater not be degraded.” Under TWC § 26.401(c)(1), it is the State of Texas’s
policy that “discharges of pollutants, disposal of wastes, or other activities subject to
regulation by state agencies be conducted in a manner that will maintain present uses
and not impair potential uses of groundwater or pose a public health hazard.” The
TCEQ has the responsibility to regulate the discharges of pollutants into water in the
state. The Executive Director has determined that if a permit is protective of surface
water quality, groundwater quality in the vicinity will not be impacted by the
discharge.

COMMENT 10:

The City of Dallas expressed concern whether the Applicant and any third-party
operator have the technical and managerial ability to operate the plant in compliance
with TCEQ rules.

RESPONSE 10:

TCEQ issues permits that describe the conditions under which the wastewater
facility must operate. All facilities must be designed, operated, and maintained
consistent with applicable TCEQ rules. These provisions require that a facility is
properly operated and maintained at all times.

According to Other Requirements (O.R.) No. 1, the permittee shall employ or
contract with one or more licensed wastewater treatment facility operators or
wastewater system operations companies holding a valid license or registration
according to the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 30, Occupational Licenses and
Registrations, and in particular 30 TAC Chapter 30, Subchapter J, Wastewater

Operators and Operations Companies.
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This Category C facility must be operated by a chief operator or an operator
holding a Class C license or higher. The facility must be operated a minimum of five
days per week by the licensed chief operator or an operator holding the required level
of license or higher. The licensed chief operator or operator holding the required level

of license or higher must be available by telephone or pager seven days per week.

TCEQ’s Office of Compliance and Enforcement ensures compliance with
applicable state and federal regulations. The Region 4 office is required to conduct a
mandatory comprehensive compliance investigation (CCI) at minor facilities (facilities
with permitted flow less than 1 MGD) once every five fiscal years. Additional
mandatory investigations can be required if the facility is categorized as significant
noncompliance (SNC). SNC is determined by the Compliance Monitoring Section of

TCEQ and is based on self-reported effluent violations.

If the facility is found to be out of compliance with the terms or conditions of
the permit, the Applicant may be subject to enforcement. If anyone experiences any
suspected incidents of noncompliance with the permit or TCEQ rules, they may report
these by calling the TCEQ Environmental Complaint Line at 1-888-777-3186. Calls will
be routed automatically to the closest TCEQ regional office. Complaints may also be

filed online at tceq.texas.gov/compliance/complaints. If the Applicant fails to comply

with all requirements of the permit, it may be subject to enforcement action.

COMMENT 11:

The City of Dallas has expressed concerns about the potential buildup of TP

which could cause harmful algae blooms downstream.

RESPONSE 11:

A TP screening was conducted to determine whether a nutrient limit was
necessary. The TCEQ Standards Implementation Team recommended a 0.5 mg/L of TP
limits to protect and maintain water quality within the receiving streams and segment.
Considering the nutrient screening results, stream characteristics, the size of the
discharge, similar discharges, and the increasing number of discharges within the
watershed, these TP limits were added to the draft permit to help preclude degradation

due to nutrients that could lead to algal growth.
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COMMENT 12:

The City of Dallas commented that the draft permit may need limits for total
nitrogen.
RESPONSE 12:

A total nitrogen limit is not warranted for this proposed discharge due to the
relatively small discharge (less than 1 MGD), the physical location and composition of

the receiving streams, and the distance to the classified segment.

COMMENT 13:

NTMWD commented that the application incorrectly stated that there is no
significant public interest. A previous permit at this location received public attention,

and the proposed discharge route through a man-made swale may also raise concern.
RESPONSE 13:

The Executive Director acknowledges the comment about the application
incorrectly stating that there is no significant public interest.
COMMENT 14:

NTMWD noted the topographic map is missing five nearby schools and does not
label the waterbody on the property.
RESPONSE 14:

The WQA section does not review the topographic maps other than to identify
the receiving waters. The water bodies were then identified using the GIS viewer, and it
is typical for smaller water bodies, such as ditches or tributaries to be unnamed or
labeled.

COMMENT 15:

NTMWD stated the landowner map is incomplete, leaving out contiguous
properties owned by the applicant and several surrounding landowners who should be

notified.
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RESPONSE 15:

The landowner map submitted by the applicant is complete. The only affected
landowner is Oak National Development, LLC. The facility location and discharge route
for one mile downstream are entirely within the property of Oak National
Development, LLC. And no additional surrounding properties are omitted from the
landowner map. In addition, any person who submits a comment or contested case
hearing request prior to the end of the public comment period is added to the mailing

list for that permit action.

Additionally, there are two public notices regarding this permit action, the
Notice of Receipt of Application and Intent to Obtain a Wastewater Permit (NORI) and
the Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision (NAPD). The applicant submitted a
landowner’s map as part of the application. According to the TCEQ’s notice rules,
TCEQ mailed NORI and NAPD to landowners named on the landowner’s map and
persons on the mailing list maintained by the Office of the Chief Clerk. In addition, in
accordance with TCEQ’s notice rules, the Applicant published the NORI in English on
August 22, 2024, in the Forney Messenger, and in Spanish on August 19, 2024, in Tex
Mex News, and published the NAPD in English on March 20, 2025 in the Forney

Messenger, and in Spanish on March 19, 2025, in La Prensa Comunidad.

III. =~ CHANGES MADE TO THE DRAFT PERMIT IN RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

In response to Public Comments, the Executive Director has made no changes to

the draft permit.
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Respectfully submitted,
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Kelly Keel,
Executive Director

Phillip Ledbetter, Director
Office of Legal Services

Amy L. Browning, Deputy Director
Environmental Law Division

ahs 58

Anthony Tatu, Staff Attorney
Environmental Law Division
State Bar No. 00792863

P.O. Box 13087, MC 173
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
Phone (512) 239-5778

Fax: (512) 239-0606

REPRESENTING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF

THE TEXAS COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
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