


























































































































health, it is in the public interest to require hazardous waste to be stored, processed, and disposed of 
only at permitted hazardous industrial solid waste facilities. It will be unethical to allow a facility to 
buebuilt so close to a community. 
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Misty Botello 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

PUBCOMMENT-OCC 
Wednesday, March 20, 2024 10:26 AM 
PUBCOMMENT-WPD; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC 
FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2420 
ADKINS APIARY1 .pdf 

From: adkinsapiary@gmail.com <adkinsapiary@gmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2024 1:01 PM 
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov> 

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2420 

REGULATED ENTY NAME SAN ANTONIO TRANSFER STATION 

RN NUMBER: RN111892352 

PERMIT NUMBER: 2420 

DOCKET NUMBER: 

COUNTY: BEXAR 

PRINCIPAL NAME: LEALCO INC 

CN NUMBER: CN601096944 

NAME: MR ALEJANDRO TREVINO GARZA 

EMAIL: adkinsapiary@gmail.com 

COMPANY: 

ADDRESS: 1207 NOVELLA #1 

ADKINS TX 78101-3399 

PHONE: 2103980117 

FAX: 

COMMENTS: To Whom It May Concern: In regards to the permit it in question 2420, would have a detrimental and 
adverse effect on the health and livelihood of my apiary. Adkins Apiary is located at 1207 Novella Ave and we are a 

registered apiary with the State of Texas as well as members of the Alamo Area Beekeepers Association and the Texas 

Beekeeper Association. We did NOT receive a notice of the permit but was made aware by a concerned neighbor. 

Included in this comment is an attached pdf containing the location of our apiary to the proposed site. NOTE: the map 

shown is of the own developers map of a mile radius and 500 foot radius of their proposed facility. Also included in the 
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file are 2 (of many) very concerning scientific studies on how this facility will impact our hives. They are: A. Translocation 
of Pharmaceuticals from Wastewater into Beehives B. Honey Bee (Apis mellifera L.) Colonies as Bioindicators of 
Environmental SARS-CoV-2 Occurrence . We are very opposed to the proposed project as it will have a negative and 
adverse effect on our honeybee population as well as prevent us from selling any honey products from our hives as well 
as potentially make it unsustainable to have an apiary agriculture exemption. This not only affects our hives but as well 
as any neighboring hives within a 3-mile radius. 
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MAP FROM SUBMITTED PROPOSAL Project 

No. 0601-012-11-01 January 19, 2024 
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Doc# 20240623892 03/14/2024 09:11 AM Page 1 of 2 Lucy Adame-Clark, Bexar County Clerk 

LUCY ADAME-CLARK 
BEXAR COUNTY CLERK 

BEXAR COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
100 OOLOROSA, STE. l 04 

SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 78205 
PHONE: (210) 335-2223 

I .... ...... . ., ~-. - - - - ~ ! 

l TOTAL FEE TO RECORD 
l With Notary Acknowledgement $20.00 
l OR 
! County Clerk Acknowledgement $21.00 

1 Each Additional Owner Name Add $0.50 

' 
ASSUMED BUSINESS NAME (OBA) CERTIFICATE 

FOR AN UNINCORPORATED BUSINESS OR PROFESSION OTHER THAN AS A CORPORATION, LIMITED PARTNERSHIP, 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, LIMITED LIABILITY PARTNERSHIP, PROTECTED SERIES OR REGISTERED SERIES OF A 

LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, OR FOREIGN FILING ENTITY, 

PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER 71, TITLE 5, BUSINESS AND COMMERCE CODE OF THE STATE OF 
TEXAS, THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THE FOLLOWING: 

THE ASSUMED NAME UNDER WHICH THE BUSINESS IS OR IS TO BE CONDUCTED OR THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICE IS 
OR TO BE RENDERED: 
Adkins Apiary 

PHYSICAL BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1207 Novella Avenue ----------------------------
. CITY: Adkins STATE: TX ZIP CODE: 78101 ------------- ---------- -------

THE BUSINESS THAT IS OR WILL BE CONDUCTED OR THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICE THAT IS OR WILL BE RENDERED 
IN BEXAR COUNTY UNDER THE ASSUMED NAME IS BEING OR WILL BE CONDUCTED OR RENDERED AS A (CHECK 
ONE): 

@SOLE PROPRIETORSHIP □GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 

□OTHER FORM OF UNINCORPORATED BUSINES ... S _____________________ _ 

THE PERIOD, NOT TO EXCEED 10 YEARS, DURING WHICH THE REGISTRANT WILL USE THE ASSUMED NAME FROM THE 
DATE FILED WITH THE COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, /!WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, AM/ARE THE OWNE.R(S) OF THE ABOVE BUSINESS AND MY/OUR 
NAME(S) AND PHYSICAL ADDRESS(ES) GIVEN IS/ARE TRUE AND CORRECT, AND THERE IS/ARE NO OWNERSHIP($) IN 
SAID BUSINESS OTHER THAN THOSE LISTED HEREIN BELOW. 

NAME(S) OF REGISTRANT/ 

Name: Alejandro Trevino Garza 

Residence Address: 1207 Novella Avenue 

City: Adkins 

Signature: 

State: _TX ______ Zip Code: _78_1_0_1 ____ _ 

Name: ________________ Signature: _______________ _ 

Residence Address: 

City: _________________ State: _______ Zip Code: ______ _ 

THESTATEOFTEXAS § 
COUNTY OF BEXAR § 

Thi ,20_a:l_ 
by-1-~-.-\,,.Xlo.,~..:.u..~-...LL~..lL-1..!...J..l.L.--:::...\.J"°'-1-_...,.J,,,0 __________________ _ 

SJGNATURE OF NOTARY PUBLIC 

OR 

BEX 
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*VG-14 7-2024-20240623892* 

File Information 

FILED IN THE OFFICIAL PUBLIC RECORDS OF BEXAR COUNTY 
LUCY ADAME-CLARK, BEXAR COUNTY CLERK 

Document Number: 

Recorded Date: 

Recorded Time: 

Total Pages: 

Total Fees: 

20240623892 

March 14, 2024 

9:11 AM 

2 

$13.00 

** THIS PAGE IS PART OF THE DOCUMENT** 

** Do Not Remove ** 

Any provision herein which restricts the sale or use of the described real property because of race is invalid 
and unenforceable under Federal law 

STATE OF TEXAS, COUNTY OF BEXAR 

I hereby Certify that this instrument was FILED in File Number Sequence on this date and at the time stamped 
hereon by me and was duly RECORDED in the Official Public Record of Bexar County, Texas on: 
3/14/2024 9:11 AM 

STATE OF TEXAS COUMTY Of BEXAR 
CERTIF1ED COfJY CERTIACATE 
111t page to which !hes ottttfl~ bl lffix6d rNY hlVt 
t.t1 lftfulty altor9d to r9dad conf'idential peflOr\&J 
lnfC4fflltiofl but la othenNe I full, true and correct 
copy of the onginal on file and af record In my office. 
ATTESTED: 

MAR 1 4 2024 

:Y?u:·.-'- 'l 4-./4/nu - r.'-G.v?K 
Lucy Adame-Clark 
Bex ar Count y Cle rk 
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Environment International 

journal homepage: w w w .e lsevier.co rn/locare/e nvi nt 

Translocation of pharmaceuticals from wastewater into beehives 

Laura J. Carter;i ,h, , Annika Agatz', Anu Kumar1', Mike Williamst' 

• School of Geography, Faculty of Environment, University of Leeds, LS2 9JT, UK 

h CSTRO Land and Water, Waite Campus, Adelaide 5062. Australia. 
,. ibacorr GmbH, Arhe11ger Weg 17, D-64380 Rossdorf, Gem1arry 

ARTICLE INFO 

Handling Editor: Adrian Covaci 

Keywords: 

Nectar 
Pollen 
Plant accumulation 
Emerging contaminants 
Carbamazepine 
Honeybee 

1. Introduction 

ABSTRACT 

There has been a substantial research focus on the presence of pesticides in flowers and the subsequent exposure 
to honeybees. Here we demonstrate for the first time that honeybees can also be exposed to pharmaceuticals, 
commonly present in wastewater. Residues of carbamazepine (an anti-epileptic drug) up to 371 ng/ mL and 
30 µg/ g were detected in nectar and pollen sampled from zucchini flovvers (Cucurbita pepo) grown in carba­
mazepine spiked soil (0.5-20 µg/ g). Under realistic exposure conditions from the use of recycled wastewater, 
carbamazepine concentrations were estimated to be 0.37 ng/L and 30 ng/ kg in nectar and pollen, respectively. 
Incorporation of environmentally relevant carbamazepine residues in nectar and pollen into a modelling fra­
mework able to simulate beehive dynamics including the honeybee foraging activity at the landscape scale 
(BEEHAVE and BEESCOUT) enabled the simulation of carbamazepine translocation from zucchini fields into 
honeybee hives. Carbamazepine accumulation was modelled in 11 beehives across a 25 km2 landscape over 
three years chosen to represent distinct climatic conditions. During a single flowering period, carbamazepine 
concentrations were simulated to range between O and 2478 ng per beehive. The amount of carbamazepine 
gathered not only varied across the simulated years but there were also differences in accumulation of carba­
mazepine between beehives within the same year. 'Ibis work illustrates a fundamental first step in assessing the 
risk of pharmaceuticals to bees through realistic scenarios by demonstrating a method to quantify potential 
exposure of honeybees at: the landscape scale. Phannaceuticals are being inadvertently but increasingly applied 
to agricultural lands globally via the use of wastewater for agricultural irrigation in response to water scarcity 
problems. We have demonstrated a route of pharmaceutical exposw-e to honeybees via contaminated nectar and 
pollen. Given the biological potency of pharmaceuticals, accumulation of these chemicals in nectar and pollen 
suggest potential implications for honeybee health, with unknown ecosystem consequences. 

In recent years, there has been a substantial focus on the impact of 
exposure to chemicals on global honeybee populations ( kl crn v, ,L 
2017: P01 1s ct ;tl .. ·.:t• ·10). If direct exposure to such chemicals does not 
cause mortality or disorientate foraging honeybees immediately, these 
chemicals can be transferred back to the hive in contaminated nectar 
and pollen therefore presenting a risk to the honeybee colony. To date, 
plant protection products have been identified in honeybees, beebread 
and colony wax (l !rvn kn u ,,1.. :20'1(): Ch,i t:"} ,,1 ,,I . 2.U l9. '1'1;._,11w 

c-t ,i! .. :In: f, ). The presence of insecticides, such as neonicotinoids in 
nectar and pollen and the subsequent exposure to honeybees potentially 
leads to adverse effects, even with low levels of contact (h lxqu ihc· 

c- l ,; I ;o I r :1, ll !,; " i )! l I 3). The impact of plant protection products on 
pollinators however remains an active research area due to the 

complexity of food web interactions involved in pesticide exposure. 
Research has also demonstrated the presence of a number of other plant 
protection products (e.g. organochlorine pesticides), as well as persis­
tent organic pollutants (e.g. polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), poly­
brominated diphenylethers (PBDE)) in nectar and pollen (lZo·,zk i> l ' i ,ii , 
'.20 l h}, although their effect on foraging insects is still being de­
termined. Other organic contaminants, such as pharmaceuticals, have 
been shown to accumulate in edible plant organs with the potential 
impacts on human health being the focus of these studies (C:H ! u , .. i :,! 
~'(l'J 'l .\l,+hi ct ,,l. :..!U'J, ) . However, the accumulation of pharmaceu­
ticals in pollen and nectar, and subsequent exposure to foraging insects 
such as honeybees, has until now been over-looked. Nevertheless, a 
similar chemical profile and known ability to cross the root membrane 
and translocate within a plant via the xylem sap to distal tissues 
cc;,,,,L,, l( ' ill l ! :)(l 11 ) would suggest that, like pesticides, 

' Corresponding author at : School of Geography, Faculty of Environment, University of Leeds, 1.52 9JT, UK. 
E-mail address: i.li111 1(« 1,·, d-·, ,,( . iii' (L.J . Carter) , 

h1 tp, : !lo; n f['. i! > ,ill(; vn1in1 ; '.C,1 9 . 1 

Received 6 August 2019; Received in revised form 2 October 2019; Accepted 6 October 2019 
Available online 08 November 2019 
0160-4120/@ 2019 The Authors . Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license 
(http:/ /creativecommons.org/ licenses/ BY-NC-ND/ 4. 0/ ), 
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Science of the Total Environment 

journal home page: ww w. e lsev i e r .com/locate/scito t env 

Honey bee (Apis mellifera L.) colonies as bioindicators of environmental 
SARS-CoV-2 occurrence 

Giovanni Cilia a.* , Laura Bortolotti d, Sergio Albertazzi a. Severino Ghini h, Antonio Nanetti a 

" CREA [frseurc/1 Celli re .{or Agriculture ond Fnvil ornnrni. Via di Sa lice to 80, 40 128 Bo/og1w. /roly 
" Deportment of l'lwmwcy arid Biotech110/ogies. A/mo MC!ter Studionun - Universiti1 di Bo/ogrw. /tc,ly 

HIGHLIGHTS 

• Atmospheric particulate matter (PM) 
plays a role in SARS-CoV-·2 transmission. 

• Apis 111ei/1fero colonies are used as 
bioindicators for en vironrnental 
sampling. 
SARS-CoV-2 was detected in the PM 
carried by honey bee foragers. 

• A nieilifera colonies can be used in 
the environment,ll detection of ai1·­
borne pathogens. 

ARTlCLE INFO 

A1tic/c histo1y 
Received 30 July 2021 
Rereivrd in r-evisecl form 8 Sl•ptemb<>r 2021 
Accepred 9 Sept<c>mber 202 l 

Available online 14 September 2021 

Editor: Jay Can 

Keywords: 
SARS-CoV-2 
Airborne p,11-i-icul.ifc n1,1rters 

Apis mcllifcm 
Bioinclicitor 
P,11Hie1rnc 

Coronavirus 

Corresponding c1uchor. 
E-mail addrcs5: ~.iov<1nm<il1a:ii·nc,1 .gnv ir (C. Ciia ), 

IH lp\·. ,' f kll .O!T · l 0. ! U I b.' i sutu tcnv-20i ! . I '.l(f:; ) 7 

0048 9G97 /,t) 2021 Elsevier B.V /\I! righcs reserved. 

GRAPHICAL ABSTR ACT 

1.1 

i l 

ABSTRACT 

SARS-CoV-2 is responsible for !he COVID-19 pa11clernic. Airflows sustain the infection spread. and in densely ur­
banized areas airborne particulate marters (PMs) are deemed to aggravate the vil'al transmission. Apis m.ellifem 
colonies .ire used as bioindicators as they allow environmental sampling or different narure, PMs included. This 
experiment demonstrates for the firs t time the possible use of t1oney bee colonies in the SARS CoV 2 monitoring. 
The trial w,1s conducted in Bologna on 18 March 2021. when tile third wave of tile Italian pandemic was at its 
peak and environment:a I conditions allowed high PM concentrations in the air. Sterile swabs were lined up at 
lhe hive entrance to sample the dusty 111c1terial 011 the body of returning foragers. All ofthern resulted positive 
for th e targe t genes of viral SARS-CoV.2 RNA. Likewise, internal samples 1.vere taken, but they resulted in no am­
plification of rhe target sequences. 
This experiment does not support specul.1tions about the role of honey bees or their products in S.ARS-CoV-2 
tr,msmission. However, it indic,,tes a novel use of A me/1(/('ra colonies in the environmental detection of airborne 
human pa thogens. at least in a densely urbanized area. deserving better understanding and possible integra tion 
with data from automatic air s<1mplers. 

«:'.J 2021 Elsevier BV. All rights n:-served 

1. Introduction 

The COVID-19 pandemic originated from the SARS-CoV-2 outbreak 
reported in China in December 2019 (La i et al. 2020) . The infection 
reached Italy in February 2020, when the first case was officialised 

(Crassr lli et al , 2020). and qu ickly spread nationwide. Initially. it af­
fected mainly the North of the country ( D1s tantc et .:11 ,, 2020). Emilia­
Romagna Hes in that area and eventually turnecl into the third most 
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Misty Botello 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jesus Barcena 
Office of the Chief Clerk 

PUBCOMMENT-OCC 
Monday, March 18, 2024 4:40 PM 
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-WPD 
FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2420 

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 
Office Phone: 512-239-3319 

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at: 

www.tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey 

From: sandramartinez5821@yahoo.com <sandramartinez5821@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2024 1:05 PM 
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov> 

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2420 

REGULATED ENTY NAME SAN ANTONIO TRANSFER STATION 

RN NUMBER: RN111892352 

PERMIT NUMBER: 2420 

DOCKET NUMBER: 

COUNTY: BEXAR 

PRINCIPAL NAME: LEALCO INC 

CN NUMBER: CN601096944 

NAME: Sandra Martinez Quinones 

EMAIL: sandramartinez5821@yahoo.com 

COMPANY: 

ADDRESS: 10048 FM 1346 

ADKINS TX 78101-3330 

PHONE: 2102643889 

FAX: 
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COMMENTS: To place something this close to our home is not only absurd but unsanitary with us living next door to this 
field. I doubt anyone wants to step outside and smell this on a daily basis! This is not OK and this should be placed where 
there are no homes available, unless they want to buy out the whole area than feel free to start making offers! 
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Christina Bourque 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jesus Barcena 

Office of the Chief Clerk 

PUBCOMMENT-OCC 
Thursday, March 28, 2024 2:58 PM 
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-WPD 

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2420 

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 
Office Phone: 512-239-3319 

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at: 

www.tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey 

From: ingridvergara3l08@gmail.com <ingridvergara3108@gmail.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2024 9:04 PM 

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov> 

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2420 

REGULATED ENTY NAME SAN ANTONIO TRANSFER STATION 

RN NUMBER: RN111892352 

PERMIT NUMBER: 2420 

DOCKET NUMBER: 

COUNTY: BEXAR 

PRINCIPAL NAME: LEALCO INC 

CN NUMBER: CN601096944 

NAME: Ingrid Vergara 

EMAIL: ingridvergara3108@gmail.com 

COMPANY: 

ADDRESS: 6727 TERRA ARK VW 

CONVERSE TX 78109-3810 

PHONE: 2107733496 

FAX: 
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COMMENTS: Please stop bringing sources of contamination to the area. There is already a company that pollutes the air 
in the area off 110. Now, there are plans to bring more trash to the 87 area? It seems that this area is being targeted to 
bring undesirable things into it without regard to the health of all the neighborhoods that have been in the area as well 
as new neighborhoods that are being built. How come these facilities are never built in other areas? The health and 
sustainability of communities and wildlife in the area is important 

2 
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Executive Director’s Response to Public Comment Page 8 of 17 
Waste Connections Lone Star, Inc. 
Municipal Solid Waste Permit No. 2420 

The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and preliminarily 
determined that it satisfies the regulatory requirements regarding waste acceptance 
and operating hours for the proposed facility. 

Human Health 

Comment No. 5: 

Yvette Diaz requested information about health hazards posed by the facility as 
an immune-compromised individual and raised concerns for elderly residents. Ingrid 
Vergara raised concerns regarding impacts from the proposed facility on the health of 
communities. The signatories to a form letter public comment listed in Appendix A 
raised concerns that many local residents have pulmonary ailments such as asthma, 
COPD, allergies, immune deficiencies, heart issues, and other constant medical needs. 

Response No. 5: 

TCEQ promulgated rules regulating all aspects of MSW management under the 
authority of the Commission based primarily on the Texas Health and Safety Code, 
Chapter 361. It is Texas’ policy and the purpose of the statutes to safeguard the health 
and welfare of the people by controlling the management of solid waste. A MSW permit 
does not authorize any injury to persons or property, an invasion of other property 
rights, or any infringement of state or local law or regulations. In accordance with 
30 TAC §305.122(d) and 30 TAC §330.67(a). 

TCEQ Environmental Investigators with the Regional Offices conduct compliance 
inspections and investigations of facilities under TCEQ’s jurisdiction. The 
environmental investigators review facility operations and operating records to 
determine the facility’s compliance with issued authorizations, TCEQ rules, state 
statutes, and federal statutes. If the permit is granted, Waste Connections would be 
required to comply with the conditions of the issued permit, which incorporates the 
rules, statutes, and the Application. (Draft Permit, Sections VII.A and VIII.A). Failure to 
comply with a permit condition may constitute a violation of the permit, the Rules of 
the Commission, and/or the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, and may be grounds for 
enforcement action.  

The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and determined that, if the 
Facility is constructed and operated in accordance with the rules, Draft Permit 
provisions, and the Application, the operation of the facility should not adversely 
impact human health or the environment. 

Wildlife 

Comment No. 6: 

Alejandro T. Garza stated that the proposed facility will have a detrimental and 
adverse effect on the health and livelihood of his apiary (e.g., bee hives). He is opposed 
to the location of the facility based on two studies he cited regarding how such 
facilities impact hives and their negative and adverse effect on honeybee population 

00089



 

Executive Director’s Response to Public Comment Page 9 of 17 
Waste Connections Lone Star, Inc. 
Municipal Solid Waste Permit No. 2420 

and prevent sales. He stated that he could lose the apiary agricultural exemption for 
his apiary business due to the effects of the Facility. He also raised concerns that the 
Facility will affect neighboring hives as well within a three-mile radius of the facility. 
Ingrid Vergara raised concerns regarding impacts of the proposed Facility on wildlife 
in the area. 

Response No. 6: 

TCEQ promulgated rules regulating all aspects of MSW management under the 
authority of the Commission based primarily on the Texas Health and Safety Code, 
Chapter 361. It is Texas’ policy and the purpose of the statutes to safeguard the health 
and welfare of the people by controlling the management of solid waste. A MSW permit 
does not authorize any injury to persons or property, an invasion of other property 
rights, or any infringement of state or local law or regulations. In accordance with 30 
TAC §305.122(d) and 30 TAC §330.67(a). 

The TCEQ’s jurisdiction is established by the Legislature and is limited to the 
issues set forth in statute. See Tex. Health and Safety Code §361.011. Accordingly, the 
TCEQ has jurisdiction to consider the impact of an MSW facility on wildlife or wildlife 
habitat that is protected by state or federal statute. TCEQ rules prohibit an MSW 
facility or operation of an MSW facility from resulting in destruction or adverse 
modification of the critical habitat of endangered species and the causing or 
contributing to the taking of any endangered or threatened species in accordance with 
30 TAC §330.61(n). This rule requires the applicant to submit Endangered Species Act 
compliance demonstrations and determine whether the proposed facility is in the 
range of endangered or threatened species. If a proposed facility is located in the range 
of endangered or threatened species, the applicant must conduct a biological 
assessment prepared by a qualified biologist in accordance with response standard 
procedures of the United States Fish and Wildlife Service and the Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department to determine the effect of the facility on the endangered or 
threatened species. 

Additionally, Waste Connections would be required to comply with 30 TAC 
§330.15 which prohibits the operation of an MSW facility from creating or and 
maintaining a nuisance and from endangering human health and welfare or the 
environment. 

The Application includes an assessment report prepared by Weaver Consulting 
Group on threatened and endangered species which concludes that no habitat of 
federally listed species was observed within the project area. The report is located in 
the Application, Parts I/II Appendix I/II.D. 

The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and determined that it 
meets the regulatory requirements and that if the Facility is constructed and operated 
in accordance with the rules, Draft Permit provisions, and the Application, the 
operation of the facility should not adversely impact agricultural business or wildlife. 
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Executive Director’s Response to Public Comment Page 10 of 17 
Waste Connections Lone Star, Inc. 
Municipal Solid Waste Permit No. 2420 

Siting 

Comment No. 7: 

Tiana Deloyola commented she is opposed to the location of the facility. Ingrid 
Vergara raised concerns regarding the proposed location of the facility. Tiana Deloyola 
and Will Hernandez raised concerns regarding the proximity of the proposed facility to 
homes and to the community. Sandra Martinez Quinones commented that the 
proposed facility should be located in a less populated area. Tiana Deloyola, Mr. 
Martinez, and Ingrid Vergara and the signatories to a form letter public comment listed 
in Appendix A raised concerns that the Facility will be located close to homes that have 
been established for times ranging from 10 to 50 years.  

Response No. 7: 

In accordance with 30 TAC §330.61(h), an application for an MSW transfer 
station permit must provide information regarding the likely impacts of the proposed 
facility on cities, communities, groups of property owners, or individuals by analyzing 
the land uses, zoning in the vicinity, community growth patterns, water wells, and 
other factors associated with the public interest. Additionally, a minimum separating 
distance of 50 feet must be maintained between solid waste storage and processing 
areas and the facility boundary in accordance with 30 TAC §330.543(b)(1). Further, this 
buffer zone must be wide enough to provide for safe passage for firefighting and other 
emergency vehicles. 

Part II of the Application provides information about the character of the 
surrounding land uses within one mile of the facility including information about 
growth trends within five miles of the proposed facility with directions of major 
development; proximity to residences, business establishments, as well as other uses 
within one mile such as schools, churches, cemeteries, historic structures and sites, 
archeologically significant sites, and sites having exceptional aesthetic quality; and 
information regarding all known wells within 500 feet of the site. 

According to Part II of the Application, the facility would be located in an 
unincorporated area of Bexar County and several residential neighborhoods are within 
one mile of the Facility to the north, east, and west sides. (Application, Part I-II, 
Sections 4 and 7.5). The Application represents that property located to the immediate 
west is commercial/industrial and property to the south is undeveloped. (Id.) 
Additionally, the Application indicates that there are no sites of historic or 
archaeological significance within one mile of the Facility. (Id.).  

The site layout in Figures IIIA-1, IIIA-2 and IIIA-3 of the Site Development Plan, 
Part III, Appendix IIIA of the application show compliance with the required 50-feet 
buffer zone, in accordance with 30 TAC §330.543(b)(1). The site plan also provides for 
a safe passage of at least 20 feet around the building for firefighting trucks and other 
emergency vehicles. No solid waste unloading, storage, or processing operations will 
occur within the buffer zone of the facility. 
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Property Values 

Comment No. 11: 

The signatories to a form letter public comment listed in Appendix A raised 
concerns that the location and operation of the Facility would reduce the value of their 
property. 

Response No. 11: 

An applicant is required to provide land use information, including growth trends 
within five miles of a proposed facility in accordance with 30 TAC §330.61(h)(3). Apart 
from the land use compatibility requirements and the location restrictions in the rules 
referenced under Response No. 7, TCEQ does not have the authority to specify the 
location of the facility, determine zoning ordinances, or to suggest an alternative 
location. Further, TCEQ’s jurisdiction is established by the Legislature and is limited to 
the issues set forth in statute and rules. Accordingly, TCEQ does not have jurisdiction 
to consider property values or other economic impacts when determining whether to 
approve or deny a permit application. However, the issuance of a permit does not 
authorize injury to persons or property or invasion of other property rights, or 
infringement of state or local law or regulation in accordance with 30 TAC §305.122(d) 
and 30 TAC §330.67(a). These comments are not relevant or material to the 
Commission’s or the Executive Director’s consideration of the Application. 

V. Conclusion 

The Executive Director has reviewed the Application and determined that it 
meets the regulatory and statutory requirements. 
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VI. Changes Made to the Draft Permits in Response to Comments 

No changes were made to the draft permits in response to public comments 
received. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 

Kelly Keel 
Executive Director 

Phillip Ledbetter, Director 
Office of Legal Services 

Charmaine Backens, Deputy Director 
Environmental Law Division 

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

00095

mailto:Nicholas.Pilcher@tceq.texas.gov


 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that on March 14, 2025, that the Executive Director’s Response to Public 
Comment on the application by Waste Connections Lone Star, Inc., for MSW Permit No. 
2420 was filed with the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk. 

 
Nicholas Pilcher Staff Attorney 
Environmental Law Division 
Nicholas.Pilcher@tceq.texas.gov 
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