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GAF MATERIALS CORPORATION

2600 Singleton Boulevard, Dallas, TX 75212 Tel: 214-637-1060
July 30, 2021
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality : S
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105 T os
Attn: Notice Team ;ﬂ’;‘i‘,
P.O. Box 13087 v =
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 <
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RE: Public Notice and Comment Hearing Requirements — Notice and Hearing Verification Fom%
Title V Permit Number: 0-2771 EC

Building Materials Investment Corporation — Dallas Plant — Dallas County
CN 602717464, RN 100788959

NOV 03 2023
To Whom It May Concern:

TCEQ CENTRAS

L FILE ROOM
Building Materials Investment Corporation doing business as GAF Materials Corporation (GAF) owns and

operates an existing asphalt roofing production facility in Dallas, Texas (Dallas Plant). The Texas

Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) Account No. for the Dallas Plant is DB-0378-S. The Plant
operates under Title V Operating Permit No. O-2771 issued on June 6, 2018.

EIVED

GAF submitted a Title V Operating Permit renewal application on July 23, 2020. Due to a hearing
request received during the public comment period, TCEQ scheduled a notice and comment hearing. In
accordance with the guidance package received from the TCEQ on June 4, 2021, GAF has completed the
following:

Published a formal public notice in the following newspapers circulated in Dallas, Dallas County:
o The Dallas Observer (English) on June 17, 2021

La Prensa de la Comunidad (Spanish) on June 22, 2021

A copy of the complete Title V renewal application, including subsequent revisions, statement of

basis, and the draft permit are available online at www.Publicnotice.live/TCEQ-PN.pdf, for public
viewing and copying, beginning January 21, 2021

Signs posted at the Dallas Plant on January 21, 2021 are kept in place
Submitted the newspaper clippings and affidavits to TCEQ on July 7, 2021

(@]
o

The Dallas Plant is required to submit the Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form and Form OP-
CRO1 to the TCEQ within 10 business of the end of the public comment period. As such, GAF is submitting

the Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form and Form OP-CRO1. Photocopies of these submittals are
being mailed to the following, per the Instructions for Public Notice:
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TCEQ - Page 2
July 30, 2021

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Air Section Manager Office of Air

Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office Air Permits Division, MC-163

2309 Gravel Drive Mr. Alfredo Mendoza

Fort Worth, Texas 76118-6951 Building C, Third Floor

12100 Park 35 Circle
Austin, Texas 78753-1808

Mr. Jesus Rodriguez, City of Dallas (electronic
copy)

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Ms. Latha Kambham with Trinity Consultants at (504)
343-4593 or Mr. Kevin Bush of GAF at (214) 637-8933.

Sincerely,

Wyl

Wayne Scott
Plant Manager

Attachments

cc: Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, TCEQ Air Permits Division
Mr. Jaret Wessel, TCEQ Regional Office 4
Mr. Jesus Rodriguez, City of Dallas
Mr. Kevin Bush, GAF
Ms. Latha Kambham, Trinity Consultants



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUAL
Federal Operating Permit (Title V)
Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form

(1

Applicant Name: Building Materials Investment Corporation

ITY

Site or Facility Name: Dallas Plant

NI NO

e |
0.0

TCEQ Account Number (if applicable): DB-0378S
Permit Number: Q2711

el e

-2

Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959 o =
-

Customer Number; CN602717464

=
o
1

L | — Y
All applicants must complete all applicable portions of this form. The completed form should be sent to'the TCEQ to the-

attention of the Office of the Chief Clerk. For more information regarding public notice, refer to the instructions in the

public notice package.

FEDERAL OPERATING PERMIT (TITLE V) NOTICE AND COMMENT HEARING VERIFICATION

| verify that the required signs were posted in accordance with the regulations and
instructions of the TCEQ.

o e

| verify that original tear sheets of the newspaper notices and the requested affidavits
have been furnished in accordance with the regulations and instruction of the TCEQ.

NO

| verify that a copy of the complete air quality application and draft permit, and any
revisions, were available for review and copying at the public place indicated below

NO

9@

throughout the duration of the public comment period.

Name of Public Place: www.Publicnotice.live/TCEQ-PN.pdf

Address of Public Place: www.Publicnotice.live/TCEQ-PN.pdf

Signed by: //{/?/I//ALZ/

Title: Plant Manager Date: 7/30/2021

TCEQ - 20562 (Revised 03/10) Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form
This form is for use by facilities subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. APDG 6043v1
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Form OP-CROI WENTAL

Certification by Responsible Official
Federal Operating Permit Progranm?f AUG -2 P 1 IS

All initial permit application, revision, renewal, and reopening submittals requifiig certification.must.be addressed using
this form. Updates to site operating permit (SOP) and temporary operating permit (TOPY ’éf)'p’)liééfti{d{fd: Fer than public
notice verification materials, must be certified prior to authorization of public notice or start of public announcement.
Updates to general operating permit (GOP) applications must be certified prior to receiving an authorization to operate
under a GOP.

L. Identifying Information

RN: RN100788959 CN: CN602717464 Account No.: DB-0378S
Permit No.: O-2771 Project No.: 30975
Area Name: Dallas Plant Company Name: Building Materials Investment Corporation

II.  Certification Type (Please mark the appropriate box)

[X] Responsible Official [] Duly Authorized Representative

III.  Submittal Type (Please mark the appropriate box) (Only one response can be accepted per form)
] SOP/TOP Initial Permit Application [] Update to Permit Application

[_] GOP Initial Permit Application [] Permit Revision, Renewal, or Reopening

& Other: Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form for Title V Permit Renewal Application

IV. Certification of Truth

This certification does not extend to information which is designated by the TCEQ as information for reference
only.

I Wayne Scott certify that [ am the RO
(Certifier Name printed or typed) (RO or DAR)

and that, based on information and belief formed after reasonable inquiry, the statements and information dated during
the time period or on the specific date(s) below, are true, accurate, and complete:

Note: Enter Either a Time Period OR Specific Date(s) for each certification. This section must be completed. The
certification is not valid without documentation date(s).

Time Period: From to
Start Date End Date

Specific Dates: 7/30/2021

Date 1 Date 2 Date 3 Date 4 Date 5 Date 6
7
Signature: é\///[ / M‘ Signature Date: 7/30/2021
Title: Plant Manager

TCEQ-10009 (APDG 5836v6, Revised 08/18) OP-CRO1
This form is for use by facilities subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. (Title V Release 08/18) Page 1 of 1



Melissa Schmidt

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Wednesday, July 14, 2021 8:05 AM

PUBCOMMENT-APD; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC
CORRECTION: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

WD1_Request for In Person Hearing_7.6.211.pdf

FoP
122174

Sent: Wednesday, July 7, 2021 10:49 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2 <pubcomment-occ2 @tceq.texas.gov>; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC <pubcomment-
opic@tceq.texas.gov>; PUBCOMMENT-ELD <pubcomment-eld@tceq.texas.gov>; PUBCOMMENT-APD <PUBCOMMENT-

APD@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

PM

From: champions@lanwt.org <champions@lanwt.org>

Sent: Tuesday, July 6, 2021 5:46 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Stephanie Champion

E-MAIL: champions@lanwt.org

COMPANY: Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas

ADDRESS: 400 S ZANG BLVD STE 1420
DALLAS TX 75208-6648



PHONE: 2142432583 '
FAX:

COMMENTS: See attachment



Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas

COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION PROJECT
400 S. Zang Blvd., Ste. 1420, Dallas, Texas 75208
469-458-9009 email: crp@lanwt.org
With CRP offices in Amarillo, Dallas, Fort Worth, and Lubbock

July 6, 2021

Ms. Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Electronic submission at: www14.tceqg.texas.gov/epic/eComment/

Re: Request for in-person Notice and Comment Hearing on Draft Federal Operating
Permit O2771: Building Materials Investment Corporation

Dear Ms. Gharis,

On February 19, 2021, Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas (LANWT) submitted public
comments and a request for a Notice and Comment Hearing on Draft Federal Operating Permit
No. 02771 on behalf of our client, West Dallas 1 (WD1) to the Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality (TCEQ). On June 4, 2021, we received notice that our request for a
hearing was granted and that the hearing would be held virtually via webcast on July 29, 2021 at
7:00pm. We submit these additional comments to request that the hearing be held in-person or, at
the very least, that TCEQ provide an in-person forum to provide technical assistance to those
who wish to engage in the virtual process.

In our original comments of February 2021, we specifically asked for an opportunity for
residents to orally voice their concerns in person, especially on behalf of residents who may not
have electronic access or who may be otherwise unable to easily engage in the traditional
comment process. We also asked that TCEQ coordinate with WD1 members to determine an
appropriate time and place for the hearing. Had that coordination taken place, we could have
voiced our concerns regarding the lack of access to meaningful public participation that a purely
online forum creates and worked together to coordinate a more accessible and equitable solution.

Ensuring “meaningful public participation in the decision-making process” is a core tenet
of TCEQ’s Agency Philosophy.! In its Resolution Concerning Public Participation, the
Commission stated its desire to “emphasize its commitment to increased and improved public
participation” and resolved to “strengthen its public assistance and outreach activities to provide

! Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Mission Statement and Agency Philosophy, (July 2 2021, 11:00
AM) https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/mission.html

Bringing justice to North and West Texans since 1951

I C’ America’s Partner
tor Equal Justice



greater responsiveness to the public and additional opportunities for public participation.”* In
addition, the State of Texas prides itself on its efforts to promote open government and ensure
that public decision making is transparent, open and accountable to all Texans® via enforcement
of the Texas Open Meetings Act which requires that meetings of governmental bodies be open to
the public except for expressly authorized closed sessions.* Courts have consistently held that the
provisions of the Act are mandatory and are to be liberally construed in favor of open
government.® Towards this end, municipalities and state agencies across Texas have resumed in-
person meetings.® Recognizing the incomparable value of in-person over online forums, the
Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) recently provided two in-person meeting options
in tandem with a virtual public meeting for an upcoming feasibility study of 1-345 right here in
Dallas.”

By holding the Notice and Comment Hearing exclusively online and failing to provide an
in-person option, TCEQ is substantially limiting the ability of the public to meaningfully
participate in the permitting process. As we have previously emphasized, the West Dallas
community is comprised of mostly low-income, minority households. The population within a 1-
mile radius of the GAF facility is 91% people of color, 73% low-income and 17% linguistically
isolated compared with state averages of 58% people of color, 35% low-income and 8%
linguistically isolated.® Dallas ranks among the nation’s worst cities for broadband internet
connectivity,” where internet access is largely correlated with socio-economic status and zip-
code.!® In West Dallas’ zip code of 75212 where the GAF facility is located, nearly half of all
households lack internet access, placing it in the bottom 5 of Dallas zip codes for connectivity.'!

2 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Resolution Concerning Public Participation, April 22, 1996, (July
2,2021, 11:15 AM), https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/participation/permitting-
participation/particip_res.html

3 “Open Meetings Act Handbook 2020,” Office of the Attorney General of Texas, 2020,
https://www.texasattorneygeneral.gov/sites/default/files/files/divisions/open-government/openmeetings_hb.pdf

4 TEX. GOV’T CODE § 551

3 See City of Laredo v. Escamilla, 219 S.W.3d 14, 19 (Tex. App.—San Antonio 2006, pet. denied); Willmann v. City
of San Antonio, 123 S.W.3d 469, 473 (Tex. App.—San Antonio 2003, pet. denied); Toyah Indep. Sch. Dist. v.
Pecos-Barstow Indep. Sch. Dist., 466 S.W.2d 377, 380 (Tex. App.—San Antonio 1971, no writ)

® Amaris E. Rodriguez, Local governments move toward allowing public at meetings again (June 7th, 2021),
https://wacotrib.com/news/local/govt-and-politics/waco-local-governments-move-toward-allowing-public-at-
meetings-again/article_e0a91fd0-c7¢9-11eb-8620-0b945efel 7ef.html

7 Texas Department of Transportation, Virtual Public Meeting with In-Person Option — 1345 from I-30 to Woodall
Rodgers Freeway (Spur 366) (July 2nd, 2021, 11:00AM), https://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/get-
involved/about/hearings-meetings/dallas/062221.html

8U.S. EPA, EJSCREEN Demographic Indicators, available at: https:/ejscreen.epa.gov

° Corbett Smith, “A third of Dallas families are without home internet, making online learning all the more
difficult,” The Dallas Morning News, May 8, 2020, https://www.dallasnews.com/news/public-health/2020/05/08/a-
third-of-dallas-families-are-without-home-internet-making-online-learning-all-the-more-difficult/ be

10 Emily Donaldson, “Many Dallas families still don’t have reliable internet. Here are some possible solutions,” The
Dallas Morning News, July 5, 2021, https://www.dallasnews.com/news/education/2021/07/05/many-dallas-families-
still-dont-have-reliable-internet-here-are-some-possible-solutions/ ; See also Emily A. Vogels, “Digital divide
persists even as Americans with lower incomes make gains in tech adoption,” Pew Research Center, June 22,2021,
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2021/06/22/digital-divide-persists-even-as-americans-with-lower-incomes-
make-gains-in-tech-adoption/

! Brooklyn Cooper, “How hot spots are bridging southern Dallas’ digital divide during the coronavirus pandemic,”
The Dallas Morning News, August 28, 2020, https://www.dallasnews.com/news/public-health/2020/08/28/how-hot-
spots-are-bridging-southern-dallas-digital-divide-during-the-coronavirus-pandemic/

2




Given the severity of the “digital divide” in West Dallas, holding a public meeting exclusively
online on a topic concerning this area would significantly restrict the community’s ability to
engage in the public decision making process.

In order to ensure that the Title V permit renewal process meets both the open meeting
standards of the State of Texas as well as the stated mission and philosophy of TCEQ itself, it is
imperative that the hearing be held in a manner that is accessible to the affected community. An
online meeting concerning an area where half of all households lack internet access is neither
open nor does it allow for meaningful public participation. As such, in order to ensure the
integrity of government decision making and the permitting process, we urge TCEQ to hold the
Notice and Comment Hearing on Draft Federal Operating Permit No. 02771 in-person in the
affected community.

Respectfully,

Stephanie Champion, Attorney
Kevin Sheneberger, Law Clerk
David Joseph Deutch, Law Clerk

Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas
Community Revitalization Project
400 S. Zang Blvd., Ste. 1420
Dallas, TX 75208

(214) 243-2583
champions@lanwt.org

(U8)



Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, March 1, 2021 8:54 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Cc: Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone

Subject: FW: 1 Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

H

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Sunday, February 28, 2021 7:27 PM

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

Cc: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Elizabeth Alexander <ealexander@copper.net>

Date: February 28, 2021 at 7:22:30 PM CST

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>, Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>,
Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com, jasminefor100@gmail.com, rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov,
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov, royce.west@senate.texas.gov, marc.veasey@mail.house.gov,
Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org

Subject: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Reply-To: ealexander@copper.net

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in
West Dallas and I’'m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrial Sulfur
Dioxide polluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility

1



power station. It is the 4*" largest source of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the ninth
largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the
enjoyment of my home and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods are
routinely invaded by the noxious smells produced by the factory’s pollution.

This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An overwhelming
majority are People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the Dallas average. 20%
of the population is nine year of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger - among the most vulnerable to
the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least three early childhood program or day care centers and six
school campuses are located in close proximity to his factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a
major environmental health and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to steer
undesirable industries to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It’s now a dangerous and obsolete leftover

from that racist past. It should not be allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,



Elisa Guerra
e e s =

o e ==
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 2:19 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Cc: Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
Subject: FW: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

H

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2021 2:09 PM

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

Cc: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Deornette Monteleone <Deornette.Monteleone@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

How is our customer service? Fill out our online customer satisfaction survey at:
www.tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: Carrie Schweitzer <Ceschweitzer@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2021 2:02 PM

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>;
Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com; jasminefor100@gmail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov;
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov; royce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasey@mail.house.gov;

Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org
Subject: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in West Dallas and
1



I’'m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrial Sulfur Dioxide polluter in
Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility power station. It is the 4% largest source
of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the ninth largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the enjoyment of my home
and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods are routinely invaded by the noxious smells
produced by the factory’s pollution.

This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An overwhelming majority are
People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the Dallas average. 20% of the population is nine year
of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger - among the most vulnerable to the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least
three early childhood program or day care centers and six school campuses are located in close proximity to his
factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a major environmental health and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to steer undesirable industries
to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It’s now a dangerous and obsolete leftover from that racist past. It should not be

allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,



Elisa Guerra

SE e
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 2:23 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Cc: Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
Subject: FW: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit
H

Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 11:44 AM

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

Cc: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Deornette Monteleone <Deornette.Monteleone@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Fwd: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Lisa Taylor <lisatmp@swbell.net>

Date: February 18, 2021 at 11:24:52 AM CST

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>, Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceg.texas.gov>,
Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com, jasmineforl00@gmail.com, rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov,
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov, royce.west@senate.texas.gov, marc.veasey@mail.house.gov,

Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org
Subject: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Reply-To: lisatmp@swbell.net

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in
West Dallas and I’'m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrial Sulfur
Dioxide polluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility

1




power station. It is the 4*" largest source of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the ninth
largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the
enjoyment of my home and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods are
routinely invaded by the noxious smells produced by the factory’s pollution.

This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An overwhelming
majority are People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the Dallas average. 20%
of the population is nine year of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger - among the most vulnerable to
the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least three early childhood program or day care centers and six
school campuses are located in close proximity to his factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a
major environmental health and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to steer
undesirable industries to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It’s now a dangerous and obsolete leftover

from that racist past. It should not be allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Monday, February 22, 2021 2:24 PM

PUBCOMMENT-0OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone

FW: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2021 8:08 AM

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

Cc: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Deornette Monteleone <Deornette.Monteleone@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Fwd: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Joyce Hall <hallmj@sbcglobal.net>

Date: February 16, 2021 at 10:37:56 PM CST

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>, Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>,
Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com, jasminefor100@gmail.com, rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov,
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov, royce.west@senate.texas.gov, marc.veasey@mail.house.gov,
Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org

Subject: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Reply-To: hallmj@sbcglobal.net

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF

2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in
West Dallas and I’'m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrial Sulfur
Dioxide polluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility
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power station. It is the 4 largest source of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the ninth
largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the
enjoyment of my home and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods are
routinely invaded by the noxious smells produced by the factory’s pollution.

This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An overwhelming
majority are People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the Dallas average. 20%
of the population is nine year of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger - among the most vulnerable to
the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least three early childhood program or day care centers and six
school campuses are located in close proximity to his factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a
major environmental health and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to steer
undesirable industries to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It’s now a dangerous and obsolete leftover

from that racist past. It should not be allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,



Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 2:25 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Cc: Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone

Subject: FW: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

H

From: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2021 8:20 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

From: Norman Howden <rrgrandad @gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, February 13, 2021 4:55 PM

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>;
Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com; jasminefor100@gmail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov;
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov; royce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasey@mail.house.gov;

Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org
Subject: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in West Dallas and
I’m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrial Sulfur Dioxide polluter in
Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility power station. It is the 4t |argest source
of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the ninth largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the enjoyment of my home
and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods are routinely invaded by the noxious smells
produced by the factory’s pollution.
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This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An overwhelming majority are
People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the Dallas average. 20% of the population is nine year
of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger - among the most vulnerable to the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least
three early childhood program or day care centers and six school campuses are located in close proximity to his
factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a major environmental health and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to steer undesirable industries
to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover from that racist past. It should not be

allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,



Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 2:25 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Cc: Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone

Subject: FW: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

H

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2021 11:57 AM

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

Cc: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Deornette Monteleone <Deornette.Monteleone@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

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

www.tceg.texas.gov[customersu rvey

From: Norman Howden <rrgrandad @gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, February 13, 2021 4:55 PM

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>;
Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com; jasminefor100@gmail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov;
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov; royce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasey@mail.house.gov;

Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org
Subject: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in West Dallas and
1



I’'m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrial Sulfur Dioxide polluter in
Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility power station. It is the 4™ largest source
of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the ninth largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the enjoyment of my home
and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods are routinely invaded by the noxious smells
produced by the factory’s pollution.

This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An overwhelming majority are
People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the Dallas average. 20% of the population is nine year
of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger - among the most vulnerable to the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least
three early childhood program or day care centers and six school campuses are located in close proximity to his
factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a major environmental health and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to steer undesirable industries
to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It’s now a dangerous and obsolete leftover from that racist past. It should not be

allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,



Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 2:28 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Cc: Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone

Subject: FW: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

H

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Sunday, February 14, 2021 11:59 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Fwd: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Norma Nelson <norma@readers2leaders.org>

Date: February 14, 2021 at 10:59:32 AM CST

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>, Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>,
Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com, jasminefor100@gmail.com, rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov,
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov, royce.west@senate.texas.gov, marc.veasey@mail.house.gov,

Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org
Subject: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Reply-To: norma@readers2leaders.org

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in
West Dallas and I’'m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrial Sulfur
Dioxide polluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility
power station. It is the 4*" largest source of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the ninth
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largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the
enjoyment of my home and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods are
routinely invaded by the noxious smells produced by the factory’s pollution.

This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An overwhelming
majority are People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the Dallas average. 20%
of the population is nine year of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger - among the most vulnerable to
the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least three early childhood program or day care centers and six
school campuses are located in close proximity to his factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a
major environmental health and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to steer
undesirable industries to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover

from that racist past. It should not be allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,



Elisa Guerra

===
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 2:29 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Cc: Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
Subject: FW: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

H

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Saturday, February 13, 2021 5:35 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Fwd: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Evelyn Mayo <emayo@pqc.edu>

Date: February 13, 2021 at 4:49:46 PM CST

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>, Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceg.texas.gov>,
Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com, jasminefor100@gmail.com, rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov,
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov, royce.west@senate.texas.gov, marc.veasey@mail.house.gov,

Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org
Subject: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Reply-To: emayo@pqgc.edu

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in
West Dallas and I’'m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrial Sulfur
Dioxide polluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility
power station. It is the 4'" largest source of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the ninth
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largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the
enjoyment of my home and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods are
routinely invaded by the noxious smells produced by the factory’s pollution.

This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An overwhelming
majority are People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the Dallas average. 20%
of the population is nine year of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger - among the most vulnerable to
the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least three early childhood program or day care centers and six
school campuses are located in close proximity to his factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a
major environmental health and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to steer
undesirable industries to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover

from that racist past. It should not be allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,



Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 2:30 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 Building Materials Investment

Corporation/GAF 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 RN100788959

H

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Saturday, February 13, 2021 5:34 PM

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

Subject: Fwd: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 RN100788959

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Esther Villarreal <espete0@gmail.com>

Date: February 13, 2021 at 2:48:02 PM CST

To: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 Building Materials Investment
Corporation/GAF 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 RN100788959

Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212
RN100788959

Dear Madam,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory
located in West Dallas and I’'m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest

industrial Sulfur Dioxide polluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant
cement plant or utility power station. It is the 4 th largest source of industrial Particulate

Matter pollution, and the ninth largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the
enjoyment of my home and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods
are routinely invaded by the noxious smells produced by the factory’s pollution.

This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An
overwhelming majority are People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the
Dallas average. 20% of the population is nine year of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger -
among the most vulnerable to the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least three early

childhood program or day care centers and six school campuses are located in close
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proximity to his factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a major environmental health

and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to

steer undesirable industries to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It's now a dangerous and
obsolete leftover from that racist past. It should not be allowed to obtain a new federal operating
permit.

Sincerely

Esther Villarreal

1907 McBroom St, Dallas 75212
630-946-8496
espete0@gmail.com




Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 2:22 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

Subject: FW: Comments on Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771
/GAF

Attachments: Comments on GAF's TITLE V Permit Renewal.docx

H

From: Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2021 1:34 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-0OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Cc: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Comments on Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 /GAF

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office Phone: 512-239-1835

Cell Phone: 512-739-4582

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

www.tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

From: schermbeck@aol.com <schermbeck@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2021 1:21 PM

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>

Cc: Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com; jasminefor100@gmail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov;
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov; royce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasey@mail.house.gov;

Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org
Subject: Comments on Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 /GAF

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk

To Whom It May Concern,

Our comments on behalf of ourselves and West Dallas residents concerning the renewal of the Federal Operating Permit
Title V Draft Permit #02771, for Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF at 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 @font-face
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let us know if you have any trouble downloading them. Thank you.

Jim Schermbeck
Downwinders at Risk
806-787-6567



. Comments on: .

Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V
Draft Permit #02771 RN100788959
Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212

Submitted by Downwinders at Risk Education Fund
February 19t, 2021
to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105, P.O. box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Downwinders at Risk is a 27-year-old environmental justice and clean air organization with a long
history of official regulatory intervention in the permitting and operation of various air polluting
facilities in the DFW region, including cement plants, coal plants, lead smelters, gas compressor
stations, and batch plants.

In this matter we specifically represent West Dallas resident Esther Villarreal who resides at 1907
McBroom St Dallas 75212, less than a mile northeast from the GAF asphalt shingle factory. Ms.
Villarreal and her family’s health, quality of life, and enjoyment of their property have been, and
still are, directly impacted by GAF’s pollution regulated by this federal Title V permit.

We also represent other Downwinders at Risk Education Fund supporters who live in West
Dallas, Oak Cliff, Dallas, and Grand Prairie who are potentially or already affected by GAF’s
pollution regulated by this permit.

Downwinders at Risk Education Fund strongly objects to the renewal of this Title V federal
operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in West Dallas and we’re requesting
a public meeting on this matter on behalf of Ms. Villarreal and our organization.

Per Texas Administrative Code RULE §39.602, as persons who are filing public comment or
hearing requests on or before the deadline for filing public comment or hearing requests,
Downwinders at Risk requests to be mailed any correspondence related to the referenced
permit application from this day forward at the address listed below.

We object to the renewal of GAF’s Federal Title V Permit for the following reasons:

l. The Large Volume and Variety of Air Pollution from GAF should be Reviewed for
Application of BACT and MACT as well as compliance with the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards

According to the State of Texas’ 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrial
Sulfur Dioxide polluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or
utility power station. It is the 4% largest source of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the
ninth largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.



A. GAF’s Particulate Matter Air Pollution
1. GAF is a Large PM Air Polluter

GAF is the largest PM polluter in West Dallas by a wide margin. Its annual volumes have ranged
from 59 to 26 tons per year of PM 10, the majority of which was also the more dangerous PM
2.5. These numbers are only from the yearly EPA Priority Pollutant inventories and do not
include fugitive emissions, factory on-site truck traffic, or the operation of auxiliary equipment.

2. PM Health Harms Can Occur at Low Levels

Particulate Matter pollution has been linked to a long list health harms at or below levels
considered safe and regulated by the EPA and the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality.
In the largest effort of its kind, a nationwide Harvard School of Public Health study of more than
60 million senior citizens published in 2017 linked long-term exposure to PM pollution to
thousands of premature deaths annually, even at levels well below the legal limits set by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency. The analysis found no sign of a “safe” level of pollution, below
which the risk of dying early tapered off.

There’s now a substantial body of studies associating PM exposure to neurological diseases. In
2014, Harvard scientists found women exposed to higher levels of fine particulate matter during
pregnancy may face up to twice the risk of having a child with autism than mothers living in
areas with low particulate matter exposure. In 2013, USC researchers had concluded the same
thing based on the proximity of pregnant women living near freeways. PM exposure has also
been tied to attention deficit hyperactivity disorder, or ADHD, in children.

Some of the same kinds of health impacts have been noticed at the other end of the age
spectrum. Exposure to PM pollution has been tied to Parkinson’s Disease, Dementia,
Alzheimer’s, and general “cognitive decline” in adults. PM has also been linked to immune and
reproductive system damage.

All of these health harms were documented at exposure levels at or below the EPA’s National
Ambient Air Quality Standards but since there’s no fence line monitoring of PM pollution at GAF,
there’s no proof the plant is even meeting NAAQS standards for that pollutant off site, and no
way to map potential PM hotspots.

3. There’s No Cumulative Total of PM Pollution from GAF

Official PM air pollution totals being self-reported by GAF through the EPA Priority Pollutant
Inventory do not include fugitive emissions from raw materials piles, diesel emissions from truck
traffic, or the air pollution from any other mobile equipment onsite such as locomotives or
portable machinery.

To obtain an accurate assessment of the risks posed by GAF’s pollution it's necessary to have an
accurate inventory of that pollution. GAF’s residential neighbors currently only see a partial
picture of the factory’s total PM burden. To ascertain whether additional anti-pollution measures



are necessary the factory a”its property should be subject to a cursative review of all sources
of PM pollution, estimating the maximum impact of each.

That cumulative total should then be subject to new air modeling to determine potential
hotspots and violations of the PM NAAQS.

GAF’s PM pollution is being considered in isolation from all other sources of PM in the
surrounding area which is not how residents actually experience the factory’s pollution. They
inhale GAF’s air pollution in combination with the other industries and traffic along the Singleton
corridor. To fully assess the impact of GAF’s air pollution on its neighbors, cumulative modeling
incorporating these other sources is required.

4. GAF’s PM Pollution Should be Reviewed by EPA for Maximum Available Control
Technology

Given GAF’s close proximity to residential neighborhoods, the volume of its PM pollution, and
the harmful nature of PM at even low levels of exposure, all state-of-the-art measures should be
taken to reduce PM at the source. Beyond source reduction GAF should also be required to
implement PM mitigation measures. EPA should fully review GAF’s production processes and
sources with the goal of going from enforcement of a NAAQS that’s injurious to human health, to
reducing total residential exposure as much as possible.

B. GAF’s Sulfur Dioxide Pollution
1. GAF is Dallas County’s Largest Sulfur Dioxide Air Polluter

For as long as it's been in operation, GAF has been among the largest industrial polluters of
Sulfur Dioxide in Dallas County and North Texas. Since at least 2014 it’s been the largest SOx
polluter in Dallas County, by a wide margin. Its closest competitors are the County’s two other
asphalt shingle factories, although GAF’s Sulfur Dioxide annual pollution easily eclipses their
combined totals. In 2019 the factory reported releasing over 125 tons of the pollutant, more
than many power plants and cement kilns.

2. Sulfur Dioxide is Hazardous to Human Health and the Source of Nuisance Conditions

Sulfur Dioxide is a gaseous pollutant with a strong odor. Its release often triggers nuisance
complaints associated with noxious smells and mild symptoms such as fatigue, headache, and
nausea. Ms. Villarreal, her family, and her neighbors already experience these kinds of nuisance
conditions caused by GAF’s SOx pollution and it’s interfering with their quality of life and
enjoyment of their property.

However anyone living near a source of Sulfur Dioxide pollution who can smell the pollution is
also inhaling the pollution. Breathing Sulfur Dioxide can cause serious respiratory effects such as
chest tightness and difficulty breathing. It also exacerbates existing respiratory diseases such as
asthma. Children may be especially vulnerable to Sulfur Dioxide because they breathe larger
volumes of air relative to their body weight than adults do. Studies have shown that children
exposed so SOx may develop more respiratory illnesses and make more emergency room visits
than other children. They may even develop other respiratory problems as they get older.
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Children with asthma seem to be particularly sensitive to sulfur dioxide exposure. Sulfur
Dioxide’s harmful effects are magnified in combination with PM.

3. GAF Poses a Potential Non-Attainment Threat for SOx

Given how widespread GAF’s neighbors’ reports of nuisance odors are, the tremendous volume
of SOx pollution being emitted, the relatively short GAF stacks that pollution is coming from, and
the lack of fence line monitoring, it's plausible that GAF is violating National Ambient Air Quality
Standards for Sulfur Dioxide pollution.

It’s not unusual for a factory to be such a large polluter that it can single-handedly create a
federal Non-Attainment area if control measures are not taken. In North Texas, the Exide lead
smelter was solely responsible for a Non-Attainment Area for Lead in Central Frisco. More on
point, in Midlothian the Holcim cement plant was forced to install scrubbers by EPA to prevent a
Non-Attainment Area for Sulfur Dioxide encompassing all of Northern Ellis County.

GAF’s maximum emission limits for SOX pollution as well as its annual self-reported SOx
emissions should be independently modeled by EPA and long-term fence line monitoring should
be deployed to determine GAF’s compliance with NAAQS for Sulfur Dioxide.

4. GAF’s Sulfur Dioxide Pollution Should be Reviewed by EPA for Maximum Available
Control Technology

As noted, the SOx pollution from GAF dwarfs that of the other two asphalt shingle factories in
Dallas County. The Owens Corning factory in Irving reported 76.4 tons of Sulfur Dioxide in 2019
and the TAMKO factory in Joppa reported 27.5 tons that year. GAF says it released over 125
tons, or 36% of all Industrial SOx air pollution in Dallas County. Although GAF’s factory is larger,
that difference in production doesn’t alone account for how much more SOx GAF is releasing
than its competitors.

Given the presence of nuisance conditions, the volume of pollution, the proximity of residential
neighborhoods, and the lower SOx emissions of nearby similar factories, EPA should thoroughly
review GAF to make sure the factory is employing all state-of-the-art measures to minimize
Sulfur Dioxide pollution as much as possible.

C. GAF’s Large Releases of Carbon Monoxide Pollution Could Indicate Poor Combustion
Practices

Just as GAF’s Sulfur Dioxide numbers are alarmingly larger than their asphalt shingle-making
peers in Dallas County, their Carbon Monoxide pollution numbers also raise a red flag.

Owens Corning reports 15 tons of CO released in 2019, TAMKO 26.7. GAF reported its factory
emitted 58.3 tons that same year, or more than the other two combined.

CO pollution can be a sign of poor combustion practices. Efficient combustion has a relatively
low CO ratio and higher emissions can indicate Incomplete combustion taking place. Incomplete
combustion can in turn lead to the release of toxic Products of Incomplete Combustion which are
usually not accounted for in EPA Risk Assessments despite their documented harms at low levels
of exposure.

4



EPA should fully review G& s production processes and sources tdmsure the most efficient
combustion possible in all sources of CO pollution.

Il. GAF’s Location and Voluminous Pollution Require a Comprehensive Environmental
Justice Review

GAF’s 2-300 tons of annual pollution is being released in a central Dallas census tract with over
5000 people, an overwhelming majority of which are People of Color with a median income
approximately one third of the Dallas average.

20% of the population is nine year of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger - among the most
vulnerable to the impacts of GAF’s air pollution, including PM and Sulfur Dioxide. At least three
early childhood program or day care centers and six school campuses are located in close
proximity to his factory.

GAF’s location in West Dallas is a dangerous legacy of 20™ Century racist zoning that allowed
large polluting factories to locate within close proximity of People of Color neighborhoods and
Dallas Housing Authority units. It's only one of many heavy industries doing business along the
Singleton corridor where an entire industrial district was allowed to develop next door to Black
and Brown neighborhoods. Until the early 1980’s this corridor hosted the notorious RSR lead
smelter. In the early 1990’s the waste from RSR created the nation’s largest Superfund site. From
the 1980’s on, West Dallas has been a national environmental justice symbol.

GAF’s continued operation is furthering that racist legacy. It's releasing copious amounts of
noxious air pollution into West Dallas residential neighborhoods with impunity. It’s placing

disproportionate pollution burdens on some of Dallas most vulnerable populations already
impacted by decades of environmental racism.

It’s time the EPA subjected the plant to the kind of thorough review it would have received a
long time ago if it had been located north of the Trinity River. For these reasons and others, we
urge the rejection of GAF’s Title V permit at this time.

Submitted by

Downwinders at Risk Education Fund
Evelyn Mayo, Chair

Jim Schermbeck, Director

1808 South Good Latimer Expy #202
Dallas, TX 75226

972-230-3185



Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 1:16 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 Building Materials Investment

Corporation/GAF 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 RN100788959

H

From: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 9:36 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF 2600
Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 RN100788959

From: Esther Villarreal <espete0@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, February 13, 2021 2:49 PM

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceg.texas.gov>

Subject: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF 2600
Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 RN100788959

Dear Sir or Madam,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory
located in West Dallas and I’'m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest

industrial Sulfur Dioxide polluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant
cement plant or utility power station. It is the 4 th largest source of industrial Particulate

Matter pollution, and the ninth largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the
enjoyment of my home and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods
are routinely invaded by the noxious smells produced by the factory’s pollution.

This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An
overwhelming majority are People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the
Dallas average. 20% of the population is nine year of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger -
among the most vulnerable to the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least three early

childhood program or day care centers and six school campuses are located in close

proximity to his factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a major environmental health
and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to
steer undesirable industries to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It’s now a dangerous and
obsolete leftover from that racist past. It should not be allowed to obtain a new federal operating
permit.

Sincerely

Esther Villarreal
1907 McBroom St, Dallas TX 75212
630-946-8496
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Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 1:11 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Attachments: WD1_GAF Public Comment_2.19.21 w Attachements.pdf

H

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2021 4:39 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Stephanie Champion

E-MAIL: champions@lanwt.org

COMPANY: Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas

ADDRESS: 400 S ZANG BLVD STE 1420
DALLAS TX 75208-6648

PHONE: 4694589009
FAX:

COMMENTS: See attachment




g Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas
hﬁ COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION PROJECT
400 S. Zang Blvd., Ste. 1420, Dallas, Texas 75208
469-458-9009 email: crp@lanwt.org

With CRP offices in Amarillo, Dallas, Fort Worth, and Lubbock

February 19, 2021

Ms. Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Electronic submission at; www14.tceg.texas.gov/epic/eComment/

Re: Public Comments and Request for Notice and Comment Hearing on Draft Federal
Operating Permit 02771: Building Materials Investment Corporation

Dear Ms. Gharis,

Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas’ Community Revitalization Project, the Texas Law
Environmental Clinic and the Environmental Integrity Project submit these comments, request
for extension, and request for hearing on behalf of West Dallas 1, a coalition of West Dallas
residents and neighborhood associations that comprise the residential neighborhoods
immediately adjacent to and surrounding the GAF Materials facility located at 2600 Singleton
Blvd, Dallas Texas 75212. West Dallas 1 and its members object to the renewal of the Building
Materials Investment Corporation’s Title V Operating Permit No. 02771 authorizing the
operation of GAF Materials because it fails to include and assure compliance with all applicable
requirements; fails to include monitoring, reporting and recordkeeping sufficient to assure
compliance; and otherwise fails to meet the requirements of the federal Clean Air Act (CAA).
Additionally, the renewal of Permit 02771 would violate the Civil Rights Act and related
regulations which require the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) to ensure
that the administration of its programs, including its Title V program, does not create disparate
impacts on the basis of race, color or national origin.

I COMMENTERS

West Dallas 1 (WD1) is a coalition of West Dallas residents and neighborhood
associations dedicated to advocating for the protection and preservation of its neighborhoods and
the health and safety of its residents. WD1 members live in close proximity to the asphalt shingle
and coating materials manufacturing facility operated by GAF Materials located at 2600
Singleton Blvd, Dallas TX 75212 and are directly impacted by the harmful emissions of the
facility including sulfur dioxide (SO2) and particulate matter (PM). Numerous members of WD1

Bringing justice to North and West Texans since 1951

L SC l America’s Pactner
for Equal Justice

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION



have regularly observed plumes of air pollution coming from the facility and experience foul
smells on a daily basis, generally in the mornings and evenings.

Esther Villarreal is a member of WD1 who resides at 1907 McBroom Street, Dallas TX
75212, less than a mile from the GAF facility with her husband and three young children. Esther
along with two of her children, ages 5 and 8, suffer from asthma and must keep an Albuterol
“rescue inhaler” nearby at all times. Both children have also experienced respiratory infections
leading to the weakening of their pulmonary function in the past four years. The family has a
nebulizer in their home and use it frequently throughout the year. Pre COVID-19, the family
would frequent the Dallas West Branch Public Library which is located directly adjacent to the
GAF facility on Singleton Blvd. When doing so, they would observe plumes of smoke rising
from the smokestacks as well as gravel and dust being kicked up by vehicles on the property.
They could see and smell the particulate matter in the air around them. It made them
apprehensive about visiting the library as often as they would like to. Esther is also an avid
gardener who grows plants and vegetables and even teaches Forest School to preschoolers in her
extensive home garden. She spends a significant amount of time outdoors while at home and has
grave concerns about the quality of the air in her neighborhood and its effect on her and her
family’s health. As the mother of young children who are high-risk for COVID-19, she is
especially concerned about emissions of particulate matter in her neighborhood that could
exacerbate her family’s respiratory health. She adamantly opposes the renewal of the facility’s
Title V air permit and its continued license to pollute her residential neighborhood.

Aaryaman Singhal is another member of WD1 who resides at 4019 Soloman Drive,
Dallas TX 75212, within 1.2 miles of the facility. He moved to West Dallas two years ago and
immediately noticed the smell of smoke in the early mornings as he would leave his home and
walk to his car. It reminded him of the constant smell of smoke in New Delhi where his family is
from, a city with some of the worst air pollution in the world. The smell also haunts him as he
runs along the Trinity River levees — one of the most iconic running trails in Dallas with some of
the best views of the Dallas skyline. Unfortunately, Aaryaman struggles to enjoy this beloved
outdoor recreational activity because of the constant smell of smoke. He is deeply concerned to
have seen reports of high levels of SOz, PMz s, and other pollutants coming from the GAF facility
in his neighborhood. He strongly opposes the renewal of the facility’s Title V air permit and the
continued authorization of a noxious land use so close to where he lives and recreates.

In addition to Esther and Aaryman, WD1 has numerous other members who are directly
and adversely impacted by emissions from GAF.

IL REQUEST FOR HEARING

WD1 formally requests that TCEQ hold a notice and comment hearing on the draft
permit pursuant to the federal Clean Air Act, its implementing regulations and TCEQ’s Title V
rules.! Residents of West Dallas who are affected by GAF’s emissions, including and especially
those who may not have electronic access or are otherwise unable to easily submit written
comments, request an opportunity to orally present their concerns about the GAF facility to the

142 U.S.C. § 7661a(b)(6); 40 CFR § 70.7(h); 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 122.340
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Commission in person. In addition, WD1 requests that TCEQ coordinate with its members to
determine an appropriate time and place for the hearing and whether language interpretation
services and/or services for the hearing impaired are necessary.

The Clean Air Act requires state Title V programs to provide “an opportunity for public
comment and a hearing.”? The Texas Administrative Code requires that, “[i]f a hearing is
requested by a person who may be affected by emissions from a site regulated under this chapter,
and that request is reasonable, the executive director shall hold a hearing.”3 Here, members of
WD1 who live in close proximity to the GAF facility and who are directly affected by the site’s
emissions, are requesting a hearing and that request is reasonable as further discussed below.

The GAF facility emits an excessive amount of sulfur dioxide (SO) along with large
amounts of particulate matter (PM).* In 2019, the facility emitted over 125 tons of SOz and was
the largest SO polluter in Dallas County.® Short-term SO> exposure is known to have harmful
effects on the respiratory system making breathing difficult and exacerbating the symptoms of
asthma, particularly in children.® High concentrations of SOz in the air lead to the formation of
other sulfur oxides (SOx) which can react with other compounds to form small particles which
contribute to PM pollution.” PM is made up of microscopic solids or liquid droplets so small they
can be inhaled and penetrate the lungs and even enter the bloodstream, causing serious health
problems.® At high concentrations, SOx can also harm plants and trees by damaging foliage and
decreasing growth.

The West Dallas community, especially that immediately adjacent to the GAF facility, is
comprised of mostly low-income, minority households. The population within a 1-mile radius of
the GAF facility is 91% people of color, 73% low-income and 17% linguistically isolated
compared with state averages of 58% people of color, 35% low-income and 8% linguistically
isolated.’ Not only have these communities been historically disproportionately impacted by
environmental injustices but recently by the COVID-19 pandemic as well. As such, they have an
acute and urgent interest in reducing harmful air pollutants in their neighborhoods that adversely
impact respiratory health.

Residents of West Dallas living near the facility who are exposed to its emissions on a
daily basis have an interest in ensuring that GAF’s Title V permit includes all applicable CAA
requirements, including provisions that assure protection of public health and welfare; is
practicably enforceable; and includes sufficient monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting to
assure compliance. Where monitoring in the permit is deficient and thus may lead to inadequate
enforcement of permit requirements, Title V requires that the TCEQ add additional monitoring

242 U.S.C. § 7661a(b)(6)

330 Tex. Admin. Code § 122.340(d)

4+ TCEQ, 2019 Point Source Emissions Inventory, available at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/airquality/point-source-
ei/contaminant-summary-reports

S1d.

6 U.S. EPA, Sulfur Dioxide Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/so2-pollution/sulfur-dioxide-basics.

71d.

8J.S. EPA, Particulate Matter (PM) Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/pm-pollution/particulate-matter-pm-
basics#effects

9U.S. EPA, EJSCREEN Demographic Indicators, available at: https:/ejscreen.epa.gov
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and reporting requirements to assure compliance with applicable emissions limits and
requirements.

III. REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF COMMENT PERIOD

Due to the emergency conditions surrounding the ongoing winter storm and disaster
declaration,'® WD1 requests a reasonable extension of the public comment period. Commenters
and their attorneys, along with millions of Texans across the state, have been without power or
internet access for most of this week and some continue to deal with a lack of access to clean
water. Commenters and attorneys have been unable to communicate with each other or with
TCEQ and unable to obtain documents relevant to their permit review. While we have included
as much substance in these comments as possible under the circumstances, we request the
opportunity to fully develop and detail the draft permit deficiencies we believe will adversely
affect WD1 and its members.

IV. LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

GAF’s Title V air permit renewal is subject to the requirements of the Clean Air Act, its
implementing regulations, and Texas’ applicable statutes and regulations. In addition, GAF’s
permit must comply with the requirements of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and Department of Justice (DOJ) implementing
regulations.

a. Clean Air Act Requirements

The Clean Air Act (CAA) aims to “protect and enhance the quality of the Nation’s air
resources so as to promote the public health and welfare and the productive capacity of its
population.”!! Congress added Title V to the CAA in 1990 to better track and assure compliance
with the CAA and to facilitate enforcement against facilities that do not comply. "2

Every Title V permit must include enforceable emissions limitations and standards “and
such other conditions as are necessary to assure compliance with applicable requirements,”
including monitoring, reporting and recordkeeping requirements.'*> Where necessary, the
permitting agency must supplement direct requirements with additional monitoring, reporting, or
recordkeeping “to assure compliance with the permit terms and conditions.”!*

The TCEQ must assure that each Title V permit it issues complies with Title V of the
CAA, its implementing regulations and the federally-approved state operating permit program
rules."®

10 Office of the Texas Governor, available at:
https://gov.texas.gov/uploads/files/press/DISASTER severe weather FINAL_02-12-2021.pdf
1142 U.S.C. § 740(b)(1)

1242 U.S.C. § 7661c(a)-(c)

1342 U.S.C. § 7661c(a)

1442 U.S.C. § 7661c(c)

1530 Tex. Admin. Code § 122.10-122.606




b. Civil Rights Act Title VI Requirements

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 provides that “[n]o person in the United States
shall, on the grounds of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be
denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving
federal financial assistance.”'® As a recipient of federal funds from the EPA, TCEQ is subject to
the nondiscrimination requirements of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 as well as EPA’s
Title VI regulations.

EPA’s Title VI regulations provide that an EPA aid recipient:

Shall not administer its program in a manner that: 1) has the effect of subjecting
individuals to discrimination because of their race, color, national origin, or sex;
or 2) has the effect of defeating or substantially impairing accomplishment of the
objectives of the program or activity with respect to individuals of a particular
race, color, national origin, or sex.!”

Shall not choose a site or location of a facility that has the purpose or effect of
excluding individuals from, denying them the benefits of, or subjecting them to
discrimination under any program or activity...on the grounds of race, color, or
national origin or sex; or with the purpose or effect of defeating or substantially
impairing the objectives of [these regulations].'®

Shall take affirmative action to provide remedies to those who have been injured
by past discrimination in administering a program. '

TCEQ must comply with the above requirements in administering its Title V permit
program and all other environmental programs.

V. CLEAN AIR ACT DRAFT PERMIT DEFICIENCIES

GAF’s Draft Permit should not be issued as it does not comply with Title V’s minimum
requirements for reasons including the following:

e The failure to include an adequate statement of basis;

e The failure to ensure compliance with all applicable requirements;

e The failure to include adequate monitoring, reporting, and recordkeeping; and

e The failure to include a compliance plan that would prevent the ongoing violations of
General Condition 13 of NSR Permit 7711A.

A. The Draft Permit lacks an adequate Statement of Basis.

16 42 U.S.C. § 2000d
1740 C.F.R. § 7.35(b)

18 40 C.F.R. § 7.35(c)
1940 C.F.R. § 7.35(a)(7)



The Statement of Basis does not adequately describe the facility, each emission unit, its
applicable regulation(s), or the rational for the adequacy of monitoring. Nor does the Statement
of Basis provide the reader enough information to verify the Basis of Determination contained in
the Statement of Basis. More detailed information (including actual construction date) than
provided by the computer-generated Basis of Determination section in the Statement of Basis is
required for a statement of basis that meets Title V requirements and is actually useful to the
public in understanding the draft permit and its incorporated requirements.

B. The Draft Permit fails to ensure compliance with applicable requirements and
fails to include adequate monitoring, reporting, and recordkeeping.

The Draft Permit fails to ensure compliance with all applicable requirements and to
include required monitoring for reasons including those detailed below.

1. The Draft Permit’s incorporation by reference of Permits by Rule (“PBRs”)
is confusing, incomplete, and fails to ensure compliance with permit limits.

A PBR is a standardized permit that may be used to authorize construction of new
facilities or changes at existing facilities. Each PBR is promulgated as a 30 Tex. Admin. Code,
Chapter 106 rule by the TCEQ. PBRs streamline the permitting process, because individual case-
by-case permits needn't be developed for each project authorized under a PBR. Instead, if a
project is authorized under a PBR, the PBR (i.e., the applicable rule) is the permit authorizing
that project. The TCEQ's rules allow PBRs to be used to authorize construction of new emission
units or changes to existing emissions units, so long as these changes comply with the general
requirements for all PBRs, listed at 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 106.4, and the specific requirements
of the claimed PBR.

Emissions from units at the Facility regulated by PBR may cause emissions from the
Facility overall to exceed permit limits. To prevent this eventuality, the Draft Permit must assure
compliance with PBR requirements and emission limits. The Draft Permit must at least identify
the applicable PBR conditions and limits, as well as monitoring and recordkeeping requirements
used to demonstrate compliance with these limits.2’ While EPA has approved the use of
incorporation by reference for permits by rule in Texas, the TCEQ’s method of incorporating
PBRs must “ensure that Title V permits are clear and unambiguous as to how emission limits
[established by PBRs] apply to particular emission units.”?!

a. The Draft Permit fails to provide enough information about how claimed
PBRs apply to GAF’s asphalt plant.

20 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 106.8 requires owners and operators to maintain records demonstrating compliance with
applicable PBR requirements, but does not specify how compliance with such requirements is to be demonstrated.
The Executive Director must revise the Draft Permit to identity the method for determining compliance with each
PBR limit.

21 Order Partially Granting and Partially Denying Petition for Objection to Permit 01498, Petition VI-2007-2
(January 8, 2007) at 6, n.2.



Each Title V permit must include terms and conditions sufficient to assure compliance
with applicable requirements. 42 U.S.C. § 7661c(a). The Draft Permit fails to comply with this
requirement because it fails to identify any units subject to the following incorporated PBRs:
106.227, 106.263, and 106.454. Because the Draft Permit fails to identify the emission units
authorized by and subject to the requirements in these claimed rules, it is completely unclear as
to how the PBR and standard exemptions apply to emission units at GAF’s asphalt plant and
thereby undermines the enforceability of PBR requirements. Objection to Title V Permit No.
02164, Chevron Phillips Chemical Company, Philtex Plant (Aug. 6, 2010) at §7 (draft permit
fails to meet 40 C.F.R. § 70.6(a)(1) and (3) because it does not list any emission units authorized
under specified PBRs); In the Matter of Shell Chemical LP and Shell Oil Co, Order on Petition
Nos. VI2014-04 and VI-2014-05, at 11-15 (Sep. 24, 2015). Moreover, even if an interested party
is able to determine which emission units should be subject to one or more of these PBRs, a
court is unlikely to enforce these requirements, because the Draft Permit fails to identify them as
applicable for any specific emission unit or units at GAF’s asphalt plant. See, United States v.
EME Homer City Generation, 727 F.3d 274, 300 (3d Cir. 2013) (explaining that court lacks
jurisdiction to enforce requirements improperly omitted from a Title V permit). Because this is
so, the Draft Permit fails to identify and assure compliance with all applicable requirements. 42
U.S.C. § 7661c(a).

b. The Draft Permit improperly omits GAF’s certified PBR registration.

Texas’s Chapter 106, Subchapter A rules state that “[a]n owner or operator may certify
and register the maximum emission rates from facilities permitted by rule under this chapter in
order to establish federally-enforceable allowable emission rates which are below the emission
limitations in § 106.4[.]” 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 106.6(a). In cases where an operator certifies
emission rates, “[a]ll representations with regard to construction plans, operating procedures, and
maximum emission rates in any certified registration become conditions upon which the facility
permitted by rule shall be constructed and operated.” Id. at § 106.6(b). These source-specific
PBR emission limits and conditions are applicable requirements that must be included in Title V
permits and Title V permits must include conditions necessary to assure compliance with them.

GAPF’s certified PBR registration number 14740 establishes emission limits substantially
lower than the emission limits in § 106.4(a)(1) and the specific claimed PBRs. The Draft Permit,
however, does not identify GAF’s certified registration as an applicable requirement. This
omission incorrectly suggests that all emission units authorized by PBR(s) may emit up to the
limits specified in § 106.4(a)(1) or the generic limits established by the particular claimed PBRs.
The Draft Permit’s omission of applicable source-specific certified registration requirements is
contrary to 42 U.S.C. § 7661c(a) and renders them unenforceable under the prevailing doctrine
of collateral attack. See United States v. EME Homer City Generation, 727 F.3d 274, 300 (3d
Cir. 2013) (explaining that the Court lacks jurisdiction to enforce a requirement omitted from a
Title V permit).

c. The Draft Permit fails to specify monitoring, testing, and recordkeeping
conditions necessary to assure compliance with applicable PBR
requirements.



Each Title V permit must contain monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting conditions
that assure compliance with all applicable requirements. 42 U.S.C. § 7661c(a) and (c); 40 CF.R.
§ 70.6(a)(3) and (c)(1); In the Matter of Wheelabrator Baltimore (“Wheelabrator Order”), Permit
No. 24-510-01886 at 10 (April 14,2010). Emission limits in NSR permits, including PBRs,
incorporated by reference into the Draft Permit are applicable requirements. 40 C.F.R. § 70.2;
Draft Permit, Special Condition No. 7. The rationale for the selected monitoring requirements
must be clear and documented in the permit record. 40 C.F.R. § 70.5(a)(5); In the Matter of
United States Steel, Granite City Works (“Granite City I Order”), Order on Petition No. V-2009-
03 at 7-8 (January 31, 2011). The Draft Permit is deficient, because it fails to establish
monitoring, testing, and recordkeeping requirements that assure compliance with PBRs and
standard exemptions that it incorporates by reference.

GAF has used the PBR at § 106.183 to authorize emissions from at least four heaters at
its asphalt plant. This PBR establishes total sulfur fuel content limits, 30 Tex. Admin. Code §
106.183(2)(C), and provides that “[a]ll gas fired heaters and boilers with a heat input greater than
ten million Btu per hour ... shall be designed such that the emissions of nitrogen oxides shall not
exceed 0.1 pounds per million Btu heat input.” Id. § 106.183(4). This PBR fails to establish any
monitoring or testing requirements to ensure compliance with the limits and operating
requirements it establishes or the emission limits established by the general PBR rule at § 106.4.

GAF has claimed the PBR at § 106.227 to authorize brazing, soldering, or welding
equipment at its asphalt plant. This PBR provides that such equipment may not emit more than
0.6 tons per year of lead, but it does not include any monitoring or testing requirements to ensure
compliance with this limit or emission limits established by the general PBR rule at § 106.4.

GAF has claimed PBRs at §§ 106.261 and 262 to authorize emissions from EPN
SEALAP, which appears to cover vents at the asphalt plant. See Draft Permit at 12. These PBRs
may be used to authorize a broad range of different projects that result in emission increases for a
broad range of contaminants. These PBRs establish hourly and annual emission limits for
various contaminants, id. at §§ 106.261(a)(2) and (3), 106.262(a)(2), and prohibit visible
emissions exceeding five percent. Id. at §§ 106.261(a)(5), 106.262(a)(5). Unfortunately, the
claimed PBRs do not establish monitoring, testing, or recordkeeping conditions that assure

compliance with applicable PBR-specific emission limits or the emission limits established by
the TCEQ’s general PBR rule at § 106.4.

GAF has claimed PBR § 106.263, which applies to routine maintenance, startup, and
shutdown of emission units and temporary units establishes daily emission limits, id. at §
106.263(d)(1), requires a case-by-case permit for activities that exceed these limits, id. at §
106.263(d)(2), incorporates by reference emission limits and conditions established by various
other PBRs for specific source categories, id. at § 106.263(e)(1)-(5), requires a case-by-case
permit for activities that exceed these limits, id. at § 106.263(e)(6), and incorporates emission
limits listed in § 106.4(a)(1)-(3) in any rolling 12-month period. Id. at § 106.263(f). The Draft
Permit, however, does not specify any units subject to requirements in this PBR. GAF may
intend to use this PBR as a source-wide authorization for planned maintenance, startup, and
shutdown activities. GAF, however, may not use the PBR in this way. PBRs are only available
to authorize construction or modification of facilities that the TCEQ has determined are so small



that they are incapable of significantly affecting air quality. 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 106.1. The
TCEQ has not determined that major source asphalt plants, like the one authorized by the Draft
Permit, are such sources and, accordingly, PBRs may not be used as source-wide authorizations
for GAF’s asphalt plant. Regardless, and while this PBR does require facility owners to retain
records containing sufficient information to demonstrate compliance with applicable emission
limits, id. at § 106.263(g), neither the PBR nor the Draft Permit identify any monitoring or
testing that assures compliance with PBR-specific emission limits or with the emission limits
established by the TCEQ’s general PBR rule at § 106.4.

GAF has claimed the PBR at § 106.474 to authorize emissions from at least eight tanks at
its asphalt plant. This PBR may be used to authorize organic and inorganic loading and
unloading activities identified by the PBR. While these emissions are subject to the emission
limits established by the TCEQ’s general PBR rule, the PBR does not include any monitoring,
testing, or recordkeeping requirements that assure compliance with these limits.

Though the Draft Permit and Texas’s rules require GAF to maintain records
demonstrating compliance with applicable PBR requirements, see, e.g., 30 Tex. Admin. Code §§
106.8(c) and 106.263(g); Draft Permit, Special Condition No. 9, the Draft Permit is deficient
because neither it nor the applicable rules specify the monitoring methods that GAF must use to
assure compliance with applicable PBR requirements. Wheelabrator Order at 10. Instead, the
Draft Permit outsources the TCEQ’s obligation to specify monitoring methods that assure
compliance with each applicable requirement to GAF. Draft Permit, Special Condition No. 9
(establishing a non-exhaustive list of data GAF may consider, at its discretion, to determine
compliance with PBR requirements).

This outsourcing renders the Draft Permit deficient for three reasons: First, the Draft
Permit is deficient because it fails to specify monitoring conditions that assure compliance with
each applicable requirement. Second, the Draft Permit is deficient because the permit record
does not explain how the Draft Permit assures compliance with PBR requirements. Finally, the
Draft Permit is deficient because the Executive Director’s failure to specify monitoring methods
for applicable PBR requirements or to identify the monitoring methods GAF has selected
prevented the public from evaluating whether Title V monitoring requirements have been met.
See In the Matter of United States Steel—Granite City Works (“Granite City II Order”), Order
on Petition No. V-2011-2 at 9- 12 (December 3, 2012) (granting petition for objection because
the “permit fails to specify the monitoring methodology and also fails to provide a mechanism
for review of the methodology by IEPA, the public, and EPA after the permit is issued.”). For
example, Commenters would likely review and challenge monitoring relying upon undefined
engineering calculations to determine compliance without more information about how those
calculations were to be made and evidence that operational conditions presumed by the
calculations are consistent with actual conditions at GAF’s asphalt plant.

2. The Draft Permit fails to establish a schedule for GAF to incorporate its PBR
authorizations into Permit No. 7711A.

In cases where a Title V operator has failed to comply with an applicable requirement,
the requested Title V permit must establish an enforceable schedule for the operator to come into



compliance. 42 U.S.C. §§ 7661b(b)(1), 7661c(a). The Draft Permit is deficient because it fails
to establish a schedule for GAF to comply with State Implementation Plan (“SIP”) provisions
requiring GAF to incorporate certain PBR authorizations into Permit No. 7711A and Special
Condition No. 19, which prohibits the use of PBR (and of Standard Permits) to authorize
changes in representations for the permit site.

The TCEQ’s rule at 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d) allows operators of previously
permitted sources to use PBRs in lieu of a permit amendment or alteration to authorize changes
to the source, so long as the PBRs are incorporated in the existing permit the next time it is
renewed or amended. 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d)(2). As long as the TCEQ allows
major sources of air pollution to use PBRs, compliance with the incorporation requirements is
crucial for three reasons: (1) to clarify the controlling limits for units authorized or partially
authorized by PBR, thereby making the limits enforceable; (2) to prevent circumvention of major
NSR requirements that may be triggered by cumulative increases authorized by multiple PBRs;
and (3) to ensure that cumulative increases authorized by multiple PBRs do not significantly
diminish air quality.

GAF’s certified PBR registration number 14740 specifically required GAF to incorporate
the PBR into Permit No. 7711A when next renewed or amended. (Attachment A), Registration
Letter for Certified PBR Registration No. 14740, Project No. 270215. This registration was
issued in 2017 and was last revised on January 5, 2018. Permit No. 7711A was last amended on
April 20, 2018. See TCEQ’s NSR Permit Tracking Webpage at:
https://www2.tceq.texas.gov/airperm/index.cfm?fuseaction=airpermits.project_report&proj_id=2
82350. GAF failed to incorporate its PBR registration into Permit No. 7711A when it was last
amended. Accordingly, GAF is in violation of 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d)(2) and the
Draft Permit must include a compliance schedule to address this ongoing violation. 42 U.S.C. §§
7661b(b)(1); 7661c(a).

Additionally, GAF has claimed the following unregistered PBRs that may establish limits
for facilities authorized by Permit No. 7711A: 106.227, 106.263, and 106.454. Draft Permit at
48. Commenters are unable to say for certain whether one or more of these PBRs establishes
requirements for facilities authorized by Permit No. 7711A, because the Draft Permit’s New
Source Review Authorization References by Emission Unit table fails to identify any unit
authorized by these claimed PBRs. See Draft Permit at 49-50. If any of these PBRs were
claimed prior to April 20, 2018, GAF’s failure to incorporate them into Permit No. 7711A also
constitutes a violation of 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116116(d)(2).

Commenters are aware that the TCEQ reads its rule at 30 Tex. Admin. Code §
116.116(d)(2) to provide two options for incorporating PBR requirements into previously issued
permits: (1) consolidation by reference and (2) incorporation. Memorandum Re: Revised Permit
by Rule and Standard Permit Consolidation Into Permits, Richard A. Hyde, Director, TCEQ Air
Permits Division (September 26, 2006).22 According to the TCEQ:

22 Available electronically at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/assets/public/permitting/air/memos/pbr_spc06.pdf
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Consolidation of certain PBRs and SPs by reference is mandatory. All SPs and PBRs that
directly affect the emissions of permitted facilities must, at a minimum, be referenced when

a NSR permit is amended. . . . Referencing will not require a best available control
technology (BACT) review but may require an impacts review based on commission
guidance.

Consolidation of all other PBRs and SPs by incorporation is voluntary. If the permit holder
requests incorporation (that is, reauthorization under the permit), PBRs and SPs may be
incorporated but will undergo BACT and impacts review based on commission guidance.
When incorporated into the permit, the original authorization becomes void. The
incorporation of PBRs and SPs requires an amendment, but no additional forms or fees are
required if a complete renewal package with the above information is submitted.

and
PBRs and SPs that are [consolidated by reference] . . . in permits during an amendment or
renewal will remain authorized by the PBR or SP[.] . . . Registrations for these PBRs or
SPs will not be voided.

Id. at 2-3.

This reading of 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d)(2) (“All changes authorized under
Chapter 106 of this title to a permitted facility shall be incorporated into that facility’s permit
when the permit is amended or renewed”) (emphasis added) is facially inconsistent with the rule,
because it makes “incorporation” voluntary. Because 116.116(d)(2) requires PBRs to be
“incorporated” into a controlling permit on renewal or amendment and because the TCEQ’s
guidance interprets “incorporation” as it is used in this rule to mean that PBRs are rolled into a
controlling permit and voided, this process must be mandatory.

Putting aside the problem of the TCEQ’s puzzling equivocation over the meaning of
“incorporation,” the TCEQ’s interpretation of “consolidation by reference” as a substitute for
incorporation is also inconsistent with the Texas Clean Air Act provision that the TCEQ relied
on to promulgate 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d)(2). Tex. Health & Safety Code §
382.0511(a) provides that “[t]he commission may consolidate info a single permit any permits,
special permits, standard permits, permits by rule, or exemptions for a facility or federal source”
(emphasis added). The kind of “consolidation” contemplated by the TCEQ’s guidance is
inconsistent with the Texas Clean Air Act, because it does not consolidate multiple permits “info
a single permit” as the statute requires. The process of consolidating multiple permits into a
single permit, as it applies to 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d)(2) is properly characterized by
the process of incorporation, as described by the TCEQ’s guidance. Thus, under the statute and
the rule, the process of incorporating PBRs into existing permits on amendment or renewal is
mandatory and not voluntary.

Additionally, Special Condition No. 19 of Permit No. 7711A provides that “[t]here shall
be no changes in representations unless the permit is altered or amended.” This condition clearly
prohibits the use of PBRs to make off-permit changes to the source area authorized by Permit
No. 7411A. Accordingly, GAF should not have been allowed to use PBRs to revise
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representations or to authorize construction of new equipment or modifications to existing
equipment at the source area covered by Permit No. 7411A. 30 Tex. Admin. Code §
116.116(d)(1). Accordingly, any construction of new equipment or modifications to existing
equipment that is inconsistent with representations in GAF’s applications for Permit No. 7711A
that has been authorized by PBR violates Permit No. 7711A and the Executive Director must
establish a schedule for GAF to submit an amendment application to authorize such changes
under Permit No. 7011A.

3. The Draft Permit improperly incorporates confidential applicable
requirements.

Each Title V permit must include “enforceable emission limitations and standards,...and
such other conditions as are necessary to assure compliance with applicable requirements of this
chapter, including the requirements of the applicable implementation plan.” 42 U.S.C. §
7661c(a); 40 C.F.R. § 70.6(a). Applicable requirements include requirements in preconstruction
permits issued pursuant to the Texas SIP, like Permit No. 7711A, Standard Permit No. 91414,
Certified PBR Registration No. 14740, and representations establishing GAF eligibility to claim
unregistered PBRs. 40 C.F.R. § 70.2 (defining applicable requirements). The TCEQ’s rule
making application representations enforceable conditions of Texas preconstruction permits is
also an applicable requirement. 40 C.F.R. §§ 52.2270(c) (identifying 30 Tex. Admin. Code §
116.116(a) as part of the Texas SIP), 70.2 (identifying SIP requirements as applicable
requirements for purposes of Title V). EPA’s Title V regulations provide that “[a]ll terms and
conditions in a part 70 permit, including any provisions designed to limit a source’s potential to
emit, are enforceable by the Administrator and citizens under the Act.” 40 C.F.R. § 70.6(b)(1).
Confidential Title V permit terms are not enforceable by members of the public. (Attachment B),
ExxonMobil Objection Order at 4 (“Because the production rates or limitations are confidential,
the public does not know what these applicable requirements are, negating the ability of citizens
to enforce these conditions.”).

Additionally, both Title I and Title V make it clear that applicable requirements,
including federally-enforceable conditions of preconstruction permits, are public information as
a matter of law. Title V specifically provides that “[t]he contents of a permit shall not be entitled
to protection [as confidential information] under section 7414(c) of this title.” 42 U.S.C. §
7661b(e). EPA’s Title I regulations provide that standards or limitations, are not entitled to
confidential treatment. See CAA § 114(c) (“other than emissions data”); 40 C.F.R. §2.301(f).

The Draft Permit is deficient because it improperly incorporates confidential permit
terms. Specifically, Special Condition No. 30 of Permit No. 7711A requires compliance with
material throughput rates and operating parameters listed in confidential file during stack tests.
Though they are not contained on the face of Permit No. 7711A such rates and parameters are
enforceable conditions of Permit No. 7711A. 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(a)(1). See also
Dow Objection Order at 8 (“Therefore, as explained by TCEQ, ‘the permit application, and all
representations in it, is part of the permit when it is issued and as such is enforceable.’””).??
Additionally, the Technical Review Summary for GAF’s certified PBR registration indicates that

23 In the Matter Dow Chemical Co. Dow Salt Dome Operations, Order on Petition No. VI-2015-12 at 8 (February
18, 2020).
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information in the application has been designated confidential and that the emission rate of a
heater authorized under an unregistered PBR is confidential. (Attachment A), Technical Review,
Certified PBR Registration No. 14140, Project No. 270215. The Technical Review Summary for
a GAF’s subsequent application to revise its certified PBR registration also contains confidential
information. (Attachment C), Technical Review, Certified PBR Registration No. 14140, Project
No. 278775. These representations, which establish enforceable operating requirements,
physical operating limits, and calculation procedures that GAF will use to determine compliance
with applicable emission limitations may not be kept confidential. The Executive Director must
revise the Draft Permit to make all applicable requirements publicly accessible.

4. The Draft Permit fails to ensure compliance with the requirements of new
source review permit number 7711A

The Draft Permit does not assure compliance with Special Condition 9 of NSR Permit
7711A: Special Condition 9 of Air NSR Permit 7711A states that “[n]o visible fugitive
emissions from the asphalt processing and asphalt roofing manufacturing operations and
facilities, roads, or travel areas shall leave the property.”?* The Draft Permit and NSR Permit
7711A lack conditions to assure compliance with this requirement. The Draft Permit should be
amended to include monitoring requirements for Special Condition 9. To the extent that Special
Condition 24 is viewed as supplying monitoring requirements for Special Condition 9, those
monitoring requirements are woefully inadequate to prevent fugitive visible emissions from the
Facility and must be strengthened. Similarly, the Draft Permit does not include language
elaborating on exactly what GAF taking “immediate action (as appropriate)” should look like.?®
This permit term is vague and unenforceable, and the Draft Permit must clarify GAF’s
obligations under this Special Condition.

The Draft Permit does not assure compliance with Special Condition 17 of NSR Permit
7711A: Special Condition 17 of Air NSR Permit 7711A states:

[a]ll in-plant roads and areas subject to road vehicle traffic shall be paved with a
cohesive hard surface and cleaned, as necessary, to maintain compliance with the
TCEQ rules and regulations. Unpaved work areas shall be sprayed with water
and/or environmentally sensitive chemicals upon detection of visible PM
emissions to maintain compliance with all TCEQ rules and regulations.

The Draft Permit lacks monitoring provisions to assure compliance with this requirement.
The Draft Permit fails to assure compliance with the requirements of NSR permit 7711a

during Maintenance, Startup, and Shutdown activities. NSR Permit 7711A briefly references
MSS activities, stating:

24 Air NSR Permit 7711A, Special Condition 9.

25 Ajr NSR Permit 7711A, Special Condition 24 (““If visible emissions exceed 30 cumulative seconds in any six-
minute period, the owner or operator shall take immediate action (as appropriate) to eliminate the excessive visible
emissions.”
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Emissions from planned startup and shutdown activities are authorized by this
permit from an amendment approved in June 2013. Maintenance activities are
authorized either under Permit by Rule or claimed under 30 Texas Administrative
Code § 116.119, De Minimis Facilities or Sources. Startup and shutdown
emissions are virtually indistinguishable from production emissions. Although
there may be minor emissions associated with startup and shutdown, emission
factors used to quantify production emissions are considered to have enough
conservatism to include any incidental increases that may be attributed to startup
and shutdown. In addition, emissions from planned startup and shutdown of
combustion units should not result in any quantifiable hourly emissions change
for products of combustion. Although there may be transitional and incidental
spikes before units stabilize during startups (5 to 15 minutes), overall products of
combustion are expected to be within hourly range limits for normal loads during
production operations.?

These conclusory statements cannot substitute for clear requirements applicable during
MSS and adequate monitoring of emissions during MSS. First, neither the relevant language
from the June 2013 permit amendment nor the permit amendment document appears in either the
Draft Permit or either of the Facility’s two active Air NSR Permits. Without the text of the
putative amendment authorizing MSS emissions, West Dallas residents cannot be assured either
that these emissions limitations are sufficient to ensure compliance with applicable permit terms.
Likewise, because there are no additional monitoring requirements associated with MSS
emissions, at least none that are evident in the Draft Permit or two NSR permits, West Dallas
residents cannot be assured that emissions from these frequent events are not in fact burdening
their community with illegal emissions of air pollutants.

Second, the referenced emission factors are not listed anywhere in the Draft Permit or in
either of the two NSR permits. The Draft Permit is incomplete because these emission factors are
not stated or incorporated by reference.

Finally, the fact that during startup the “overall products of combustion are expected to
be within hourly range limits for normal loads during production operations”?’ is an assumption
that neither the Draft Permit nor either NSR permit nor any PBR substantiates. Adequate
monitoring of emissions from the Facility requires adequate monitoring during MSS.

Permit No. 7711A includes several special conditions that appear intended to assure compliance
with permit emission limits and pollution control requirements, but that lack sufficient specificity
to fulfill this objective. Accordingly, the Executive Director must revise the Draft Permit to fill
in gaps left by the language in Permit No. 7711A. See In the Matter of Scherer Steam Electric
Generating Plant, Order on Petition Nos. [V-2012-1, IV-2012-2, IV-2012-3, IV-2012-4, and IV-
2012-5, at 18 (Jan. 31, 2011) (finding that where SIP-approved rule required operators to take
“reasonable precautions” to minimize emissions without specifying which precautions were
required at any particular source, the Title V permit should have established source-specific
requirements to make the SIP rule enforceable).

26 Ajr NSR Permit 7711A, Source Analysis & Technical Review at 3 (March 27, 20183).
27 Id
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Special Condition No. 21, which appears in a permit section entitled “Demonstration of
Continuous Compliance” appears to contemplate the use of stack testing to assure ongoing
compliance with MAERT emission limits for GAF’s thermal oxidizer. The stack testing
requirement, along with temperature monitoring requirements established by Special Condition
Nos. 27, 28 appear to be the only methods Permit No. 7711A requires to assure compliance with
these limits. The stack testing requirement and the temperature monitoring conditions are
deficient for several reasons. Most significantly, the permit fails to actually require GAF to
undergo any future stack testing to determine actual emission rates at the asphalt plant. Reliance
on an unspecified number of stack tests that were performed at an unspecified time cannot assure
ongoing compliance with hourly and annual emission limits for the thermal oxidizer and other
short and long-term control standards established by Permit No. 7711A for the entirety of the
permit term, given that operational conditions at the plant likely varies in ways that affect the
performance of control equipment.?® Additionally, a stack test that occurs less frequently that
once a permit term cannot assure ongoing compliance with MAERT emission limits because it
bears no relation to the relevant compliance periods (annual and hourly). See, e.g., In the Matter
of Northeast Maryland Waste Disposal, Order on Petition No. III-2019-2 at 9 (December 11,
2020) (“An annual stack test alone is insufficient to assure compliance with a 1-hour HCI
emission limit.”). Moreover, the Draft Permit is deficient because the Executive Director has not
provided a reasoned explanation supporting his determination that past stack tests and
temperature monitoring requirements in Permit No. 7711A assure ongoing compliance with
applicable control requirements and MAERT limits for GAF’s thermal oxidizer. Id. at 8-9; see
also, 40 C.F.R. § 70.7(a)(5). Permit No. 7711A is also unclear about which pollutants would be
the subject of any testing required by the Executive Director. Special Condition No. 32 states
that stack testing requested by the Executive Director “may,” but need not include PM, CO, SO.,
NOx, and VOC. If stack testing is necessary to ensure ongoing compliance with MAERT limits
for the thermal oxidizer, GAF’s permit should at least require testing of each pollutant listed in
the MAERT. If the Executive Director believes that testing for one or more such pollutants is
unnecessary, because emission rates of a tested pollutant are a reasonable surrogate for the
emission rate of an untested pollutant, the permit record must provide a reasonable basis for the
Executive Director’s belief. 40 C.F.R. § 70.7(a)(5).

The temperature monitoring requirements at Special Condition Nos. 27 and 28 are also
deficient. Special Condition No. 27 requires GAF to “establish a minimum combustion
temperature using the most recent performance test, manufacturer's Special Conditions Permit
Number 7711A Page 5 recommendations, engineering calculations, and/or historical data.” The
permit, however, does not indicate whether the minimum combustion temperature limit has been
established, and if so, what it is and how it was determined. Combustion temperature is a critical
variable that effects the performance of pollution controls, like thermal oxidizers and flares. The
Draft Permit’s failure to identify the minimum temperature required to ensure GAF’s thermal
oxidizer will continuously achieve the level of performance represented renders it deficient. 42
U.S.C. § 7661c(a). If GAF has established a minimum operating combustion temperature for its
thermal oxidizer, the Draft Permit is still deficient because that limit is not listed in the permit
and members of the public did not have an opportunity to review it and evaluate its sufficiency.

28 This fact is underscored by Special Condition No. 30, which provides that permitted throughput rates and
operating ranges may be modified if the plant cannot perform at maximum rates during a stack test.
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Likewise, Special Condition No. 28 establishes inlet temperature and pressure drop
requirements necessary to assure effective operation of GAF’s Coalescing Filter Mist
Elimination Systems. The Special Condition provides that these requirements are to be
calculated consistent with directives established by EPA’s Part 63 NESHAP regulations. The
Special Condition, however, fails to identify the enforceable inlet temperature and pressure drop
requirements calculated using the calculation methods mandated by federal regulations. These
requirements are applicable requirements that must be included in the Draft Permit. The Draft
Permit’s failure to specify the calculated values makes it impossible for members of the public or
regulators to determine whether they were calculated correctly and to consider whether these
requirements—in conjunction with stack testing and visual monitoring required by the permit—
assure compliance with applicable emission limits and pollution control requirements.
Accordingly, the Draft Permit is deficient. 42 U.S.C. § 7661c(a), (c); 40 C.F.R. § 70.7(a)(5).

5. The Draft Permit does not provide clarity on how the emission units listed in
the Applicable Requirements section correlate to the emission units listed in
the MAERT.

The identifiers of the emissions units with allowable PM emissions specified in the
Maximum Achievable Emission Rate Table (‘MAERT”) do not correlate with the names of
emissions units listed in the Applicable Requirements or Periodic Monitoring sections in the
Draft Permit. For example, the Draft Permit indicates that SOP 60UU-4 (a component of Line 3)
is subject to five separate PM monitoring requirements, as is SOP 60UU-3 (another component
of Line 3); one is a parametric monitoring requirement (temperature of the exhaust of the thermal
oxidizer control equipment), and the other four require PM to be measured using opacity as a
proxy. Neither SOP 60UU-3 or SOP 60UU-4 appears anywhere in the MAERT, though
components of Line 3 not identified anywhere in the Draft Permit do (e.g 26A, Stabilizer Storage
Baghouse A Stack). Likewise, the Unit Summary section of the Draft Permit provides no clarity
on just how the Emission Point Numbers of the MAERT correlate with the Unit/Group/Process
ID Number or SOP Index Numbers of the Draft Permit.

It is not clear how West Dallas residents are supposed to ascertain which emissions units
are subject to which emissions limits, especially in regards to Line 3. Community members
cannot discern whether the components identified in the MAERT are a part of 60UU-4, or vice
versa. Thus, requirements listed as applicable to 60UU-4 in the Draft Permit may or may not be
applicable to the Emission Point Numbers listed in Air NSR Permit 7711A. Basically, there is no
way to tell (even with the Draft Permit and Air NSR Permit 7711A in front of you) how much
PM Line 3 is allowed to emit and specifically how those emissions are monitored. This may
cause failure to ensure compliance with applicable requirements. This error should be remedied
before granting the Draft Permit so that the requirements that are applicable to each emission
point within each emission unit are completely clear.

6. The Draft Permit’s Periodic Monitoring does not ensure adequate
monitoring of PM releases from the Facility’s uncontrolled emissions units.

Title V operating permits must include additional monitoring that yields reliable data
from a relevant time period that are representative of emission units’ compliance with the
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applicable emission limitation or standard for applicable requirements that lack periodic or
instrumental monitoring. The Draft Permit does not do so. West Dallas 1 appreciates that the
TCEQ required at least some additional monitoring of PM emissions from emission units at this
Facility other than the thermal oxidizer control device,? but respectfully contends that daily, if
not hourly, opacity monitoring of these units would better ensure compliance with the underlying
PM emission standards than the current weekly requirement.

The Periodic Monitoring in the Draft Permit requirements are copied verbatim from the
Special Condition section of Air NSR Permit 7711A.%° The underlying opacity monitoring
requirements do not specify a frequency with which monitoring must be undertaken to
demonstrate continuing compliance. The TCEQ opted for weekly measurements, which provide
only an infrequent snapshot into the functioning of different emissions units that are components
of Line 3. While the quarter-hourly parametric monitoring of the thermal oxidizer control device
provides the community assurance that as much PM as possible®! is prevented from leaving the
emission units, weekly opacity measurements from the uncontrolled sources of PM within the
facility are inadequate to demonstrate compliance with the underlying standard. The Draft Permit
can and should be amended to include more frequent opacity monitoring for Line 3.

Likewise, for emission units subject to the emissions and monitoring requirements of the
TAC, the once-per-quarter monitoring of emission units 1-1 and 1-3 (with fabric filter control
equipment), and COOL1 (with no control equipment) is too infrequent. The underlying
regulation does not specify how often opacity monitoring is to occur. West Dallas respectfully
contends that monitoring frequency for the controlled equipment (1-1 and 1-3) be increased to at
least once per week, and monitoring frequency for the uncontrolled equipment (COOL1) be
increased to at least once per day.

C. The Executive director has not demonstrated that negative applicability
determinations listed in the Draft Permit’s Permit Shield are justified.

The Draft Permit includes a permit shield that covers many emission units. According to
the Draft Permit, the Executive Director "has determined that the permit holder is not required to
comply with the specific regulation(s) identified for each emission unit, group, or process" listed
in the permit shield.?? For each such determination, the Draft Permit includes a brief and often
vague statement of the basis of the determination.

EPA has objected to negative applicability determinations where state permitting
agencies fail to properly investigate whether those determinations are appropriate. For example,
EPA has objected to negative applicability determinations based on the construction date of an
emission unit where the permitting agency failed to demonstrate that construction or
modifications to the unit did not occur after the effective date of an otherwise applicable

29 Air NSR Permit 7711A Special Conditions at 3-4; Draft Permit at 32 et seq.

30 Draft Permit at 32 et seq.

31 Air NSR 7711A Permit Amendment Source Analysis and Technical Review, at 2 (“Emissions from the blowing
stills, loading racks, and storage tanks vent to a thermal oxidizer (direct-flame incinerator). The thermal incinerator
has a rated destruction efficiency of 95% for PM/PM10. . ..”).

32 Draft Permit at 44-46.
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regulatory standard.? It is important that the public and federal regulators are able to discern
how the Executive Director decided which conditions to include in a permit shield. If such
conditions are clearly not applicable to this facility, why do they need to be included in the shield
at all? If the shield is being granted based on representations made by GAF, then those
representations should be identified and made enforceable conditions in the Draft Permit. The
Draft Permit and the Statement of Basis are deficient, because they fail to provide meaningful
information demonstrating that the negative applicability determinations listed in the Permit
Shield were properly made.

As EPA has previously explained to the Executive Director in the Title V permitting context:

[B]lanket statements such as those contained in the draft Title V permit and the
accompanying SOB do not meet the permit shield requirements of 40 C.F.R. §
70.6(f) . . . . [Such permits are objectionable], because the permit shield
provisions . . . are only supported by conclusory statements in the SOB. The SOB
fails to provide an adequate discussion of the legal and factual basis for the
determinations made under 40 C.F.R. § 70.6(f) used to support the non-
applicability of those requirements identified in the "Permit Shield" attachment to
the Title V permit.3

To address this deficiency, EPA stated:

the Title V permit renewal application must be revised to include all potentially
relevant facts supporting a request for a determination of non-applicability, and
the SOB must be revised to provide an adequate discussion [of] TCEQ's legal and
factual basis for all determinations of non-applicability for those requirements
identified in the "Permit Shield" attachment to the permit.*®

For example:

[W]hen there is a construction date for which a permit shield applies, the permit
should list the facility's construction start-up date. When a shield applies for tanks
of a specific size, the permit should list the tank sizes of the units in question.*®

The Permit Shield section of the Draft Permit must be edited to assure West Dallas
community members that applicable requirements are not being shirked by the Facility. Also,
language must be added to the Draft Permit stating that the permit shield cannot excuse past
violation to ensure compliance with 40 C.F.R. § 70.6(f)(3)(ii).

33 See, e.g., Objection to Federal Part 70 Operating Permit Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company, Houston Chemical
Plant, TCEQ Permit No. a 1227 (January 8§, 2010).

34 Objection to Federal Part 70 Operating Permit ExxonMobil Corporation, Colonial Storage Facility (March 5,
2010).

35 Id )

36 etter from Carl E. Edlund, P.E., Director, Multimedia Planning & Permitting Division, EPA Region 6 to Richard
Hyde, P.E., Director, Office of Permitting, Remediation, and Registration, TCEQ, Re: Title V Objections (March
18,2011).
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D. The Draft Permit does not adequately recognize or include a compliance plan to
address the nuisances posed to the West Dallas community by the Facility.

General Condition 13 of NSR permit 7711A prohibits GAF from causing or contributing
to a condition of air pollution, which is defined as the emission of air pollutants in such
concentrations as: (1) are or may tend to be injurious to or to adversely affect human health or
welfare, animal life, vegetation, or property; or (2) interfere with the normal use or enjoyment of
animal life, vegetation, or property. Tex. Health & Safety Code § 382.003(3). Yet GAF is a
source of near-constant nuisance in the West Dallas neighborhood, especially to the nearby
multifamily housing blocks, schools, and nursing home.

Residents have not filed complaints with TCEQ because they did not know how to file
such complaints. Despite this, West Dallas residents report regularly seeing and smelling
emissions from the Facility, with waxy black substances frequently building up on outdoor
surfaces and automobiles. NSR permit 7711A states that “[a]n opacity violation or an odor
nuisance condition, as confirmed by the TCEQ or any local air pollution control program with
jurisdiction, may be cause for additional controls.”3” No additional controls, however, have been
required that are sufficient to abate the nuisance. The Draft Permit should be amended to include
a compliance plan to eliminate these nuisance conditions.

VI. CIVIL RIGHTS ACT VIOLATIONS

The issuance of GAF’s Title V permit renewal would result in unjustified, disparate and
serious adverse impacts to minority and low-income populations living near the GAF facility and
perpetuate past discrimination against those who have been historically injured by environmental
harms.

a. The issuance of GAF’s Title V permit would have an adverse impact that
disproportionately affects people of color and people with lower incomes

TCEQ’s approval of GAF’s Title V permit renewal would have a disproportionately
negative impact on people of color, particularly African Americans, by exposing them to harmful
levels of SO2, PM and other emissions. It would also adversely impact households with lower
incomes. The GAF facility is located in Dallas County Census Tract 205 which is a majority-
minority Census tract. Over 60% of the population in Census Tract 205 is Black or African
American and nearly 30% is Hispanic or Latino.*® According to the EPA’s own EJSCREEN tool,
the population within a 1-mile radius of the GAF facility is 91% people of color, 73% low-
income and 17% linguistically isolated.> The percentage of African Americans in the affected
area is nearly triple that of Dallas County and over four times that of the state of Texas.

37 Air NSR Permit 7711A, Special condition 16.

382019 ACS 5-Year Estimates Data Profiles available at:
https://data.census.gov/cedsci/table?g=1400000US48113020500&tid=ACSDP5Y2019.DP05&hidePreview=false
39 U.S. EPA, EJSCREEN Demographic Indicators, available at: https:/ejscreen.epa.gov
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In 2019, GAF was the highest emitter of SO in Dallas County with over 125 tons
emitted and the fourth highest emitter of PMa2.s with 26.31 tons emitted.*? As discussed in more
detail above, short-term SO» exposure is known to have harmful effects on the respiratory system
making breathing difficult and exacerbating the symptoms of asthma, particularly in children.*!
Long-term exposure to petsistent levels of SO2 has been linked to lasting and detrimental
changes to lung function.*? High concentrations of SO in the air also contributes to PM
pollution, small particles which can penetrate the lungs and bloodstream, causing serious health
problems.*

The facility is located within a half mile of two public schools, a daycare center, a public
senior housing development, a church, a public library, a public community center and numerous
single-family residences and small businesses. So not only do the facility’s harmful emissions
adversely affect the minority residents who live in the affected area but all of the residents who
utilize the community amenities, resources and businesses located within the area as well.

b. The issuance of GAF’s Title V permit will have the effect of perpetuating past
discrimination against the residents of West Dallas who have historically borne
disproportionate environmental impacts

Studies have found that communities of color have higher exposure rates to air pollution
than their white, non-Hispanic counterparts** and that landfills, hazardous waste sites and other
industrial facilities are most often located in communities of color.** The West Dallas
community is a prime example of this injustice. West Dallas is home to one of the nation’s
largest Superfund sites created by the RSR lead smelting facility that operated for over 50 years
with impunity, poisoning the air and soil of West Dallas residents for multiple generations.
While the RSR plant was closed in the 1980°s West Dallas remains plagued with environmental
injustices. Even today, West Dallas has the highest concentration of heavy industrial zoning of
any zip code in the City of Dallas and some of the worst air pollution.*® A recent study by UT
Southwestern Medical Center found that there is up to a 15-year difference in life expectancy
depending on the zip code in which one resides in the City of Dallas.*” West Dallas residents are
impacted by the cumulative harmful emissions from numerous industrial operators in the area

40 TCEQ, 2019 Point Source Emissions Inventory, available at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/airquality/point-source-

ei/contaminant-summary-reports
41J.S. EPA, Sulfur Dioxide Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/so2-pollution/sulfur-dioxide-basics

Yus EPA, Integrated Science Assessment for Sulfur Oxides - Health Criteria. EPA/600/R-08/047F (Sept. 2008)
available at:

https://cfpub.epa.gov/ncea/risk/recordisplay.cfm?deid=198843& CFID=67 772989&CFTOKEN=91583296

43 U.S. EPA, Particulate Matter (PM) Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/pm-pollution/particulate-matter-pm-
basicstteffects

4 Center for American Progress, 5 Things to Know About Communities of Color and Environmental Justice (Apr.
2016) available at: https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/race/news/2016/04/25/ 136361/5-things-to-know-about-
communities-of-color-and-environmental-justice/

4 1d.

46 Paul Quinn College, Poisoned by Zip Code,(Spring 2020) available at:

https://static] .squarespace.com/static/Sbf84b434611a034b52113b9/t/Sec5b8a8b4ac6740e2506¢26/1590016170482/
Executive+Summary_V1_R1.pdf

47 UT Southwestern Medical Center, Life Expectancy by ZIP Code in Texas (Feb. 2019), available at:

https://www.texashealthmaps.com/lfex
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including GAF and at least two concrete batch plants, all of which contribute to the degradation
of air quality, human health, and safety in the West Dallas community.

Approving the Draft Permit will have the effect of perpetuating past discrimination
against Black and Latino residents of West Dallas who have historically borne disproportionate
environmental impacts. This adverse and disparate impact is not justified and TCEQ should
require less discriminatory permit conditions.

VII. CONCLUSION

For the aforementioned reasons, the Draft Permit fails to comply with the federal Clean
Air Act and its implementing regulations. The Commission must correct these deficiencies
before the final renewed Federal Operating Permit No. 02771 may be issued. Due to the adverse
impact GAF’s facility is having on West Dallas residents and the ongoing severe weather crisis
and state of disaster, we request additional time to submit further comments and a that notice and
comment hearing be scheduled to allow additional members of the West Dallas community an
opportunity to comment. Should you have any questions about these comments, please call
Stephanie Champion at (469) 458-9009 ext. 8903.

Respectfully,

A7 N

Stephanie Champion

Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas
Community Revitalization Project
400 S. Zang Blvd., Ste. 1420
Dallas, TX 75208

(469) 458-9009 ext. 8903

champions@lanwt.org

Matthew Frederick

Clinic Student

University of Texas School of Law
Environmental Clinic

727 E. Dean Keaton

Austin, TX 78705

Gabriel Clark-Leach
Environmental Integrity Project
1206 San Antonio

Austin, TX 78701
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TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Building Materials Investment Corporation
| GAF Materials

APD Reviewer: | John Gott, P.E.

PBR No(s).: | 106.261, 106.262,
1106.472

A i A R
Reg y RN100788959 roject Type: _ Pe y Rule Application
Customer Reference No.: CN605251487 Date Received by TCEQ: June 7, 2017
City/County: Dallas, Dallas County Date Received by Reviewer: June 12, 2017
Physical Location: 2600 Singleton Bivd

DRMAT

Er ! 5 o L 0 e :
Responsible Official/ Primary Mr. Bruce Dahigren i 4) 637-8970 Email: BDAHLGREN@GAF.CO
Contact Name and Title: Plant Manager Fax No.: (214) 637-5202 M
Technical Contact/ Consultant Mr. Kevin Bush Phone No.: (214) 637-8933 Email: KBUSH@GAF.COM
Name and Title: Environmental Engineer Fax No.: (214) 637-5202

Is X Confidential version of PBR submittal.
Has the PBR fee been paid? X
Is this registration certified? X
Is this an APWL site? X
Are there any upstream or downstream affects associated X All emissions are included.
with this registration?
Is planned MSS included in the registration? X
Are there affected NSR or Title V authorizations for the X If yes, what is the number(s): NSR 7711A, 0-2771
project?
Is each PBR > 25/250 tpy? X
Are PBR sitewide emissions > 25/250 tpy? N/A N/A | Site has been to public notice.
Are there permit limits on using PBRs at the site? X
Is PSD or Nonattainment netting required? X
Do NSPS, NESHAP, or MACT standards apply to this X
| registration?
Does NOx Cap and Trade apply to this registration? X
Is the facility in compliance with all other applicable rules and X
regulations?

 DES %  OVERALL PROCESS A \. L f..”n«-.. - _ . !

Building Materials Investment Corporation doing business as GAF Materials Corporation (GAF) owns and operates asphalt roofing production facility
located in Dallas, Texas (Dallas Plant). Operations at GAF Dallas Plant are authorized under New Source Review (NSR) Permit No. 771 1A,
Standard Permit No. 91414 and several non-registerable Permits by Rule (PBRs).

| DESCRIB OJECT A VOLVED SE
GAF has certified the emissions under PBR106.261, 106.262 an z pp! yS

3 sealant run tank, associated self-seal applicator, laminate self-seal applicator, asphalt fume filter and a Heatec heater. The Heatec heater is
authorized under PBR 106.183 which does not require registration.

G

Self-seal asphalt based dots are applied to the asphalt roofing sheets before they are cut into shingles and automatically packaged. Adhesive stripes
are applied to the laminated shingles in Line 3 before the shingles are cut and packaged. As part of this project, GAF is planning to install Line 3
sealant application system to apply self-seal asphalt and laminate self-seal asphalt to the asphalt roofing sheets. The proposed Line 3 sealant
application system includes one new Line 3 sealant run tank, associated self-seal applicator, laminate self-seal applicator, asphalt fume filter and a
Heatec heater. The company is claiming all emissions under PBR 106.261 and 106.262. The company is using the TCEQ memo by Mr. Richard
Hyde dated September 1, 2006 to construct the sealant run tank under PBR 106.472 (1) while the emissions are approved under PBR 106.261 and
106.262.

The emissions from the Line 3 sealant run tank, associated self-seal applicator, laminate self-seal applicator will be controlled by Line 3 Mist
Elimination System (Emission Point Number [EPN]: CFL2). The Line 3 Mist Elimination System is a filter system that controls the asphalt fumes from
the Line 3 sealant run tank, associated self-seal applicator, and laminate self-seal applicator. GAF does not expect any increase in actual emission
increases from upstream or downstream processes as a result of the proposed project.

The Heatec heater is used to provide heat required by the Line 3 sealant application system, and the heater is authorized under PBR 106.183. The
Dallas Plant maintains onsite documentation and as such, emissions associated with this heater are not included in this PRB registration. The
natural gas heater has less than 1 tpy for each criteria pollutant emissions.  The company submitted the emission rates as confidential.




TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

| 147140 pany Name: |Building Materials Investment Corporation
| GAF Materials

| John Gott, P.E.

- |106.261, 106.262,
1106.472

P % 262 Compliance Demonstration
The emission point(s) associated with the facilities or changes to facilities are located at least 100 ft from the nearest off-site receptor.
The total new or increase emissions will comply with the applicable hourly and annual emission limits as represented in the table below.
There are no changes to or addition of any pollution abatement equipment.

Visible emissions to the atmosphere, from any point or fugitive source, do not exceed 5.0 % opacity in any six-minute period.
This registration is not for authorization for construction or to change a facility authorized under another section of this chapter or under
standard permit.

§106.472 (March 14, 1997 amended September 4, 2000)
Liquid loading or unloading equipment for railcars, tank trucks, or drums; storage containers, reservoirs, tanks; and change of service of material
loaded, unloaded, or stored is permitted by rule, provided that no visible emissions result and the chemicals loaded, unloaded, or stored are limited
as cited by the company to:

(1) the following list: asphalt, resins, soaps lube ails, fuel oils, polymers, detergents, lube oil additives, vegetable oils;

(2) water or wastewater;

(3) aqueous salt solutions;

(4) aqueous caustic solutions, except ammonia solutions;

(5) inorganic acids except oleum, hydrofluoric, and hydrochloric acids;

(6) aqueous ammonia solutions if vented through a water scrubber;

(7) hydrochloric acid if vented through a water scrubber,

(8) acetic acid if vented through a water scrubber; and

(9) organicliquids having an initial boiling point of 300 degrees Fahrenheit or greater.

T bn . By
ission:

0.050273 0.1900729

0.00166

4.38
OTAL VOC EMISS P 0.05* 0.19*
of VOC in the ESTIMATED EMISSIONS block below and are

| Time Name/Compa - 1 ,
6-15-2017 To: Mr. Kevin Bush Voicemail- | need the emissio
unregistered PBR 183.
6/15/2017 1617 Fm: Lele Bao lbao@trinityconsultants.com | Email--please find attached the emission calculation for the Line 3
972-661-8100 Heatec Heater that includes the heater size and hours of operations for
the proposed Line 3 Sealant Application System project.
7/11/2017 1500 To: Lele Bao, 972-661-8100 Discussed the asphalt. Is it blown asphalt or virgin asphalt?
711112017 1642 Fm: Lele Bao Ibao@trinityconsultants.com | Email-Thanks for the time to discuss the asphalt question this afternoon.
972-661-8100 The laminate sealant is approximately 90% blown asphalt and 10%
polymer modified asphalt. The self-seal sealant is laminate sealant
blended with approximately 20% limestone.

Tos/hr

CFL2/ Line Sealant <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01 | 0.01 | <0.0 <0.01
System- Mist Elimination
System




TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Building Materials Investment Corporation

| GAF Materials

John Gott, P.E.

106.261, 106.262,
106.472

Site Review Requlre? ,

6/15/2017

John C. Gott, P.E.

PBR Distance Limits Met?

X The company claims that 110’ exists to the nearest
property line and 450’ to the nearest off-property structure.

6/15/2017 John C. Gott, P.E.

SIGNATURE:

PRINTED NAME:

Mr. John Gott, P.E.

Sushil Gautam, Ph.D.

Mr. Samuel Short, Mgr.

DATE:

June 15, 2017

June 19, 2017

July 12, 2017
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January 23, 2020

Ms. Tonya Baer, Deputy Director

Office of Air

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (MC 122)
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Re:  Objection to Title V Permit No. 02269
ExxonMobil Corporation, Baytown Chemical Plant
Harris County, Texas

Dear Ms. Baer:

This letter is in response to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) submittal
to our office containing the proposed renewal of the Title V permit for the ExxonMobil Baytown
Chemical Plant referenced above. TCEQ indicated in the cover letter of the submittal that EPA’s 45-day
review period would begin on December 10, 2019, and end on January 24, 2020. We have reviewed the
proposed title V permit action including TCEQ’s response to comments and Statement of Basis. In
accordance with 40 CFR § 70.8(c) and 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(1), EPA is objecting to the proposed
permitting action. Section 505(b)(1) of the federal Clean Air Act (Act) requires EPA to object to the
issuance of a proposed Title V permit during its 45-day review period if EPA determines that the permit
is not in compliance with applicable requirements of the Act or requirements under 40 CFR Part 70.
The Enclosure to this letter provides the specific reasons for each objection and a description of the
terms and conditions that the permit must include to respond to the objections.

Section 505(c) of the Act and 40 CFR § 70.8(c)(4) provide that if the permitting authority fails,
within 90 days of the date of the objection, to submit a permit revised to address the objections, then
EPA will issue or deny the permit in accordance with the requirements of 40 CFR Part 71. Because the
State must respond to our objection within 90 days, we suggest that the revised permit be submitted with
sufficient advance notice so that any outstanding objection issues may be resolved prior to the expiration
of the 90-day period.

This paper is printed with vegetable-oil-based inks and is 100-percent postconsumer recycled material,
chlorine-free-processed and recyclable



We are committed to working with the TCEQ to ensure that the final title V permit is consistent
with all applicable title V permitting requirements and the EPA approved Texas Title V air permitting
program. If you have questions or wish to discuss this further, please contact Cynthia Kaleri, Air Permits

Section Chief at (214) 665-6772, or Aimee Wilson, Texas Permit Coordinator at (214) 665-7596. Thank
you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,
1/23/2020

X David F Garcia

Signed by: DAVID GARCIA
David F. Garcia, P.E.
Director

Air & Radiation Division

Enclosure

cc:  Baytown Chemical Plant Site Manager
ExxonMobil Corporation

Mr. Sam Short, Director
Air Permits Division
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (MC-163)



Objections to Title V Permit 02269

1. Objection to Improperly Incorporating Confidential Operational Limits and Emission
Calculations. The proposed title V permit incorporates by reference NSR permits 96220, 28441,
and 8586. Each of these NSR permits contains special conditions which references confidential
information submitted in permit applications.

e NSR permit 96220 includes references to the initial permit application’s confidential file
dated November 2011 at special conditions 4(A), 11, and 12. Special Condition 4(A) in
permit 96220, establishes a production rate for polymer production. Special Condition 11 in
permit 96220, enforces a limitation on the products to be stored in seven storage tanks.
Special Condition 12 in permit 96220, enforces a limitation on the products to be loaded and
unloaded at three loading racks.

e NSR permit 28441, at Special Condition 4, references confidential information contained in
the associated August 2014 permit amendment application. Special Condition 4 in permit
28441 establishes an operational production limitation on the Toluene Disproportionation
Unit.

e NSR permit 8586, at Special Condition 4, references confidential information contained in
the associated February 2003 application. Special Condition 4 in NSR permit 8586 provides
an operational limitation on the production rates of polypropylene for all production lines.

The Clean Air Act (“CAA”) limits the types of information that may be treated as confidential in a
title V permit, and therefore withheld from the public. In this instance, NSR applications containing
confidential information have been incorporated into corresponding NSR permits and, in turn, are
now incorporated by reference into the proposed title V permit as a term of that permit. As a general
matter, some information may be protected as a trade secret under section 114(c) of the CAA. 42
U.S.C. § 7414(c). However, the CAA specifically limits this protection: “The contents of a [title V]
permit shall not be entitled to [confidential] protection under section [114(c)].” 42 U.S.C. §
7661b(e). Regarding the contents of a title V permit, the CAA further requires that “Each permit
issued under this subchapter shall include enforceable emission limitations and standards, ... and
such other conditions as are necessary to assure compliance with applicable requirements ....” 42
U.S.C. § 7661c(a). EPA regulations further require that the contents of a title V permit include
“emissions limitations and standards, including those operational requirements and limitations that
assure compliance with all applicable requirements at the time of permit issuance.” 40 C.F.R.
§70.6(a)(1). Further, “terms and conditions in a part 70 permit... are enforceable by the
Administrator and citizens under the Act.” 40 C.F.R. §70.6(b)(1). Additionally, information which is
considered emission data, as well as standards or limitations, are also not entitled to confidential
treatment. See CAA § 114(c) (“other than emissions data™); 40 C.F.R. §2.301(f).

The EPA has previously evaluated the use of confidential requirements in permits issued by TCEQ.
See In the Matter of ExxonMobil Corporation, Baytown Refinery, Order on Petition No. VI-2016-14
(April 2, 2018) (Baytown Order). In granting that petition, the EPA acknowledged that a potential
conflict exists between TCEQ’s regulatory scheme and the CAA mandate that does not afford
confidential protections to the contents of a permit.

Here, the confidential information that is referenced in NSR permits 96220, 28441, and 8586 and
subsequently incorporated into the proposed title V permit establishes binding requirements
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governing operations of the plant related to production limits of various products. Since the
limitations from the NSR permits and associated applications are incorporated into the proposed title
V permit, these production rates would be part of the contents of the title V permit. Therefore, for
purposes of title V permitting, they are not entitled to protection as confidential pursuant to CAA

§ 503(e). Further, since these limitations on production are applicable requirements for purposes of
title V, they must be enforceable by citizens in addition to the EPA. See CAA § 504(a); 42 U.S.C. §
7414(b)(2); id. § 7604(a)(1), ()(4). Because the production rates or limitations are confidential, the
public does not know what these applicable requirements are, negating the ability of citizens to
enforce these conditions. TCEQ asserts that according to the Texas Health & Safety Code § 382.041
that as an agent of the commission they “may not disclose information submitted to the commission
relating to secret processes or methods of manufacture or production that is identified as confidential
when submitted.” The Texas Health & Safety Code § 382.041 cannot override 503(e) of the CAA.
The CAA states that permit terms of the title V permit cannot be withheld from the public. TCEQ
failed to provide a sufficient response to comments received on this issue by failing to adequately
explain why the claimed confidential information does not establish binding, enforceable permit
terms (or other information necessary to assure compliance with a permit term). Since these special
conditions are incorporated by reference into the title V permit, they appear to be “contents of a [title
V] permit” and therefore ineligible for confidential treatment.

In addition, while EPA was in the process of reviewing PBR registrations applicable to ExxonMobil
Baytown Chemical Plant, we identified PBR applications which had the emission calculations
marked as confidential and these PBR applications were for registering the PBR establishing
federally enforceable emission limits, and thus incorporated by reference into the title V permit. The
following PBR registrations establishing federally enforceable emission limits had the emission
calculations identified as confidential on the application (identified by registration and PBR rule
number): 39070 (106.262), 50952 (106.261 and 106.124), 74542 (106.261), 83400 (106.261 and
106.262), 151078 (106.261 and 106.262), 151047 (106.261 and 106.262), 151017 (106.261 and
106.262), 149708 (106.261 and 106.262), 148321 (106.261 and 106.262), 148861 (106.261 and
106.262), 148600 (106.261 and 106.262), 148594 (106.261 and 106.262), 147480 (106.262), 147270
(106.261 and 106.262), 145967 (106.262), 145938 (106.261), 144055 (106.261 and 106.262),
144054 (106.261 and 106.262), 143521 (106.261 and 106.262), 138869 (106.261 and 106.262),
141229 (106.261 and 106.262), 140847 (106.262), 139477 (106.261 and 106.262), 138601 (106.261
and 106.262), 136257 (106.261 and 106.262), 136019 (106.262), 136006 (106.261 and 106.262),
135448 (106.262), 134883 (106.261 and 106.262), 132686 (106.261 and 106.262), 131804 (106.261
and 106.262), 131373 (106.261), 131037 (106.261, 106.262, and 106.478), 130000 (106.261 and
106.262), 129961 (106.262), 129931 (106.261 and 106.262), 126098 (106.262), 124201 (106.262
and 106.472), 124055 (106.261 and 106.262), 124140 (106.262), 123832 (106.261 and 106.262),
123403 (106.261 and 106.262), 123247 (106.262), 122827 (106.261 and 106.262), 122598 (106.261
and 106.262), 151221 (106.261), 153201 (106.261 and 106.262), and 151078 (106.261 and
106.262). The emissions calculations in the PBR registrations are emissions data under CAA 114(c)
and 40 C.F.R. § 2.301(a)(2)(i)(B) and should not be treated as confidential. TCEQ should evaluate if
the emission calculations that support the enforceable limits established in the PBR registration are
emissions data.

For each of these issues—the claimed confidential information in the title V permit and the claimed
confidential emissions calculations—TCEQ should conduct a reevaluation to ensure that this
information is neither part of the title V permit, establishing binding, enforceable permit terms, nor
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considered emissions data for purposes of CAA 503(e) and 40 C.F.R. § 2.301(a)(2)(i)(B). If TCEQ
can establish that this information is not part of the title V permit operational limit or emissions data,
TCEQ will still need to establish the basis or details in the permit record for why it is not necessary
to enforce these as a term or condition of the title V permit.

2. Objection for Failure to Include all Applicable Requirements. The proposed title V permit fails
to meet the requirements of CAA § 504(a) for “(e)ach permit issued under this subchapter shall
include enforceable emission limitations and standards, . . . and such other conditions as are
necessary to assure compliance with applicable requirements of this chapter, including the
requirements of the applicable implementation plan.” TCEQ’s definition of “applicable
requirement” (found at 30 TAC § 122.10(2)) includes an extensive list of federal and state
provisions. Minor NSR permits and Permits by Rule (PBRs) are included in TCEQ’s definition of
applicable requirement and are applicable requirements as defined under 40 CFR § 70.2. TCEQ’s
response to a comment on this issue did not fully respond to the public comment received and was
not entirely correct, as explained in more detail below.

The proposed title V permit does not contain enough information to clearly identify if all applicable
requirements have been included in the title V permit. The table New Source Review Authorization
References lists the following PBR authorizations as applicable requirements: 106.122, 106.183,
106.261, 106.262, 106.263, 106.264, 106.266, 106.371, 106.478, and 106.512. The proposed title V
permit does not list any emission units to be authorized under PBR 106.122, 106.183, 106.266,
106.371, or 106.512 and does not identify, in the statement of basis, that these PBRs only apply to
insignificant units.

PBRs 106.261, 106.262, 106.263, 106.478, and 106.512 require registration. The TCEQ database'
shows over 50 PBR registrations each for PBRs 106.261 and 106.262. There are entries in the permit
associated with emission units, but it is unclear if all are represented since not all have the
registration number identified. The database shows two registrations for PBR 106.478, but only one
is identified with an emission unit and it does not include the registration number. In the Motiva
Order, signed May 31, 2018, and the ExxonMobil Baytown Refinery Order, signed April 2, 2018, we
granted a petition for an objection on facts closely resembling this type of incorporation by reference
issue. In those orders, EPA objected because the “Permit contains no direct reference to certain
source-specific requirements (e.g., certified emission limits) derived from registered PBRs, it is not
clear that the Permit currently includes or incorporates all requirements that are applicable to the
facility, as required by the CAA, the EPA’s regulations.” ExxonMobil Baytown Refinery Order at
22; Motiva Order at 30. Notably, the EPA and TCEQ also agreed as part of the Operating Permits
Program approval process that "PBRs will be cited to the lowest level of citation necessary to make
clear what requirements apply to the facility." See 66 Fed Reg. 63322 n.4. (December 6, 2001). This
agreement is evident in TCEQ's regulations approved by the EPA. See 30 TAC 122.142(b)(2)(B)(i)
("Each permit shall also contain specific terms and conditions for each emission unit regarding the
following: ... the specific regulatory citations in each applicable requirement or state-only
requirement identifying the emission limitations and standards."). This is also consistent with the
EPA's longstanding position that materials incorporated by reference must be clearly identified in the
permit. See, e.g., White Paper Number 2 at 37 ("Referenced documents must also be specifically
identified.”) Pursuant to 40 CFR § 70.8(c)(1), EPA objects to the issuance of the proposed title V

1 https://www.tceq.texas.gov/permitting/air/nav/air_status_permits.html
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permit since it is not in compliance with the requirements of CAA § 504(a) and 40 CFR § 70.6(a)(1)
& (3). In responding to this objection, the TCEQ should identify which PBRs apply to which
emission units or process areas, and which PBRs apply generally or site-wide to the facility or only
to insignificant units. Once TCEQ identifies which PBRs apply to which emission units, TCEQ
should revise the permit and/or the permit record to ensure the permit itself is clear as to this point.
TCEQ should also ensure that the title V permit includes all current PBRs authorized at the source
and that it does not reference minor NSR permits or PBRs that are no longer applicable. TCEQ had
initially proposed changes to their OP-REQ! form of their title V permit application to include an
additional table for applicants to fill out that would identify registered/certified PBRs, PBRs that
were claimed as site-wide, and those PBRs which were claimed for insignificant emission units.
EPA encourages TCEQ to reconsider these changes as were proposed in their June 13, 2018 letter to
EPA, Re: Executive Director’s Response to EPA Objections Regarding Permits by Rule.

EPA has discovered that ExxonMobil has requested that several registered PBRs and Standard
Exemptions (SEs) be incorporated by consolidation into NSR permit 20211 upon issuance of its
renewal. The renewal application for NSR permit 20211 was submitted to TCEQ on December 23,
2016. The renewal of the NSR permit has not been issued and it is premature not to include the
PBRs and Standard Exemptions from the title V permit at this time. Once TCEQ consolidates by
incorporating the PBRs and Standard Exemptions into the NSR permit and voids the PBR’s and
SE’s, then their removal from the title V permit could be warranted after that process is completed.
At this time, none of the PBRs that have been proposed to be consolidated into NSR permit 20211
are listed in the title V permit. Once NSR permit 20211 is issued, ExxonMobil should submit a
minor revision application for the title V permit upon the issuance of the renewal for NSR permit
20211. The following PBRs are shown to be consolidated by incorporation into the renewal of NSR
permit 20211:

e PBR 106.261, registrations 102554, 123403, 41621, 43766, 52417, 71653, 75416, 76270,
and 87877

e PBRs 106.262, registrations 123403. 43700, 48743, 76179, 76270, 79993

PBR 106.264, registrations 102544, 102545, 102549, 102550, 102551, 102552, 102553,

102558

PBR 106.478, registration 39479

PBR 106.533, registrations 39222, 71466

Standard Exemption 76, registrations 103414, 103151

Standard Exemption 46, registration 103165

Standard Exemption 51, registration 22750

Standard Exemption 86, registrations 22764, 22765, 22766, 34349

Standard Exemption 87, registration 23981

Standard Exemption 106 registrations 103133, 103152, 103159, 103167, 103170, 103175,

103179, 23448, 31854, 32592, 34522, 34849

e Standard Exemption 118 registration 23260, 23989, 31317, 34522, 34849

e Standard Exemption 7, registration 103178

e Standard Exemptions without a rule specified, registrations 14744, 14948, 14949, 15786

An update to the renewal application submitted on November 16, 2018, indicates that PBR
registration 152890 (PBRs 106.261 and 106.262) for unit ID BTCPFUG and PBR registration
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153201 (PBRs 106.261 and 106.262) for unit ID FS12 were to be added to the title V permit. The
EPA has been unable to find these registration numbers in the proposed title V permit. In addition,
Standard Permit 117789 was added to the title V permit but was not identified as being associated
with any emission unit. It appears that standard permit 117789 should be included as an NSR
authorization for RHB Fugitives (FGRHB). TCEQ should ensure that all applicable requirements are
identified in the title V permit as requested by the applicant.

A review of the TCEQ NSR database shows that the following permits (with issuance dates prior to
the title V renewal application) appear to be effective and are not identified in the title V permit
(identified below by PBR/SE rule number and registration number): SE 76 (25071), SE 76 (25944),
SE 75 (26135), SE 27 (103169), SE 76 (32622), SE 76 (103141), SE 76 (103147), SE 106 (33518),
SE 106 (103134), SE 76 (103139), PBR 106.262 (35507), PBR 106.261 (102559), PBR 106.261 and
106.262 (36806), PBR 106.264 (102557), PBR 106.512 (38991), PBR 106.261 (38990), PBR
106.262 (39020), PBR 106.262 (39070), PBR 106.261 (39364), PBR 106.262 (39823), PBR 106.262
(39822), PBR 106.261 and 106.262 (40139), PBR 106.262 (40429), PBR 106.262 (40627), PBR
106.264 (102548), PBR 106.261 (45380), PBR 106.183 (45876), PBR 106.373 (102547), PBR
106.264 (102546), PBR 106.433 (50951), PBR 106.261 (51028), PBR 106.433 (52624), PBR
106.262 (53222), PBR 106.493 (55061L001), PBR 106.124 (55900), PBR 106.124 (70174), PBR
106.262 (71881), PBR 106.261 (72234), PBR 106.261 (74542), PBR 106.262 (124140), PBR
106.216, 106.262, and 106.478 (131037), and PBR 106.261 and 106.262 (144055). If these permits
are still effective and are applicable requirements, they should be included in the title V permit.
Please verify whether these PBRs have either been consolidated by reference or consolidated by
incorporation into an NSR permit, or whether they should be included in the title V permit.

In addition, the EPA does not agree with the TCEQ's interpretation that White Paper Number 1 and
White Paper Number 2 support the practice of not listing in the title V permit those emission units to
which generic requirements apply. As both White Papers state, such an approach is only appropriate
where the emission units subject to generic requirements can be unambiguously defined without a
specific listing and such requirements are enforceable. See, e.g., White Paper Number 1 at 14; White
Paper Number 2 at 31. Thus, not listing emission units for PBRs that apply site-wide or only to
insignificant units may be appropriate in some cases. However, for other PBRs that apply to multiple
and different types of emission units and pollutants, the proposed title V permit and the final title V
permit should specify to which units and pollutants those PBRs apply. Further, PBRs are applicable
requirements for title V purposes. The TCEQ’s interpretation of how White Paper Number 1 and
White Paper Number 2 would apply to insignificant emission units does not inform how PBR
requirements must be addressed in a title V permit. See, e.g., 30 TAC 122.10(2)(H). The TCEQ
should provide a list of emission units for which only general requirements are applicable, and if an
emission unit is considered insignificant, it should be identified in the Statement of Basis as such.
Further, if a PBR only applies to insignificant units, it should also be identified in the Statement of
Basis as such. The TCEQ must revise the permits accordingly to address the ambiguity surrounding
PBRs.

3. Objection to the Lack of Assurance to Comply with Emission Limits and Operating
Requirements. Commenters identified the following PBRs as not having monitoring or testing
methods identified that assure compliance with applicable emission limits and operating
requirements: 106.122, 106.183, 106.261, 106.262, 106.263, 106.264, 106.371, 106.472, 106.473,
and 106.511. In responding to comments, TCEQ explained that PBRs were approved as part of the
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Texas SIP under 30 TAC Chapter 106, Subchapter A, and are applicable requirements as defined by
the Texas operating permit program under 30 TAC Chapter 122. RTC Response 9. TCEQ stated in
their response to public comments, “Any challenges to the validity of an NSR permit or PBR,
including whether it is federally enforceable, references confidential information, or any other
comment regarding the completeness or content of the NSR permit; should have been raised or
should be raised through the appropriate NSR permit process. It is not appropriate for Commenters
to attempt to challenge these issues in a Title V permit action”. This response was given in response
to multiple comments with TCEQ citing the PacificCorp-Hunter (Hunter) Order at 8, 13-18; Big
River Steel Order at 8-9, 14-20; and the ExxonMobil Baytown Olefins Plant Order at 14. See
response to comments at Response 1, 3, 4, 8, and 9. This is a misinterpretation by TCEQ of the
PacifiCorp-Hunter Order (Petition No. VIII-2016-4, Order issued October 16, 2017). As the EPA
has previously explained, “claims concerning whether a title V permit contains enforceable permit
terms, supported by monitoring [recordkeeping, and reporting] sufficient to assure compliance with
an applicable requirement or permit term (such as an emission limit established in a [NSR] permit),
are properly reviewed during title V permitting. The statutory obligations to ensure that each title V
permit contains ‘enforceable emission limitations and standards’ supported by ‘monitoring . . .
requirements to assure compliance with the permit terms and conditions,” 42 U.S.C. § 7661c(a), (c),
apply independently from and in addition to the underlying regulations and permit actions that give
rise to the emission limits and standards that are included in a title V permit.” See South Louisiana
Methanol Order at 10; Yuhuang II Order at 7-8; PacifiCorp-Hunter Order at 16, 17, 18, 18 n.33, 19;
Big River Steel Order at 17, 17 n.30, 19 n.32, 20. Therefore, regardless of the monitoring,
recordkeeping, and reporting initially associated with a minor NSR permit or PBR, TCEQ has a
statutory obligation independent of the process of issuing those permits to evaluate monitoring,
recordkeeping, and reporting in the title V permitting process to ensure that these terms are sufficient
to assure compliance with all applicable requirements and title V permit terms. Sierra Club v. EPA,
536 F.3d 673 (D.C. Cir. 2008); see Motiva Order at 25-262

Below are the specific concerns associated with the title V permit incorporating individual PBRs by
reference:

e PBR 106.122 Bench Scale Laboratory Equipment— permit does not specify any
monitoring and testing methods that assure compliance with the emission limits assumed
under 106.4. This PBR is a “one-liner” that TCEQ has identified in previous
correspondence to EPA on June 13, 2018 as being for insignificant emission units.

e PBR 106.183 Boilers, Heaters, and Other Combustion Devices — permit does not specify
any monitoring or testing requirements that assure compliance with emission limits and
operating requirements established in the PBR. PBR contains an operational limit on the
hours per year the unit can be fired and the fuel used. It also establishes a nitrogen oxide
limit of 0.1 pounds per million Btu heat input in addition to the emission limits assumed
under 106.4. This PBR requires registration. The PBR was registered on October 23,
2000 and given permit number 45876 by TCEQ. The permit files for this permit
authorization are not available electronically from TCEQ’s Central File Room Online.
According to the permit entry on the TCEQ site all we know about this authorization is
that it is apparently for the synthesis gas unit and assumed to limit standby mode to 330

2TCEQ’s argument that EPA’s interpretation in Hunter and Big River Steel makes it inappropriate to consider whether
information be kept confidential is likewise misplaced. Nothing in Hunter or Big River Steel reached that issue. As explained
above in Objection 1, the CAA is clear regarding the requirements for information to be publicly available and nothing in
Hunter or Big River Steel even purported to change that.
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days/year. The EPA assumes that this PBR authorization is for Air Preheater 1106
(F1106SG) and/or Air Preheater 1206 (F1206SGU). Both of these emission units are in
NSR permit 36476/PSDTX996M 1. However, the NSR permit does not indicate that there
is a limit on the days the unit can be in standby mode. Further, it may be that the limit
applies to both units combined. It is impossible to know how PBR 106.183 applies to the
emission units and what additional requirements it imposed on the units without having
the PBR registration file from TCEQ.

PBR 106.261 Facilities (Emission Limitations) and PBR 106.262 Facilities (Emission
and Distance Limitations) are very general and can be utilized to authorize a wide range
of emission units. Often claimed together to permit a particular project, these PBRs have
very generic terms and do not specify clearly what emissions are authorized nor which
emission limits from 106.4 are applicable - each of these PBRs has a list for specific
emission limits for some compounds. These PBRs do not contain any monitoring or
testing requirements to assure compliance with the applicable emission limits or
operational requirements.

PBR 106.263 Routine Maintenance, Start-up and Shutdown of Facilities, and Temporary
Maintenance Facilities — This PBR is also very generic as it can be applied to a variety of
emission units. This PBR establishes several emission limits and incorporates
requirements from other PBRs. This makes it impossible to determine what the PBR
covers without the title V permit containing more information. The PBR and title V
permit do not contain any monitoring or testing methods to assure compliance with any
emission limits or operational requirements assumed under the PBR or 106.4.

PBR 106.264 Replacement of Facilities — This is another fairly generic PBR that TCEQ
has that may be used to authorize a variety of emission units. As the PBR is very generic,
it contains no monitoring or testing requirements to show compliance with the 25 TPY of
any contaminant emission limitation in the PBR. There are 8 registrations for this PBR,
but none of the files are available from the TCEQ central fileroom online to determine
what emission units it applies to, to determine if there is adequate monitoring or testing in
the title V permit. The title V permit only shows one emission unit with this PBR as an
applicable requirement and it is a tank (TK0063). This tank is also authorized by the
flexible permit and PAL permit.

PBR 106.371 Cooling Water Units — This PBR contains an operational limit that
prohibits the unit from being in direct contact with a list of compounds. However, the
PBR does not contain any monitoring or testing requirements to assure compliance with
the emission limits assumed under 106.4 or the operational requirements of the PBR.
This PBR was identified by TCEQ as being for insignificant emission units in previous
correspondence to EPA on June 13, 2018.

In responding to this objection, TCEQ should amend the title V permit and permit record as
necessary to specify monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting requirements that assure compliance
with the PBRs referenced above. As part of this process, it may be necessary for TCEQ to amend an
underlying NSR permit and then incorporate the amended NSR permit into the title V permit. If the
title V permit, the underlying PBR permit, or the enforceable representations in the application
already contain adequate terms to assure compliance with these PBRs, then TCEQ should amend the
permit and/or permit record to identify such terms and explain how these requirements assure
compliance with these emission limits and operational requirements for an individual emission unit,
process area, or site-wide where such permit applies site-wide.
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To the extent that any units authorized by the PBRs listed above are insignificant units for title V
purposes, TCEQ should make those clarifications in the permit and permit record, as necessary, and
evaluate whether the general monitoring conditions are sufficient. EPA sent a letter to TCEQ on
August 26, 2019 that identified steps TCEQ should take to identify insignificant emission units
authorized by PBRs. If TCEQ determines that some units authorized by the PBRs listed above are
insignificant emission units, then TCEQ should evaluate whether the general monitoring conditions
contained in special condition 32 are adequate monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting. The EPA
has explained that if a regular program of monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting for insignificant
units would not significantly enhance the ability of the permit to assure compliance with the
applicable requirements, no monitoring can sometimes satisfy title V and 40 CFR § 70.6(a)(3)(i).
White Paper Number 2 at 32. In addition, if TCEQ still believes monitoring is necessary for
insignificant units subject to a generally applicable requirement, a streamlined approached to
periodic monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting may be appropriate. Id. If TCEQ amends the
record or title V permit to identify those PBRs that only apply to insignificant units and includes a
basis for their determination that the permit, including special condition 32, contains adequate
monitoring for those PBR requirements that apply to those insignificant units, the EPA anticipates
such an approach would be consistent with our guidance and the requirements of title V of the CAA.

Other Issues:

EPA has identified other areas of concern, that while we find these of concern, we are not raising
specific objections in this letter. However, it is important to bring these issues forward as they
compound the problems identified by the objections above.

1. PBR Consolidation into NSR Permits. TCEQ, in a September 1, 2006 memorandum, identified
two different scenarios that determined when and how a PBR or a standard permit should be
consolidated in a permit for a facility when the permit is amended or renewed: consolidation by
reference and consolidation by incorporation. TCEQ states that “All SP and PBRs that directly
affect the emissions of permitted facilities must, at a minimum be referenced when a NSR permit
is amended.” Consolidation by reference under these circumstances is mandatory. Consolidation
by incorporation however is voluntary. Under consolidation by incorporation, a reauthorization
of the permitted action occurs under the NSR permit triggering BACT and impacts review.
Consolidation by incorporation also results in the voiding of the PBR authorization. When PBRs
are consolidated by reference, it becomes more difficult to determine if and when they were
consolidated as the PBR authorization remains active. It is unclear how TCEQ handles
identifying PBRs in the title V permit once they are consolidated by reference. As the PBRs that
are consolidated by reference still remain active authorizations, are they still applicable
requirements under the title V permit?

2. PBRs issued for temporary sources or for a one-time emission event. There were multiple PBRs
that were issued for pilot plants; e.g. PBR 106.261 with registration # 51028 issued August 20,
2002 for BCIT-MTO Pilot Plant. As the authorization and application are not available
electronically from the TCEQ file room online, EPA was unable to determine what the extent of
the pilot plant was. However, it seems improbable that a pilot plant would still be in operation 18
years later, but the PBR is still shown to be “effective” on the TCEQ website. Another example
is PBR 106.261/106.262 issued on June 29, 2004 and given registration number 72234. This
PBR registration was available electronically from the TCEQ file room online. In this
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authorization the company was requesting authorization to conduct a test of the water wash
BAPP line which was to take seven days. This PBR is also still shown on the TCEQ website to
be “effective.” What procedures does TCEQ have in place to ensure that PBRs are voided when
they are no longer needed or valid? As these PBRs are registered and have federally enforceable
limits, they should be identified in the title V permit. If they are no longer valid authorizations,
TCEQ should take steps to ensure they are voided.
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TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Amber Huddle
106.261, 106.262, 106.472

147140 [Company Name:
1278775

Building Materials Investment Corporation
GAF Materials
Revision: Add Adhesive Storage Tank

Permit No.:
Project No.:

APD Reviewer:
PBR No(s)

Reglated Entity No.: RN100788959 Project Type: Permit by Rule Application
Customer Reference No.: CN605251487 Date Received by TCEQ: December 6, 2017
City/County: Dallas, Dallas County Date Received by Reviewer: December 8, 2017
Physical Location: 2600 Singleton Bivd

Responsible Official/ Primary Mr. Bruce Dahigren Phone No.: | 214-637-8970 Email: | BDAHLGREN@GAF.CO

Contact Name and Title: Plant Manager Fax No.: M
Technical Contact/ Consultant Mr. Kevin Bush Phone No.: | 214-637-8933 Email: KBUSH@GAF.COM
Name and Title: Environmental Engineer Fax No.:

Is confidential information included in the application? X Confidential information included in application
Has the PBR fee been paid? X Voucher no. 343838
Is this registration certified? X PI-7 CERT
Is this an APWL site? X

Are there any upstream or downstream affects associated X
with this registration?

Is planned MSS included in the registration? X

Are there affected NSR or Title VV authorizations for the X NSR Permit no. 7711A, Standard Permit No. 91414, O-2771
project?

Is each PBR > 25/250 tpy?

Are PBR sitewide emissions > 25/250 tpy?

Are there permit limits on using PBRs at the site?
Is PSD or Nonattainment netting required?

Do NSPS, NESHAP, or MACT standards apply to this
registration?

Does NOx Cap and Trade apply to this registration?

Is the facility in compliance with all other applicable rules and X
regulations?

N/A - Site has been to public notice

Project emissions are below netting thresholds

XXX X| X

x

Not located in HGB

GAF is a nationwide manufacturer of building material products. The GAF Dallas Plant manufactures asphalt shingles for the roofing industry. There
are two asphalt roofing lines at the GAF Dallas Plant: Line 1 and Line 3. Self-seal asphalt based dots are applied to the asphalt roofing sheets before
they are cut into shingles and automatically packaged. Adhesive stripes are applied to the laminated shingles in Line 3 before the shingles are cut
and packaged. The existing Line 3 sealant application system is installed to apply self-seal asphalt and laminate self-seal asphalt to the asphalt
roofing sheets. The Line 3 sealant application system includes one new Line 3 sealant run tank (Facility Identification Number [FIN]: T-22),
associated self-seal applicator (FIN: SEALAP), laminate self-seal applicator (FIN: SEALAP), and a Heatec heater (FIN: HTR9).

Building Materials Investment Corporation, doing business as GAF Materials Corporation (GAF) has submitted a PI-7 CERT through ePermits to
revise Permit no. 147140 for their asphalt roofing production facility located in Dallas
As part of the PBR Revision Application, GAF proposes to install the 3120 Adhesive Storage Tank (FIN: TK-AD [authorized under §106.472]) for the
existing Line 3 sealant application. The proposed 3120 Adhesive Storage Tank will also feed the existing self-seal applicator and laminate self-seal
applicator to apply dots/stripes to the shingles system (authorized under §106.261 and §106.262). The Line 3 Heatec heater (FIN: HTR9) authorized
under PBR 106.183 that is currently used to provide heat required by the Line 3 sealant application system will be decommissioned as part of this
project. The Line 3 sealant application system will utilize the heat from the existing Line 1 Heatec heater (FIN: HTR1) claimed under PBR §106.183.
‘No changes are proposed to the existing Line 3 sealant run tank.
Currently, the Line 3 sealant run tank, self-seal applicator, and the laminate self-seal applicator are controlled by the Line 3 Mist Elimination System
(Emission Point Number [EPN]: CFL2). The emissions from the proposed 3120 Adhesive Storage Tank will also be routed to the Line 3 Mist
Elimination System (EPN: CFL2) for control. GAF does not expect any increase in actual emission increases from upstream or downstream
processes as a result of the proposed project.
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TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Building Materials Investment Corporation | APD Reviewer: | Amber Huddle
GAF Materials PBR No(s).: 106.261, 106.262, 106.472
. | Revision: Add Adhesive Storage Tank .

PBR 106.261/262 Compliance Demonstration
e  The emission point(s) associated with the facilities or changes to facilities are located at least 450 ft. from the nearest off-site receptor.
e The total new or increase emissions will comply with the applicable hourly and annual emission limits as represented in the table below.
e  There are no changes to or addition of any pollution abatement equipment.
e Visible emissions to the atmosphere, from any point or fugitive source, do not exceed 5.0 opacity in any six-minute period.

e  This registration is not for authorization for construction or to change a facility authorized under another section of this chapter or under
standard permit.

106.472 Organic and Inorganic Liquid Loading and Unloadin
Liquid loading and unloading equipment are permitted by rule, provided that no visible emissions result, and the chemical is limited to asphalit.

Asphalt Fume (VOC)
Asphalt Fume (PM)

Y mpan:
Ms. Lele Bao / Trinity

table or 261/262 table. There is a discrepancy between the two. Ms. Bao
provided updated 261/262 table.

T - P T

Site Review Required? X | No site review required. 1/2/12018 Amber Huddle
PBR Distance Limits Met? X Distance limits are met.

SIGNATURE:

PRINTED NAME: Ms. Amber Huddle Mr. John Bregger Mr. Samuel Short, Manager
DATE: January 3, 2018 January 3, 2018 January 5, 2018




Elisa Guerra

= S e |
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 1:13 PM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771
Attachments: Comments on GAF's TITLE V Permit Renewal4.docx

H

From: evelynrﬁay013@gmail.com <evelynmayol3@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, February 19, 2021 1:46 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Evelyn Mayo

E-MAIL: evelynmayo13@gmail.com

COMPANY: Downwinders At Risk

ADDRESS: 1808 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
DALLAS TX 75226-2202

PHONE: 8067876567
FAX:

COMMENTS: Comments attached as word document.



‘ Comments on: I

Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V
Draft Permit #02771 RN100788959
Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212

Submitted by Downwinders at Risk Education Fund
February 19t, 2021
to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105, P.O. box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Downwinders at Risk is a 27-year-old environmental justice and clean air organization with a long
history of official regulatory intervention in the permitting and operation of various air polluting
facilities in the DFW region, including cement plants, coal plants, lead smelters, gas compressor
stations, and batch plants.

In this matter we specifically represent West Dallas resident Esther Villarreal who resides at 1907
McBroom St Dallas 75212, less than a mile northeast from the GAF asphalt shingle factory. Ms.
Villarreal and her family’s health, quality of life, and enjoyment of their property have been, and
still are, directly impacted by GAF’s pollution regulated by this federal Title V permit.

We also represent other Downwinders at Risk Education Fund supporters who live in West
Dallas, Oak Cliff, Dallas, and Grand Prairie who are potentially or already affected by GAF’s
pollution regulated by this permit.

Downwinders at Risk Education Fund strongly objects to the renewal of this Title V federal
operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in West Dallas and we’re requesting
a public meeting on this matter on behalf of Ms. Villarreal and our organization.

Per Texas Administrative Code RULE §39.602, as persons who are filing public comment or
hearing requests on or before the deadline for filing public comment or hearing requests,
Downwinders at Risk requests to be mailed any correspondence related to the referenced
permit application from this day forward at the address listed below.

We object to the renewal of GAF’s Federal Title V Permit for the following reasons:

l. The Large Volume and Variety of Air Pollution from GAF should be Reviewed for
Application of BACT and MACT as well as compliance with the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards

According to the State of Texas’ 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrial
Sulfur Dioxide polluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or
utility power station. It is the 4t largest source of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the
ninth largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.



A. GAF’s Particulate Matter Air Pollution

1. GAFis a Large PM Air Polluter

GAF is the largest PM polluter in West Dallas by a wide margin. Its annual volumes have ranged
from 59 to 26 tons per year of PM 10, the majority of which was also the more dangerous PM
2.5. These numbers are only from the yearly EPA Priority Pollutant inventories and do not
include fugitive emissions, factory on-site truck traffic, or the operation of auxiliary equipment.

2. PM Health Harms Can Occur at Low Levels

Particulate Matter pollution has been linked to a long list health harms at or below levels
considered safe and regulated by the EPA and the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality.
In the largest effort of its kind, a nationwide Harvard School of Public Health study of more than
60 million senior citizens published in 2017 linked long-term exposure to PM pollution to
thousands of premature deaths annually, even at levels well below the legal limits set by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency. The analysis found no sign of a “safe” level of pollution, below
which the risk of dying early tapered off.

There’s now a substantial body of studies associating PM exposure to neurological diseases. In
2014, Harvard scientists found women exposed to higher levels of fine particulate matter during
pregnancy may face up to twice the risk of having a child with autism than mothers living in
areas with low particulate matter exposure. In 2013, USC researchers had concluded the same
thing based on the proximity of pregnant women living near freeways. PM exposure has also
been tied to attention deficit hyperactivity disorder, or ADHD, in children.

Some of the same kinds of health impacts have been noticed at the other end of the age
spectrum. Exposure to PM pollution has been tied to Parkinson’s Disease, Dementia,
Alzheimer’s, and general “cognitive decline” in adults. PM has also been linked to immune and
reproductive system damage.

All of these health harms were documented at exposure levels at or below the EPA’s National
Ambient Air Quality Standards but since there’s no fence line monitoring of PM pollution at GAF,
there’s no proof the plant is even meeting NAAQS standards for that pollutant off site, and no
way to map potential PM hotspots.

3. There’s No Cumulative Total of PM Pollution from GAF

Official PM air pollution totals being self-reported by GAF through the EPA Priority Pollutant
Inventory do not include fugitive emissions from raw materials piles, diesel emissions from truck
traffic, or the air pollution from any other mobile equipment onsite such as locomotives or
portable machinery.

To obtain an accurate assessment of the risks posed by GAF’s pollution it’s necessary to have an
accurate inventory of that pollution. GAF’s residential neighbors currently only see a partial
picture of the factory’s total PM burden. To ascertain whether additional anti-pollution measures



are necessary the factory * its property should be subject to a cumulative review of all sources
of PM pollution, estimating the maximum impact of each.

That cumulative total should then be subject to new air modeling to determine potential
hotspots and violations of the PM NAAQS.

GAF’s PM pollution is being considered in isolation from all other sources of PM in the
surrounding area which is not how residents actually experience the factory’s pollution. They
inhale GAF’s air pollution in combination with the other industries and traffic along the Singleton
corridor. To fully assess the impact of GAF’s air pollution on its neighbors, cumulative modeling
incorporating these other sources is required.

4. GAF’s PM Pollution Should be Reviewed by EPA for Maximum Available Control
Technology

Given GAF's close proximity to residential neighborhoods, the volume of its PM pollution, and
the harmful nature of PM at even low levels of exposure, all state-of-the-art measures should be
taken to reduce PM at the source. Beyond source reduction GAF should also be required to
implement PM mitigation measures. EPA should fully review GAF’s production processes and
sources with the goal of going from enforcement of a NAAQS that’s injurious to human health, to
reducing total residential exposure as much as possible.

B. GAF’s Sulfur Dioxide Pollution
1. GAF is Dallas County’s Largest Sulfur Dioxide Air Polluter

For as long as it’s been in operation, GAF has been among the largest industrial polluters of
Sulfur Dioxide in Dallas County and North Texas. Since at least 2014 it’s been the largest SOx
polluter in Dallas County, by a wide margin. Its closest competitors are the County’s two other
asphalt shingle factories, although GAF’s Sulfur Dioxide annual pollution easily eclipses their
combined totals. In 2019 the factory reported releasing over 125 tons of the pollutant, more
than many power plants and cement kilns.

2. Sulfur Dioxide is Hazardous to Human Health and the Source of Nuisance Conditions

Sulfur Dioxide is a gaseous pollutant with a strong odor. Its release often triggers nuisance
complaints associated with noxious smells and mild symptoms such as fatigue, headache, and
nausea. Ms. Villarreal, her family, and her neighbors already experience these kinds of nuisance
conditions caused by GAF’s SOx pollution and it’s interfering with their quality of life and
enjoyment of their property.

However anyone living near a source of Sulfur Dioxide pollution who can smell the pollution is
also inhaling the pollution. Breathing Sulfur Dioxide can cause serious respiratory effects such as
chest tightness and difficulty breathing. It also exacerbates existing respiratory diseases such as
asthma. Children may be especially vulnerable to Sulfur Dioxide because they breathe larger
volumes of air relative to their body weight than adults do. Studies have shown that children
exposed so SOx may develop more respiratory illnesses and make more emergency room visits
than other children. They may even develop other respiratory problems as they get older.

3



Children with asthma seem to be particularly sensitive to sulfur dioxide exposure. Sulfur
Dioxide’s harmful effects are magnified in combination with PM.

3. GAF Poses a Potential Non-Attainment Threat for SOx

Given how widespread GAF’s neighbors’ reports of nuisance odors are, the tremendous volume
of SOx pollution being emitted, the relatively short GAF stacks that pollution is coming from, and
the lack of fence line monitoring, it’s plausible that GAF is violating National Ambient Air Quality
Standards for Sulfur Dioxide pollution.

It’s not unusual for a factory to be such a large polluter that it can single-handedly create a
federal Non-Attainment area if control measures are not taken. In North Texas, the Exide lead
smelter was solely responsible for a Non-Attainment Area for Lead in Central Frisco. More on
point, in Midlothian the Holcim cement plant was forced to install scrubbers by EPA to prevent a
Non-Attainment Area for Sulfur Dioxide encompassing all of Northern Ellis County.

GAF’s maximum emission limits for SOX pollution as well as its annual self-reported SOx
emissions should be independently modeled by EPA and long-term fence line monitoring should
be deployed to determine GAF’s compliance with NAAQS for Sulfur Dioxide.

4. GAF’s Sulfur Dioxide Pollution Should be Reviewed by EPA for Maximum Available
Control Technology

As noted, the SOx pollution from GAF dwarfs that of the other two asphalt shingle factories in
Dallas County. The Owens Corning factory in Irving reported 76.4 tons of Sulfur Dioxide in 2019
and the TAMKO factory in Joppa reported 27.5 tons that year. GAF says it released over 125
tons, or 36% of all Industrial SOx air pollution in Dallas County. Although GAF’s factory is larger,
that difference in production doesn’t alone account for how much more SOx GAF is releasing
than its competitors.

Given the presence of nuisance conditions, the volume of pollution, the proximity of residential
neighborhoods, and the lower SOx emissions of nearby similar factories, EPA should thoroughly
review GAF to make sure the factory is employing all state-of-the-art measures to minimize
Sulfur Dioxide pollution as much as possible.

C. GAF’s Large Releases of Carbon Monoxide Pollution Could Indicate Poor Combustion
Practices

Just as GAF’s Sulfur Dioxide numbers are alarmingly larger than their asphalt shingle-making
peers in Dallas County, their Carbon Monoxide pollution numbers also raise a red flag.

Owens Corning reports 15 tons of CO released in 2019, TAMKO 26.7. GAF reported its factory
emitted 58.3 tons that same year, or more than the other two combined.

CO pollution can be a sign of poor combustion practices. Efficient combustion has a relatively

low CO ratio and higher emissions can indicate Incomplete combustion taking place. Incomplete
combustion can in turn lead to the release of toxic Products of Incomplete Combustion which are
usually not accounted for in EPA Risk Assessments despite their documented harms at low levels

of exposure.
4



EPA should fully review GAT s s production processes and sources to'insure the most efficient
combustion possible in all sources of CO pollution.

Il. GAF’s Location and Voluminous Pollution Require a Comprehensive Environmental
Justice Review

GAF’s 2-300 tons of annual pollution is being released in a central Dallas census tract with over
5000 people, an overwhelming majority of which are People of Color with a median income
approximately one third of the Dallas average.

20% of the population is nine year of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger - among the most
vulnerable to the impacts of GAF’s air pollution, including PM and Sulfur Dioxide. At least three
early childhood program or day care centers and six school campuses are located in close
proximity to his factory.

GAF’s location in West Dallas is a dangerous legacy of 20™ Century racist zoning that allowed
large polluting factories to locate within close proximity of People of Color neighborhoods and
Dallas Housing Authority units. It's only one of many heavy industries doing business along the
Singleton corridor where an entire industrial district was allowed to develop next door to Black
and Brown neighborhoods. Until the early 1980’s this corridor hosted the notorious RSR lead
smelter. In the early 1990’s the waste from RSR created the nation’s largest Superfund site. From
the 1980’s on, West Dallas has been a national environmental justice symbol.

GAF’s continued operation is furthering that racist legacy. It's releasing copious amounts of
noxious air pollution into West Dallas residential neighborhoods with impunity. It’s placing

disproportionate pollution burdens on some of Dallas most vulnerable populations already
impacted by decades of environmental racism.

It’s time the EPA subjected the plant to the kind of thorough review it would have received a
long time ago if it had been located north of the Trinity River. For these reasons and others, we
urge the rejection of GAF’s Title V permit at this time.

Submitted by

Downwinders at Risk Education Fund
Evelyn Mayo, Chair

Jim Schermbeck, Director

1808 South Good Latimer Expy #202
Dallas, TX 75226

972-230-3185



‘ ‘ I

Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Monday, February 1, 2021 12:49 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Request for public hearing

Attachments: Dear Neighbor (2).pdf; 20 12 30 Operating 02771.pdf

H

Sent: Monday, February 1, 2021 9:58 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: Request for public hearing

From: Alfredo Mendoza <alfredo.mendoza@tceq.texas.gov>
Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 2:31 PM

To: Brad Patterson <Brad.Patterson@tceq.texas.gov>

Cc: Kim Strong <kim.strong@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fw: Request for public hearing

Brad,

Can you please send the attached comment/hearing request for permit 02771 to the appropriate staff so that it
gets logged into CID?

Thanks,
Alfredo

From: Kim Strong <kim.strong@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2021 11:16 AM

To: Alfredo Mendoza <alfredo.mendoza@tceq.texas.gov>
Cc: Jesse Chacon <jesse.chacon@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: Request for public hearing

Alfredo — Can you make sure this letter gets logged with the chief clerk?

From: Lorenzo Danielson <Lorenzo.Danielson@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 28, 2021 4:09 PM

To: Samuel Short <samuel.short@tceq.texas.gov>; Beryl Thatcher <Beryl.Thatcher@Tceq.Texas.Gov>
Cc: Ferrell Fields <Ferrell.Fields@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Request for public hearing

Hi Sam and Beryl—I spoke with freshman Rep. Crockett this morning and she would like to request a public meeting for
the attached permit. Since this is a renewal | told her | would check if it was subject to a public hearing. Please advise.



She said she had other general questions regarding notice requirements for air permits so | suggested getting on a
conference call. I'll bug yall about that when she sends me dates/times.

Thanks!

Legislative Liaison
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
512-963-9730

From: Jasmine Crockett <Jasmine.Crockett@house.texas.gov>
Sent: Thursday, January 28, 2021 4:00 PM

To: Lorenzo Danielson <Lorenzo.Danielson@tceq.texas.gov>
Cc: Jacqueline Curatola <Jacqueline.Curatola@house.texas.gov>
Subject: Request for public hearing

Lorenzo,
Thanks for taking my call... Please see the attached documents.

-Rep. Crockett



STATE REPRESENTATIVE ~ \ "%~ DISTRICT 100

i

JASMINE CROCKETT
TCEQ Petition for Public Hearing

The West Dallas community has a right to voice their concerns about the renewal of the Federal Operating Permit to
GAF 02771 (also known as Building Materials Investment Corp.). The facility is a major source of particulate
material (PM) and Sulphur Oxides. Despite the health and environmental implications of this permit, at the moment,
there is no scheduled public hearing for this permit.

We must understand that this issue is firstly one of environmental justice. The majority of residents living near the
plant are Black or Hispanic, and for far too long, Black and Latino Americans have been exposed to 40 to 45% more
fine particulate air pollution than their white counterparts. This is why it is important to note that GAF's plant in West
Dallas is a major source of particulate matter air pollution. Higher levels of exposure to this air pollution has led to
more health issues, such as asthma and lung disease, within these communities. Similarly, prolonged exposure to
sulphur oxides can cause various types of lung disease. These factors have led to one of the most jarring realities: in
the city of Dallas, where this permit is being granted, there is a 15-year difference in life expectancy depending on zip
code and how bad air pollution in the area is. Considering the direct impact that the emissions from this plant have on
the health of those in the Dallas community, it is unconscionable to grant this permit without input from the public.

Additionally, with the COVID-19 pandemic disproportionately impacting the Black and Latino populations within
Texas, it is critical for community members to be given the opportunity to publicly vocalize their issues with the
plant's production of air pollutants. It is also pertinent to note that many of the pre-existing health issues that
contribute to worse COVID-19 cases are directly caused by air pollution. Therefore, when we take into account both
the unchecked spread of the coronavirus pandemic within Texas and the disproportionate impact that this respiratory
pandemic has had upon Black and Latino Texans, we must recognize that granting this permit without the input or
consent of the community only further perpetuates the racial and economic health disparities within Texas.

For this decision to be made without any notice to the community being impacted and without any public input is a
subversion of the democratic process. Texans deserve to be informed of how granting this permit will impact them
and giVenformal notice. In addition to that, however, they deserve to publicly testify regarding the issuing of this
permit. Transparency and the will of the people are essential components of our democracy. In granting a public
hearing, we continue to be committed to those values.

D1

State Representative Jasmine Crockett, Esq.
House District 100

CAPITOL OFFICE: P.O. BOX 2910 | AUSTIN, TEXAS 78768-2910|(512) 463-0586 | JASMINE.CROCKETT@HOUSE.TEXAS.GOV



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit
Draft Permit No.: 02771

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Bivd, Dallas,
TX 75212-3738, has applied to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) for a renewal
and revision of Federal Operating Permit (herein referred to as Permit) No. 02771, Application

No. 30975, to authorize operation of the Dallas Plant, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials
Manufacturing facility. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas,
Dallas County, Texas 75212-3738. This link to an electronic map of the site or facility's general location is
provided as a public courtesy and not part of the application or notice. For exact location, refer to the
application. You can find an electronic map of the facility at:

http:/iwww.tceq.texas.gov/assets/public/hb6 10/index.htmi?lat=32.777777 &Ing=-
96.863333&zoom=13&type=r. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with the rules governing air
pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas Administrative
Code § 122.10 (30 TAC § 122.10). The draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which
the area must operate. The permit will not authorize new construction. The executive director has
completed the technical review of the application and has made a preliminary decision to prepare a draft
permit for public comment and review. The executive director recommends issuance of this draft permit.
The permit application, statement of basis, and draft permit will be available for viewing and copying at
the TCEQ Central Office, 12100 Park 35 Circle, Building E, First Floor, Austin, Texas 78753; the TCEQ
Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office, 2309 Gravel Dr, Fort Worth, Texas 76118-6951; and the Dallas West
Branch Library, 2332 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-3734, beginning the first day of publication of
this notice. The draft permit and statement of basis are available at the TCEQ Website:

www.tceq.texas.qgovigotol/tvnotice

At the TCEQ central and regional offices, relevant supporting materials for the draft permit, as well as the
New Source Review permits which have been incorporated by reference, may be reviewed and copied.
Any person with difficulties obtaining these materials due to travel constraints may contact the TCEQ
central office file room at (§12) 239-2900.

Public Comment/Notice and Comment Hearing. Any person may submit written comments on the
draft permit. Comments relating to the accuracy, completeness, and appropriateness of the permit
conditions may result in changes to the draft permit.

A person who may be affected by the emission of air pollutants from the permitted area may
request a notice and comment hearing. The purpose of the notice and comment hearing is to provide

an additional opportunity to submit comments on the draft permit. The permit may be changed-based-on-—~

comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for compliance with 30 TAC Chapter 122 (examples
may include that the permit does not contain all applicable requirements or the public notice procedures
were not satisfied). The TCEQ may grant a notice and comment hearing on the application if a written
hearing request is received within 30 days after publication of the newspaper notice. The hearing request
must include the basis for the request, including a description of how the person may be affected by the
emission of air pollutants from the application area. The request should also specify the conditions of the
draft permit that are inappropriate or speclfy how the preliminary decision to issue or deny the permit is
inappropriate. All reasonably ascertainable issues must be raised and all reasonably available arguments
must be submitted by the end of the public comment period. If a notice and comment hearing is granted,
all individuals that submitted written comments or a hearing request will receive written notice of the
hearing. This notice will identify the date, time, and location for the hearing.

Written public comments and/or requests for a notice and comment hearing should be submitted
to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105, P.O. Box
13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at www14.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eComment/



and be received within 30 days after the date of newspaper publication of this notice. Please be
aware that any contact information you provide, including your name, phone number, email address and
physical address will become part of the agency’s public record.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any
changes to the draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted public comments, a hearing
request, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide
instructions for public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the
EPA object to the issuance of the proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to
the issuance of a permit which is not in compliance with the applicable requirements or the requirements
of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list
for this application by sending a request to the Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on
the mailing list will receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this
application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please
contact the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box
13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087 or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. Sidesea informacién en Espafiol,
puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Mr.
Kevin Bush at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: December 30, 2020



Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

Date: July 29, 2021

To: Office of the Chief Clerk Docket Room

From: Brad Patterson, Office of the Chief Clerké/

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771

Attached please find the following materials from the notice and comment hearing on
Building Materials Investment Corporation’s Draft Permit No. 02771, held virtually July
29, 2021:

1. 2CDs, and
2, the registration list

Approximately 90 people participated in the meeting. The following 36 individuals
provided formal oral comments:

Martin Reveles
Janie Cisneros
Stephanie Champion
Esther Villarreal
Kathryn Bazan
Evelyn Mayo
Victoria Howard
Omar Narvaez
Alberto Bravo
Carrie Schweitzer
Sophie Nakato
David Griggs

Rita Beving
James Armstrong
Erica Solis

John Martinez
Jeff Howard
Kidus Girma
Victor Toledo



Richard Mark Grace ‘

Starlet Ramirez

Raul Reyes

Jim Schermbeck

Marsha Jackson

Victoria Ferrell Ortiz

Lynn Jenkinson

Joe Carreon

Scherron Richard on behalf of Congressman Mark Veasey
Sharon Howard

Allen McGill

David Villalobos

Jackie Curatola on behalf Rep. Jasmine Crockett
Debbie Solis

Abel Mulugheta on behalf of Rep. Rafael Anchia
Destany Ramirez

Kevin Sheneberger

ee: Alfredo Mendoza, Air Permits Division
Ashley Rich, Environmental Law Division



First Name
Ashley
Sona

Joe

James
David
Laura

Adair
mary
Paula
Allen
Elizabeth
Claire

or
Sophie
Gabrielle
Latha
Arnulfo
Isaac
Martin
Collin
SCHERRON
Jesus

Dan

PAUL
Wayne
Danny

Joe

Kevin
Genifer
Jayce

Ruth
Jasmine
FREDRICK
Martine
Sharon
Abel

Julio

Victoria
Marsha
Trustee Maxie
Richard
Brittani

Laura

Ronnie

Jim

Kaylee

Patsy

Debbie

Raul -
Destany
Starlet
Richard MARK
Victor

Taj

Kidus,

Last Name
Hutto
Chaudhary
Vu

Bader
Villalobos
Chavez

Aranda
paras
Hutchison
McGill
Alexander
Howell
Howard
Randolph
Cranshette
Austin
Howells
Kambham
Garza
Roberts
Reveles
Yarbrough
RICHARD
Arzate
Landig
SOKAL
Scott
Worrell
Carreon
Sheneberger
Harrison
Proctor
Emerson
Crockett
ERVING
Trinka
Richey
Mulugheta
Hilton
Jenkinson
Love
Florez
Ferrell Ortiz
Jackson
Johnson
Guldi

Hite
Cadena
Mestas
Schermbeck
Chien
Jackson
Solis
Reyes
Ramirez
Ramirez
Grace
Toledo
Harris
Girma

Email

ashleyhutto@me.com
sonachaud@gmail.com
Joseph.vu@dallascityhall.com
no@yahoo.com
dvillalobos@organizetexas.org
Laquintero@dallasisd.org

adairaranda@gmail.com
ml_paras@yahoo.com
plh781124@sbcglobal.net
amc1229@aol.com
ealexander@copper.net
Howell.claire.e@gmail.com
sharonyhoward@gmail.com
accumax14@gmail.com
ConnorCranshette@protonmail.com
Sophie.austin@dallasnews.com
gabrielle.howells@house.texas.gov
kkalpalatha@gmail.com
arnulfo.garza@senate.texas.gov
Isaacroberts250@gmail.com
revelesroofing16@gmail.com
cryarbrough@smu.edu
scherron.richard@mail.house.gov
jesus.arzate@gaf.com
pizzadude307@yahoo.com
paul@paulsokal.com
wayne.scott@gaf.com
danny.worrell@bakerbotts.com
jcarreon@smu.edu
ksheneberger@smu.edu

genifer. harrison@outlook.com
jayceproctor5@gmail.com
edit.assistant@dmagazine.com
jasmine.crockett@house.texas.gov
ferving14@gmail.com
martine.trinka@gmail.com
srichey7@gmail.com
abel.mulugheta@house.texas.gov
andy.hilton@gaf.com
miynnjenkinson@gmail.com
brooks love@dallascounty.org
julio@regionalhca.org
victoria1ferrell@gmail.com
mnmchevy@sbcglobal.net
maxielpastor@yahoo.com
RLGuldi77@gmail.com
hello@ethosequityconsuilting.com
laura.cadena@dallascityhall.com
ronnie.mestas@yahoo.com
downwindersatrisk@gmail.com
kaylee.chien@gmail.com
ladypat57 @hotmail.com
solis.debbie@gmail.com
reyespdsm@gmail.com
destanyramirez93@gmail.com
ramirez_starlet@yahoo.com
gracenwilk@gmail.com
Victor.GreenleafVentures@gmail.com
tajanae.senior. 16@gmail.com
kidusgirma460@gmail.com

Address
1433 Casa vale dr
Apt 116, 4214 Rawlins St

4144 Piuto
330 Linkwood

2946 S Sunbeck Cir
2703 kingston st

623 Calyx Cir

1445 Firebird Dr

11412 Park Central Place

4116 Plum Leaf Ct

1410 W Long

5930 Birchbrook Dr., 204
321 W Hickory St

1881 N Sylvan Ave, Suite 108

6721 CHEVY CHASE AV
2600 Singleton Bivd

98 San Jacinto, Suite 1500
3150 Kendale Dr

617 S Ravinia Dr

P.O. Box 2910

516 EDMONDS WAY
1005 Tea Olive Land
4900 Vega Ct West

411 Elm Street, Second Floor
julio@regionalhca.org

1215 Hoke Smith Dr

4920 Choate Rd

2021 Argyle

1500 Marilla St #5FS

3215 Rutz Street

1808 South Good Latimer Expy #202
1409 Glendover Drive

1953 Shaw St

4120 GENTRY DR
3455.8Borger St,

4146 Weisenberger Dr

4146 Weisenberger Dr

5427 Fannie Street

11700 Preston Road, #660-192
2530 Blue Myrtle Way

City
Dallas
Dallas

Dallas
Duncanville

Farmers Branch
dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Dallas

Dallas

Stephenville

Dallas
Denton

Dallas
Dallas

DALLAS
Dallas
Austin
Dallas

DALLAS
Irving

Austin
DESQOTO
Dallas
Ft Worth

Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Dallas

Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Allen

Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Dallas

State/Province
Texas
Texas

Texas
Texas

Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas

Texas

Texas

Texas
Texas

Texas
Texas
Texas

Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas

Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas

Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas

Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas

Zip/Postal Code Organization

75218
75219-3816

75212
75137

75234
75211
75216-6723
75241
75230
75219
75212

76401

75206
76201

76002
75013

75225
75212
78701
75220

75211

78768
75116
75212
76133

75208
75212
75224
75241-7334
75203

75201
75212
75266
75013
75212-2538
75212
75212
75212
75212
75212
75230
75212

Texas Organizing Project

Retired Veteran
n/a
Downwinders

Greenleaf Village Homeowner

https://senate.texas.gov/member.php?d=23

Southern Methodist University
US House of Representatives
GAF

GAF
Baker Botts

Amnesty International

Texas House of Representatives
Dallas

Office of Dallas County commissioner Elba Garcia

RHCA

Individual

SSR

New Moming Star

Ethos Equity Consulting
City of Dallas

resident

Downwinders at Risk

USA
Voice of Hope Ministries

West Dallas Resident
West Dallas Resident
DAR Air Monitoring
Greenleaf Ventures, LLC
West Dallas1

Would you like to
be added to the
mailing list (Y/N)?
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Jeff

John
Erica
James
Emmanuel

Rita
David
Sophie
Celeste
angela
Kevin
Matthew
Joe
Carrie
Susan
Alberto
Omar
jne

ria
KIRK
Evelyn
Kathryn
Esther
Stephanie
Janie
Martin
Stacy

Howard
Martinez
Solis
Armstrong
Glover

Beving
Griggs
Nakato
Levine
faz
Overton
Loncar
Perri
Schweitzer
Alvarez
Bravo
Narvaez
Guldi
Nash
Howard
MILLER
Mayo
Bazan
Villarreal
Champion
Cisneros
Reveles
Ungar

jlhoward3030@gmail.com 4116 Plum Leaf Court
john@regionalhca.org 3918 N. Hampton
ericasolis@gmail.com

jarmstrong@bohcdc.com 1839 Leath
drgloverjnr@gmail.com 2411 N Winnetka Ave

rita_beving@gmail.com 13214 Glad Acres Drive, Farmers Branch

texvol@aol.com 13214 Glad Acres Dr.
Sophienak6@yahoo.com 5117 Fannie St
celeste levine@standardindustries.com 1 Campus Drive
angela@angelafaz.com

kevin.overton@dallascityhall.com 1500 Marilla 7AN

matthew.loncar@gaf.com
joe.perri@gaf.com

ceschweitzer@sbcglobal.net 5639 Eastside Ave
Susan.alvarez@Dallascityhall.com 1500 Marilla, Room 7AN
alberto.m.bravo@gmail.com 2821 BEDFORD ST
omar.narvaez@dallascityhall.com 1500 Marilla 5FS
caguldi03@gmail.com 7228 La Sobrina Dr
Nashcarol@sbcglobal.net 7701 Fisher Rd
Victoria@dallassierraclub.org 105 W Main St
KIRKMILLER@JUNO.COM 517 CAP ROCK DRIVE
emayo@pqc.edu

kathryn.bazan@gmail.com

espete0@gmail.com 1907 McBroom Street
champions@lanwt.org 400 S. Zang Bivd., Ste. 1420
janie.cisneros@gmail.com 2821 Bedford St.

Info@revelesroofing.com
stacy.ungar@gaf.com

Dallas
Dallas

Dallas
Dallas

Farmers Branch
Dallas

Dallas
Parsippany
Dallas

Dallas

Dallas

Dallas

Dallas

Dallas

Dallas

Dallas

Allen
RICHARDSON

Dallas
Dallas
Dallas

Texas
Texas

Texas
Texas

Texas
Texas
Texas
New Jersey
Texas
Texas

None

Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas

Texas
Texas
Texas

75212
75212
75212
75212
75212

75234
75234
75212
0705

75212
75201

75214
75201
75212
75201
75248
75214
75013
75080
75208

75212
75208
75212

West Dallas 1
Regional Hispanic Contractors Association (RHCA)

Builders of Hope Community Development Corp.
Gilbert Emory Neighborhood Association

Public Citizen

Standard Industries

Dallas Office of Environmental Quality & Sustainability
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Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner
Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution
June 24, 2021

The Honorable Jasmine Crockett
Texas House of Representatives
P.O. Box 2910

Austin, Texas 78768-2910

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation / Application No. 02771
Dear Representative Crockett:

Thank you for your letter to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) requesting
a public meeting regarding Building Materials Investment Corporation / Application No. 02771,
to authorize operation of the Dallas Plant, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials
Manufacturing facility. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd
in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-3738.

The agency is continuing to carry out its mission to protect our states public health and natural
resources consistent with sustainable economic development during these unprecedented
times. As Texas has adapted to the ever-changing situation, the TCEQ has implemented
solutions to move forward with agency business. Public participation is an integral part of the
permitting process. The agency believes that both in-person and virtual meetings have proven
successful in allowing the public to participate in the permitting process.

The proposed public meeting, whether held virtually or in-person, will provide an opportunity
for the public to voice their concerns and comments while following Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention recommendations. We recognize that not everyone has access to the
internet, or their access may be limited; therefore, we also provide an opportunity to participate
via telephone during virtual public meetings. In addition, a public meeting is not the only
avenue for the public to express their concerns and ask questions. The public may also provide
written comments to the TCEQ anytime during the public comment period. The TCEQ takes
both type of comments into consideration during the permitting process.

The Office of the Chief Clerk will facilitate the public meeting and are available to answer any
questions the public may have concerning the public meeting. If you have any questions, please
contact me at (512) 239-3900 or Laurie Gharis, Chief Clerk, at (512) 239-3300.

Sincerely,

/

Toby Baker
Executive Director

P.O.Box 13087 * Austin, Texas 78711-3087 * 512-239-1000 ¢ tcegq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

vecyeled paper



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

July 30, 2021

Genaro Viniegra Jr.
genaroviniegra@gmail.com

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation / Federal Operating Permit No. 02771

Thank you for your comments. A copy will be forwarded to the Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality (TCEQ) staff responsible for reviewing the permit application. All timely
filed comments will be considered by the staff prior to the final decision on the application.
You will be added to the mailing list for this application. You will receive a copy of the formal
written response to all timely filed comments.

You may track the status of matters pending approval by the commissioners or the executive
director, as well as view comments and requests, by using the Commissioners’ Integrated
Database, which can be found here: https://www1l4.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eCID/. The TCEQ
appreciates your interest in environmental issues. If you have any further questions, please
feel free to contact the Public Education Program staff at 800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

(a{ed Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/comments *

P.O. Box 13087 * Austin, Texas 78711-3087 ¢ 512-239-1000 * tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceg.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper
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Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:56 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Cc: Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Attachments: MV letter to TCEQ re GAF Materiels in West Dallas2.pdf FoP

22174

From: scherron.richard@mail.house.gov <scherron.richard@mail.house.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 9:31 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Scherron Richard

E-MAIL: scherron.richard@mail.house.gov

COMPANY: Office of Congressman Marc Veasey

ADDRESS: 1881 SYLVAN AVE STE 108
DALLAS TX 75208-2084

PHONE: 2144377497
FAX:

COMMENTS: Statement from Congressman Marc Veasey
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July 29, 2021

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Re: Permit 2771
To Whom it May Concern:

I am addressing you today in regard to the renewal of Permit 2771 for GAF Materials, located in
West Dallas. I understand that surrounding neighbors have expressed their opposition to this
renewal due the emissions and air pollutants from this facility that affect surrounding communities.
As the representative for Texas Congressional District 33, which includes most of West Dallas, I
stand with the community in opposition to a renewal of the permit under the current circumstances.
I and urge you to take the concerns of the community seriously and ensure that you are giving full
consideration to the health effects that a facility of this type might have on nearby residents.

As | am sure you are aware, West Dallas has for generations been the unlucky host of heavy
industry and their side effects. From asthma inducing concrete plants to lead-leaking battery
facilities, West Dallas has been home to some of the most dangerous and polluting industries in
existence and has seen higher rates of cancer and other chronic illnesses as a result. Given this
history, it is incumbent on all policy makers to ensure that we are not continuing the mistakes of
the past by continuing to allow one portion of our city to bear a disproportionate share of the
burden. We all know that in the past, West Dallas was chosen to house these industries because its
residents, due to their racial and economic makeup, were powerless to protest. Please join me in
proving that that is no longer the case.

Thank you for your consideration. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact my district
director, Anne Hagan, at (214) 741-1387 or anne.hagan@mail.house.gov.

Sincerely,

Marc Veasey
Member of Congress

2348 Ravaurn House Orpice BUiLDING 6707 BRENTWOOD STAIR ROAD, Surte 200 1881 Svivan AVENUE, SUITE 108
WasHingTon, DC 20615 Fort WorTH, TX 76112 Daceas, TX 75208
{202) 225-9897 {817) 920-9086 {2143 7411387
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Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Wednesday, July 7, 2021 10:49 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771
Attachments: WD1_Request for In Person Hearing_7.6.211.pdf
FoP
PM 122174

From: champions@lanwt.org <champions@lanwt.org>

Sent: Tuesday, July 6, 2021 5:46 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Stephanie Champion

E-MAIL: champions@lanwt.org

COMPANY: Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas

ADDRESS: 400 S ZANG BLVD STE 1420
DALLAS TX 75208-6648

PHONE: 2142432583
FAX:

COMMENTS: See attachment



Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas

COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION PROJECT
400 S. Zang Blvd., Ste. 1420, Dallas, Texas 75208
469-458-9009 email: crp@lanwt.org

With CRP offices in Amarillo, Dallas, Fort Worth, and Lubbock

July 6, 2021

Ms. Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Electronic submission at: www 14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/

Re: Request for in-person Notice and Comment Hearing on Draft Federal Operating
Permit O2771: Building Materials Investment Corporation

Dear Ms. Gharis,

On February 19, 2021, Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas (LANWT) submitted public
comments and a request for a Notice and Comment Hearing on Draft Federal Operating Permit
No. 02771 on behalf of our client, West Dallas 1 (WD1) to the Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality (TCEQ). On June 4, 2021, we received notice that our request for a
hearing was granted and that the hearing would be held virtually via webcast on July 29, 2021 at
7:00pm. We submit these additional comments to request that the hearing be held in-person or, at
the very least, that TCEQ provide an in-person forum to provide technical assistance to those
who wish to engage in the virtual process.

In our original comments of February 2021, we specifically asked for an opportunity for
residents to orally voice their concerns in person, especially on behalf of residents who may not
have electronic access or who may be otherwise unable to easily engage in the traditional
comment process. We also asked that TCEQ coordinate with WD1 members to determine an
appropriate time and place for the hearing. Had that coordination taken place, we could have
voiced our concerns regarding the lack of access to meaningful public participation that a purely
online forum creates and worked together to coordinate a more accessible and equitable solution.

Ensuring “meaningful public participation in the decision-making process” is a core tenet
of TCEQ’s Agency Philosophy.' In its Resolution Concerning Public Participation, the
Commission stated its desire to “emphasize its commitment to increased and improved public
participation” and resolved to “strengthen its public assistance and outreach activities to provide

! Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Mission Statement and Agency Philosophy, (July 24 2021, 11:00
AM) https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/mission.html

Bringing justice to North and West Texans since 1951

l SC } America’s Partner
{ for Equal justice



greater responsiveness to the public and additional opportunities for public participation.”? In
addition, the State of Texas prides itself on its efforts to promote open government and ensure
that public decision making is transparent, open and accountable to all Texans® via enforcement
of the Texas Open Meetings Act which requires that meetings of governmental bodies be open to
the public except for expressly authorized closed sessions.* Courts have consistently held that the
provisions of the Act are mandatory and are to be liberally construed in favor of open
government.® Towards this end, municipalities and state agencies across Texas have resumed in-
person meetings.® Recognizing the incomparable value of in-person over online forums, the
Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) recently provided two in-person meeting options
in tandem with a virtual public meeting for an upcoming feasibility study of 1-345 right here in
Dallas.’

By holding the Notice and Comment Hearing exclusively online and failing to provide an
in-person option, TCEQ is substantially limiting the ability of the public to meaningfully
participate in the permitting process. As we have previously emphasized, the West Dallas
community is comprised of mostly low-income, minority households. The population within a 1-
mile radius of the GAF facility is 91% people of color, 73% low-income and 17% linguistically
isolated compared with state averages of 58% people of color, 35% low-income and 8%
linguistically isolated.® Dallas ranks among the nation’s worst cities for broadband internet
connectivity,” where internet access is largely correlated with socio-economic status and zip-
code.!® In West Dallas’ zip code of 75212 where the GAF facility is located, nearly half of all
households lack internet access, placing it in the bottom 5 of Dallas zip codes for connectivity. "'

2 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Resolution Concerning Public Participation, April 22, 1996, (July
2,2021, 11:15 AM), https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/participation/permitting-
participation/particip_res.html

3 “Open Meetings Act Handbook 2020,” Office of the Attorney General of Texas, 2020,
https://www.texasattorneygeneral.gov/sites/default/files/files/divisions/open-government/openmeetings_hb.pdf
4TEX. GOV’T CODE § 551

5 See City of Laredo v. Escamilla, 219 S.W.3d 14, 19 (Tex. App.—San Antonio 2006, pet. denied); Willmann v. City
of San Antonio, 123 S.W.3d 469, 473 (Tex. App.—San Antonio 2003, pet. denied); Toyah Indep. Sch. Dist. v.
Pecos-Barstow Indep. Sch. Dist., 466 S.W.2d 377, 380 (Tex. App.—San Antonio 1971, no writ)

¢ Amaris E. Rodriguez, Local governments move toward allowing public at meetings again (June 7th, 2021),
https://wacotrib.com/news/local/govt-and-politics/waco-local-governments-move-toward-allowing-public-at-
meetings-again/article _e0a91fd0-c7e¢9-11eb-8620-0b945¢efel7ef.html

7 Texas Department of Transportation, Virtual Public Meeting with In-Person Option— 1345 from I-30 to Woodall
Rodgers Freeway (Spur 366) (July 2nd, 2021, 11:00AM), https://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/get-
involved/about/hearings-meetings/dallas/062221.html

8 U.S. EPA, EJSCREEN Demographic Indicators, available at: https://ejscreen.epa.gov

9 Corbett Smith, “A third of Dallas families are without home internet, making online learning all the more
difficult,” The Dallas Morning News, May 8, 2020, https://www.dallasnews.com/news/public-health/2020/05/08/a-
third-of-dallas-families-are-without-home-internet-making-online-learning-all-the-more-difficult/ be

19 Emily Donaldson, “Many Dallas families still don’t have reliable internet. Here are some possible solutions,” 7he
Dallas Morning News, July 5, 2021, https://www.dallasnews.com/news/education/2021/07/05/many-dallas-families-
still-dont-have-reliable-internet-here-are-some-possible-solutions/ ; See also Emily A. Vogels, “Digital divide
persists even as Americans with lower incomes make gains in tech adoption,” Pew Research Center, June 22,2021,
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2021/06/22/digital-divide-persists-even-as-americans-with-lower-incomes-
make-gains-in-tech-adoption/

1 Brooklyn Cooper, “How hot spots are bridging southern Dallas’ digital divide during the coronavirus pandemic,”
The Dallas Morning News, August 28, 2020, https://www.dallasnews.com/news/public-health/2020/08/28/how-hot-
spots-are-bridging-southern-dallas-digital-divide-during-the-coronavirus-pandemic/
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Given the severity of the “digital divide” in West Dallas, holding a public meeting exclusively
online on a topic concerning this area would significantly restrict the community’s ability to
engage in the public decision making process.

In order to ensure that the Title V permit renewal process meets both the open meeting
standards of the State of Texas as well as the stated mission and philosophy of TCEQ itself, it is
imperative that the hearing be held in a manner that is accessible to the affected community. An
online meeting concerning an area where half of all households lack internet access is neither
open nor does it allow for meaningful public participation. As such, in order to ensure the
integrity of government decision making and the permitting process, we urge TCEQ to hold the
Notice and Comment Hearing on Draft Federal Operating Permit No. 02771 in-person in the
affected community.

Respectfully,

Stephanie Champion, Attorney
Kevin Sheneberger, Law Clerk
David Joseph Deutch, Law Clerk

Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas
Community Revitalization Project
400 S. Zang Blvd., Ste. 1420
Dallas, TX 75208

(214) 243-2583
champions@lanwt.org




Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Wednesday, July 28, 2021 10:28 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: antonioargote1780@gmail.com <antonioargote1780@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 27, 2021 8:20 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Deron Valjean Patterson

E-MAIL: antonioargote1780@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 7619 APPLECROSS LN
DALLAS TX 75248-2317

PHONE: 4698493090

FAX:

COMMENTS: | have read about the enormous amount of pollution that this plant emits to the families surrounding this
plant. At a minimum this permit should ONLY be granted if scrubbing equipment is installed to reduce the emissions of

pollution. | live in North Dallas and we have no such plants like this near our neighborhoods. | would welcome this plant
moving far outside the DFW metroplex.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 9:51 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: karenojacobs@sbcglobal.net <karenojacobs@shcglobal.net>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 9:49 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Karen Owens Jacobs

E-MAIL: karenojacobs@sbcglobal.net

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1800 N FIELD ST APT 3510
DALLAS TX 75202-2778

PHONE: 9728858297
FAX:
COMMENTS: GAF Materials is asking for a 5 year renewal of their Title V Federal Operating Permit. This should be

denied unless they add a sulfur dioxide scrubber. They are the largest polluter of sulfur dioxide in Dallas County. West
Dallas neighborhoods have long suffered through excessive pollutants. It is time to stop this practice.
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Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 9:47 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Attachments: TCEQ CEPAC Letter _ CM BLACKMON_ 7.28.2021.docx

From: Clifford.Sparks@dallascityhall.com <Clifford.Sparks@dallascityhall.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 28, 2021 8:47 PM

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

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: MRS Paula Blackmon

E-MAIL: Clifford.Sparks@Dallascityhall.com

COMPANY: City of Dallas

ADDRESS: 1500 MARILLA ST
DALLAS TX 75201-6318

PHONE: 4692229481
FAX:

COMMENTS: In addition to my comments please feel free to reference the City of Dallas' CECAP plan here:
https://www.dallasclimateaction.com




CITY OF DALLAS
July 28, 2021

Toby Baker

Executive Director

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Dear Mr. Baker:

| am writing on behalf of the City of Dallas to express our concerns with the operating
permit renewal effort for the Building Materials Investment Corporation, at 2600 Singleton
Blvd., Dallas, Texas 75212-3738. This is an asphalt shingle and coating materials
manufacturing facility, locally known as the GAF facility, that has applied to the TCEQ for
a renewal of federal operating Permit, No. 02771, Application No. 30975, to authorize
operation of the Dallas plant.

Dallas is a leader in reducing emissions and addressing climate and environmental risk
with effective, equitable, and common-sense solutions like the creation of our
comprehensive environmental and climate action plan (CECAP) back in May. The
CECAP is an innovative municipal policy framework meant to ensure a healthier and
cleaner environment and allow Dallas to be a regional leader in addressing climate
change.

My hope is that the Texas Commission of Environmental Quality will take an approach
that is not only favorable to the citizens in the affected area but one that also considers
the City of Dallas’ Comprehensive Environmental and Climate Action Plan (CECAP). I've
included a link to the CECAP for your review. Please don'’t hesitate to reach out to me
personally should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Paula C. Blackmon
Dallas City Council Member
Environment & Sustainability Committee Chair



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 9:54 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Cc: Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone

Subject: FW: | Oppose the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

From: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 9:29 AM

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

Subject: FW: | Oppose the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

From: Genaro Viniegra Jr <genaroviniegra@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 9:10 AM

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>;
Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com; jasminefor100@gmail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov;
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov; royce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasey@mail.house.gov;
Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org

Subject: | Oppose the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212
RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk, TCEQ Commissioners, EPA, City of Dallas, and Dallas County

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in West Dallas. This
facility is too old, too polluting, and too much of a public health menace to remain operating in its current location.

GAF is the largest industrial Sulfur Dioxide polluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement
plant or utility power station. It is the 4" largest source of industrial Particulate Matter pollution.

Over the past year independent air monitoring has shown levels of Particulate Matter pollution in violation of the
Clean Air Act, and far above the World Health Organization recommended level of concern, making its operation an
on-going threat to public health. EPA should place its own Particulate Matter monitors around GAF to capture these
violations and force GAF to reduce its pollution.

Much of GAF's air pollution is "grandfathered," or exempt from modern controls, including scrubbers that could
eliminate most of its Sulfur Dioxide pollution. This exemption is unacceptable in the middle of urban residential
neighborhoods. EPA must require GAF to install the best, most protective pollution control technologies or shut it down.

It was recently learned that GAF doesn't have a Certificate of Occupancy or the correct zoning status to be operating
1



in the City of Dallas, and yet it coﬂues to do so. A federal operating permit should consider whether a polluting
factory is complying with all applicable state and local laws before granting its own permit. If GAF doesn’t have the
necessary permits, it shouldn’t be operating.

GAF operates in a census tract with over 5000 people. An overwhelming majority are People of Color with a median
income approximately one third of the Dallas average. 20% of the population is nine year of age or younger, 45% is 19
or younger - among the most vulnerable to the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least three early childhood program
or day care centers and six school campuses are near this factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a major
environmental health and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to steer undesirable industries
to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It’s now a dangerous and obsolete leftover from that racist past. It should not be

allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 1:33 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: ashelley@citizen.org <ashelley@citizen.org>

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 12:11 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: MS Rita J Beving

E-MAIL: ashelley@citizen.org

COMPANY: Public Citizen

ADDRESS: 309 E 11TH ST Suite 2
AUSTIN TX 78701-2787

PHONE: 5124771155
FAX:

COMMENTS: Office of the Chief Clerk Texas Commission on Environmental Quality MC-105 P.O. Box 13087 Austin, TX
78711-3087 Electronic submission at: www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/ Re: Public Comment on Draft Federal
Operating Permit 2771: Building Materials Investment Corporation or GAF Materials Public Citizen appreciates the
opportunity to provide these comments regarding the renewal of the federal Title V permit for the Building Materials
Investment Corporation, more aptly known as GAF Materials. We would welcome the opportunity to discuss our

1



recommendations further. Pleasegtact Adrian Shelley at ashelley@citizen.org, 512-477-1155. Public Citizen is
requesting that the renewal of the federal Title V permit for GAF Materials be denied. We agree with comments
received by the agency from Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas, the Texas Law Environmental Clinic and the Environmental
Integrity Project, that as written, this permit: 1) Fails to include an adequate Statement of Basis. The current Statement
of Basis within this permit does not adequately describe the facility, each emission unit, its applicable regulation(s), or
the rational for the adequacy of monitoring. Therefore, the Statement of Basis makes it impossible to verify the Basis of
Determination due to the lack of information. Detailed information, rather than a computer-generated Basis of
Determination section, is required to assure that one can determine that the permit meets Title V requirements. 2) Fails
to include adequate information regarding GAF’s Permit By Rule (PBR) emission sources in order to ensure compliance
with all applicable requirements. The TCEQ allows for a Permit By Rule (PBR) to authorize the construction of new
emission units or changes to units at an existing facility as long as it complies with the requirements in 30.Texas
Administrative Code §106.4 and the PBR’s requirements. The draft permit fails to identify any facilities subject to the
incorporated PBRs as outlined in §§106.227, 106.263 and 106.454, therefore it is impossible for the public to determine
how the PBR and standard exemptions apply to these emission units. Title V also requires that the source specific PBR
emission limits and conditions necessary to ensure compliance be included within the permit. The draft permit fails to
do so. Therefore, the lack of this information on individual units could cause GAF to exceed its overall permit limitations.
The lack of this information also undermines the ability to enforce compliance to PBR emission limits. 3) Fails to specify
monitoring, testing, reporting and recordkeeping conditions sufficient to assure compliance and otherwise fails to meet
the requirements of the federal Clean Air Act. A Title V permit requires that monitoring, testing, reporting and
recordkeeping information be included to ensure compliance with all applicable requirements. Emission limits, along
with the rationale for monitoring, must be documented. GAF has used PBRs for four heaters, eight tanks, along with
brazing, welding, and soldering equipment. Yet the PBR fails to establish any monitoring conditions or testing
requirements to ensure compliance with its emission limits or operating requirements as outlined in PBR rule §106.4.
Further, though the draft permit and TCEQ rules require GAF to maintain records documenting and demonstrating
compliance, the draft federal permit is deficient as the TCEQ fails to specify the monitoring methods GAF is required to
follow to ensure that compliance with all applicable PBR requirements are met. 4) Fails to meet the standard for TCEQ to
ensure its administration of the Title V program, and does not create disparate impacts based on race, color, or national
origin. According to EPA’s EJ screening data for the area, the demographics of nearby residents who live within one mile
of the GAF facility represent neighborhoods with more than 90% being people of color. More than 70% are of low
income. Recent census data indicates than 60% of the residents are black and almost 30% are Hispanic. This West Dallas
community is one of the most highly industrialized areas of Dallas. Historically, it is home to one of the largest superfund
sites created by the RSR lead smelter and currently hosts twenty concrete batch plants. According to TCEQ's own Air
Quality Contaminant Summary reports, GAF was the highest emitter of SO2 in Dallas County, spewing more than 125
tons in 2019. GAF was the fourth highest emitter of PM2.5, releasing more than 26.31 tons that same year. According to
the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry, short term exposure to SO2 is known to have harmful effects on
the respiratory system making breathing difficult and exacerbating the symptoms of asthma, particularly in children.
Long-term exposure to persistent levels of SO2 has been linked to lasting and detrimental changes to lung function. High
concentrations of SO2 in the air also contributes to PM pollution, small particles which can penetrate the lungs and
bloodstream, causing serious health problems. The facility is located within a half mile of two public schools, a daycare
center, a public senior housing development, an assisted living center and several churches. A public library, park and a
community center are also located within the affected area. More than 48 homes border the facility on either side of the
plant’s fence line with small businesses located nearby. GAF’s harmful emissions will not only adversely affect these
nearby minority residents who live in the affected area but also will impact all those who utilize these facilities and
resources in the immediate neighborhood. Request for Denial of this Title V Renewal Permit The renewal of GAF
Materials’ federal permit renewal is subject to comply with not only the requirements of the Clean Air Act in its
applicable statutes and regulations, but also comply with the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Department of Justice.
Therefore, due to the deficiencies outlined above, we request that the renewal of this Title V permit be denied.
Respectfully Submitted, Adrian Shelley Director, Public Citizen’s Texas Office 512.477.1155 Rita Beving North Texas
Representative 214.557.2271




Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 1:32 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: caguldiO3@gmail.com <caguldi03@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 11:43 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Christine A Guldi

E-MAIL: caguldi03@gmail.com

COMPANY: Dallas Sierra Club

ADDRESS: 7228 LA SOBRINA DR
DALLAS TX 75248-3048

PHONE: 9722395878
FAX:

COMMENTS: In 2019, just eighty days before a renewal application for permit 2771 was submitted, TCEQ investigated
GAF and found that the company had twice failed to comply with the federal regulations that applied to its permit.
Apparently TCEQ wrote this off at the time as an OOPSY by the company and ignored this history when reviewing permit
2771. The report on the non compliance was dated 7/29/2019. The report on the agency review was dated 10/9/2019.
The deviations do not appear at all in the annual enforcement report that covers 2019. | did not comb through the entire
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history of permit 2771, but | take*example as indicative of laxness by GAF and TCEQ. TCEQ has a pretty miserable
history of helping North Texas comply with the federal clean air since 1991. GAF is acknowledged to be a significant
emitter of SO2 and particulates. Its NOX emissions are ignored. The company apparently shows no interest in cleaning
up its process by switching from natural gas to electricity in the future. Such a switch would eliminate most of the onsite
pollution it currently spews over the adjoining residential neighborhoods. TCEQ enables GAF to ignore the extent to
which it is contributing to the sickness and deaths of its neighbors. GAF does not deserve a permit renewal when it
demonstrates no concern for its neighbors.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 1:30 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Attachments: 210729 - GAF Facility Comment Letter.pdf

From: omar.narvaez@dallascityhall.com <omar.narvaez@dallascityhall.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 1:25 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: THE HONORABLE Omar Narvaez

E-MAIL: omar.narvaez@dallascityhall.com

COMPANY: City of Dallas

ADDRESS: 1500 MARILLA ST #5FS
DALLAS TX 75201-6318

PHONE: 2146704199
FAX:

COMMIENTS: Please find attached comments from Council Member Omar Narvaez, City of Dallas District 6



July 29, 2021

Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105
TCEQ

PO Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

FAX: 512-239-3311

RE: Draft Permit No.: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
2600 Singleton Blvd., Dallas, TX 75212-3738

The above referenced Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, locally known as the
GAF facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal Operating Permit (Draft Permit No.
02771, Application No. 30975). This draft permit raises concerns on local air quality, plant controls to
best control air pollution, and most critically, this plant is operating in an area with significant ongoing
environmental justice concerns.

| understand the main purpose of a federal operating permit and the state’s permitting process is to
improve overall compliance with the rules governing air pollution control. The DFW Air Quality region
has been deemed to be in “severe non-attainment” for ground level ozone. DFW was unable to meet
compliance deadlines for ground level ozone by 2020, which resulted in the change in status that will
likely result in a revised, more stringent State Implementation Plan, which we would anticipate would
apply to most air quality constituents. In 2020, Dallas-Fort Worth was ranked 17th in the “American
Lung Association’s 25 Most Ozone-Polluted Cities.” Pediatric asthma is the leading cause of
absenteeism, with about 30 percent of schools exceeding 28 percent asthma-related absenteeism rates.

The draft permit raises questions regarding the existing air quality and emissions from this facility. The
2019 emissions release data for this facility indicate this site had the highest emissions of sulfur dioxide
(SOy) in Dallas — and these emissions are near what the TCEQ terms “sensitive receptors” such as
multiple homes, schools, daycare, churches, libraries, community centers, parks and other similar
gathering places that are all located less than a mile from the site.

The draft permit does not appear to make improvement in the permit requirements, nor many of the
plants’ controls and procedures that have been grandfathered into this renewal. Upgrades should
include the current best available pollution control technologies, performing modelling of the emissions,
and looking at a detailed breakdown of the constituents coming out of the stacks.

Our offices receive complaints about odor and potential pollution from this site and our residents have
expressed strong concerns about the odors and pollution that may impact community health.

Office of the City Council | 1500 Marilla, Dallas, Texas 75201



Draft Permit No.: 02771
July 29, 2021
Page 2

This facility GAF manufactures asphalt and fiberglass shingles whose process has been documented to
be harmful to human health such as:

e Limestone (ACGIH 3mg/m?3)

e Oxidized Asphalt (ACGIH 0.5 mg/m?)

e Crystalline Silica (ACGIH 0.025 mg/m?)

e Fiberglass Mat (fibers) (ACGIH 1 fiber per cubic centimeter)
e Titanium Dioxide (10 mg/m?3)

Note: ACGIH is American Conference of Industrial Hygienists. They have established Threshold
Limit Values (TLV) and Biological Exposure Indices (BEI) that can be used to determine safe
exposure levels

The current Title V permit nor the current draft permit application include an estimated breakdown of
these Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs) nor is there any effort to set emission limits for these materials.
These are serious concerns. There are residences directly across the street from the facility, and there is
a day care center just a few hundred feet away.

Since 1990, when the Federal Operating Permit regulations were originally created as Title V of the
Clean Air Act, the science of air pollution has grown and the impact of many of these hazardous
materials on nearby sensitive receptors was not fully known. The science and research into human
health has greatly outpaced the ability of rule makers to keep up over the past 30 years. We need to
bring this permit into the current state of the science.

There are tools and techniques available to TCEQ and GAF that can be used to help address these issues.
Atmospheric modeling techniques are commonly used in major New Source Review-type processes to
estimate the impact of pollutants on communities and areas near the emission source. There is a record
of Nitrogen Dioxide modeling for the facility, but no record of particulate matter or Sulfur Dioxide
modeling. A simple modeling analysis of Sulfur dioxide, particulate matter, and hazardous air pollutant
emissions from the facility would provide clarity on how GAF emissions relate to public health impacts.

Many industries use continuous air monitors on large sources of emissions to document compliance and
identify emission surges or equipment malfunctions. Despite large emissions of particulate matter and
sulfur dioxide, there is no record this facility is using this technology. Particulate compliance within the
permit is based on visual opacity of the air by a trained observer. Water vapor in particular can make
visual opacity difficult and less accurate. Particulates in asphalt shingle manufacturing may include
crystalline silica, condensed vapors from asphalt, fiberglass fibers, and other hazardous materials, it
suggested that the facility install opacity monitors to determine the opacity more accurately, and
subsequent regulatory compliance. There are also compliance stack monitors available for sulfur
dioxide.

Another important consideration is the concept of Environmental Justice (EJ). The EPA defines EJ as
“the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of race, color, national origin, or

Office of the City Council | 1500 Marilla, Dallas, Texas 75201



Draft Permit No.: 02771
July 29, 2021
Page 3

income with respect to the development, implementation and enforcement of environmental laws,
regulations and policies (https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/learn-about-environmental-
justice).” The EPA also includes in EJ that no group or community should bear a disproportionate share
of environmental burden from industrial, government, or commercial operations. The EPA states that:

e People should have an opportunity to participate in decisions about activities that may affect
their environment and/or health;

e The public's contribution can influence the regulatory agency's decision;
e Community concerns will be considered in the decision-making process; and
e Decision makers will seek out and facilitate the involvement of those potentially affected.

As you know, this part of Dallas has a long history related to Environmental justice concerns: The West
Dallas neighborhood where GAF is operating is a 90% minority neighborhood with low income. Many
residents are foreign born and English may not be their primary language. This neighborhood has a
history of disproportionate impacts from the air pollution of industrial facilities. This is highlighted by
the long battle with Revere Smelting and Refining (RSR) a secondary lead smelter that was located
nearby that operated for nearly 50 years in the neighborhood. RSR ceased operations in 1984, but clean-
up issues took many years.

It is the TCEQ's responsibility to ensure that the EPA’s environmental justice mandate is carried out in
this Title V application. Therefore, the TCEQ and GAF should consider the impact of Hazardous Air
Pollutants and the health impacts of other associated priority pollutants such as Particulate matter,
Nitrogen dioxide, Carbon Monoxide and sulfur dioxide PM1o, PM 2.5, NO,, CO, and SO, 0on the
community around the GAF facility beyond the general scope set in 30 TAC.

The facility should provide sufficient modelling to show that there are no impacts to adjacent sensitive
receptors, and at a minimum to add the stack monitoring, and scrubbers to the thermal stack with high
sulfur dioxide emissions. This facility is in my lifelong neighborhood and should take all reasonably
available measures to protect the neighborhoods, local businesses, churches, parks, and residents.

Sincerely,

frdl

Omar Narvaez
City of Dallas, Council District 6

Office of the City Council | 1500 Marilla, Dallas, Texas 75201



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:57 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

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

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 9:42 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Raul Reyes

E-MAIL: reyespdsm@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 3455 BORGER ST
DALLAS TX 75212-2724

PHONE: 4698803811
FAX:

COMMENTS: My name is Raul Reyes, | reside at 3455 Borger St. in West Dallas, Dallas County. | am current President of
West Dallas1, but most important | am father of 3 children and have lived in west Dallas all 47 years of my life and in the
last 26 years | have raised a family and worked in West Dallas. | am here to speak against the renewal or issuance of
Draft Permit No. 02771 been requested by Building Materials Investment Corporation or GAF Materials locally called. |
oppose such permit because the permit is deficient in proving it protects the health of people and the environment. The

1



permit doesn't tell us, the comm& or the employees of GAF what specific emissions they're breathing in, although
we know it uses many things hazardous to human health in it's process. Also, this plant is no longer a compatible
business to a growing and getting denser residential community. GAF has been operating in west Dallas for decades and
since | have been situationally aware of my community, it has made its presence known by the noise and smell which
emanates at all hours of the day from the plant on 2600 Singleton Blvd. | attended high school at L. G. Pinkston in the
1990’s and practice sports, football in the fall and baseball in the spring, we were always reminded of the facility
because on hot and humid days of practice you could choke on the harsh sulfur smell, it was difficult to breath on humid
days after yo-yos sprints up and down the field. Our public library is situated across the street from the facility and as a
teenager | visited the library and as an adult | took my children to visit the library and use the internet and watch movies
and, in both instances, 20 years apart, the plant was nuisance with its loud buzzing noise and horrible egg smell, this
whole time the plant has been noise polluting and polluting our air. This pandemic has made me and many of my
neighbors aware that what we breath in can make us sick, in this case this facility produces particulate matter and
Sulphur Dioxide which is PM2.5 and PM10 in size and both are harmful and can lead to respiratory illnesses or cancer
after many years of exposure. At a community meeting we were informed GAF emits 260 tons of pollution per year and
is the largest polluter in the area. Prove me wrong that decades of emitting that much pollution into the air you can rule
out with confidence it hasn’t cause some of my neighbors to be ill or have some pulmonary disease or complication. Lets
start with their own employees who literally are covered every day with what it releases into the air, we have homes
who share a fence line and have to breath in what it emits in higher concentration than rest of us who reside farther
from the plant. | am homeowner and have no intentions of leaving West Dallas, | have attended school, | work in the
community, | have raised my family, | shop at the shopping center that is literally counter cornered to this large plant
site, | at times attend service at the church across the street, | travel up and down Singleton Blvd because it’s the major
traffic artery east to west through West Dallas, so there is not time that | am not breathing the emissions of the GAF
plant. What worries me is that this facility will continue to emit tons of pollution into the air and like | did when | was a
teen | go home after practice tell my mother and complaint of the nasty egg odor, my son too came home and complaint
to me of the foul odor, my question to this panel is how many generations will have to continue to be victim of this
abuse or to the indifference of a money-making industry. My neighbors and | refuse to accept to live in these conditions,
today and in our future, | ask TCEQ to not renew this permit and GAF be a good corporate neighbor and work with the
community in an amortization plan, find a home elsewhere, because GAF is no longer welcomed next to ours. Thank you
for you time.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:57 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: janie.cisneros@gmail.com <janie.cisneros@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 9:49 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Janie Cisneros

E-MAIL: janie.cisneros@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2821 BEDFORD ST
DALLAS TX 75212-4906

PHONE: 2147080990
FAX:

COMMENTS: Follow up to my previous comments: the GAF renewal permit was not publicly available. | went to the
West Dallas Branch Public Library and it was not present. The staff also searched and did not find it. | was not able to
find it online either. This does not give the public the opportunity to understand exactly what is included in that permit
request. | think its great that one can access offline at a local library however it needs to be there. Consider an online
option as well.



’ ® ®

Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:55 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Attachments: Letter- Comment to TCEQ on GAF Materials Permit- 072921.docx

From: elba.garciadds@dallascounty.org <elba.garciadds@dallascounty.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 5:51 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: DR. Elba Garcia

E-MAIL: elba.garciadds@dallascounty.org

COMPANY: Dallas County (Commissioner)

ADDRESS: 411 ELM ST Second Floor
DALLAS TX 75202-3301

PHONE: 2146536670
FAX:

COMMENTS: July 29, 2021 Office of the Chief Clerk Texas Commission on Environmental Quality MC-105 P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087 Electronic submission at: www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/ Re: Public Comment on Draft

Federal Operating Permit 2771: Building Materials Investment Corporation or GAF Materials Dear TCEQ Staff, Our office
has been made aware of the application for the renewal of a federal Title V permit for the Building Materials Investment

1



g

Corporation, more commonly kno* as GAF Materials. It is our understanding that this federal permit is for a five-year
renewal. We have affected residents within our district who live directly across the street from this facility who currently
are and would be impacted by the hazardous emissions from this asphalt shingle manufacturing and coating operation
in the future. We are requesting that the renewal of the federal Title V permit for GAF Materials be denied for the
following reasons: Lack of Required Information Makes the Permit Deficient: ® The current “Statement of Basis” within
this permit does not adequately describe the facility, each emission unit, its applicable regulation(s), or the rationale for
the adequacy of monitoring. ® Administrative rules within the TCEQ provide for the authorization of new emission units
to be constructed or more units to be added at an existing facility without a full review of the overall permit. However,
the draft permit fails to detail many of the plant’s individual units and their emission limits to develop a complete
picture of the plant’s overall emission limits. ® Though the draft permit and TCEQ rules require GAF to maintain records
documenting and demonstrating compliance, the draft federal permit is deficient as the TCEQ fails to specify the
monitoring methods the plant is required to follow to assure that all units are compliant. ® A Title V permit requires that
ongoing monitoring, testing, reporting and recordkeeping information be included to assure compliance with all
applicable requirements. Emission limits along with the rationale for monitoring must be documented. There is not
sufficient data regarding any of these tasks for various units. ® Lack of complete information regarding emission limits
on individual units at the plant could cause GAF to exceed its overall permit limitations. Due to the lack of information,
this lack of transparency would hinder the ability to enforce adherence to those emission limits by the agency or other
political subdivisions. GAF is a Major Pollution Source with Little Accountability: ® The emissions from this facility are
significant, and the TCEQ and GAF should consider the impact of the Hazardous Air Pollutants and Criteria Pollutants on
the health of the community around GAF. e Especially concerning are the 125 tons per year of sulfur dioxide (SO2),
which makes this facility the highest emitting sulfur dioxide facility in all of Dallas County (2019 emissions data). Despite
this, the facility lacks Best Available Control Technology like a scrubber, which would have a beneficial impact on the
health of the community. @ Although it is known that GAF emits Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs), GAF’s permit does not
break down which Hazardous Air Pollutants it emits in its permit, nor does it set emissions limits for them. This is a
serious concern, because there are residential properties on three sides of the facility. ® There is also a concern with the
threat these emissions pose to the employees at the facility, since we know that the asphalt shingle process produces
numerous pollutants hazardous to human health. The information provided in the permit makes it impossible for
employees to know their risk in prolonged exposure. These risks are documented by NIOSH and OSHA. e It is also
inadequate that GAF relies on visual, human observation for opacity testing to detect upsets and to document
compliance. Large sources of emissions should utilize continuous air monitors to ensure accurate monitoring of
particulates, crystalline silica, asphalt vapors, fiberglass fibers and other hazardous particulates. ® A simple modeling
analysis of sulfur dioxide, particulate matter, and hazardous air pollutant emissions from the facility would greatly
increase confidence that GAF was operating in a manner consistent with the protection of public health. Environmental
Justice Considerations are Mandated for this Permit: @ West Dallas is a vibrant, culturally rich community of color, that is
thriving with new growth of residential developments and businesses. But the life-long residents are still dealing with
noxious odors, poor air quality and noises from directly adjacent industrial facilities unseen in other parts of the city. ®
According to EPA’s EJ screening data for the area, the demographics of nearby residents that live within one mile of the
GAF facility represent neighborhoods with more than 90% being people of color. More than 70% are of low income.
Recent census data indicates that 60% of the residents are black and almost 30% are Hispanic. ® West Dallas has a well
known history of disproportionate impacts from industrial facilities and is one of the most highly industrialized parts of
the city. The community battled the Revere Smelting and Refining (RSR) lead smelter and the Portland cement
manufacturing facility and still contends with the impacts of twenty different concrete batch plants in the immediate
area. ® The TCEQ must act to ensure that the EPA’s Environmental Justice mandate is carried out in this Title V
application. No group of people should bear a disproportionate share of the negative environmental consequences
resulting from industrial operations or policies. ® Because GAF Materials is located directly adjacent to residential
properties, a daycare, a middle school, a public library, a community center and affordable housing developments, this
permit must be denied until it can demonstrate that it considers the protection of public health and the environment.
Therefore, due to the reasons outlined above, | request that this permit be denied and remanded back to the applicant
as it is incomplete and not protective of public health and safety. Sincerely, Dr. Elba Garcia Dallas County Commissioner
District 4



DR. ELBA GARCIA
DALLAS COUNTY COMMISSIONER
DISTRICT 4

July 29, 2021

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Electronic submission at: www 14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/

Re: Public Comment on Draft Federal Operating Permit 2771: Building Materials Investment Corporation
or GAF Materials

Dear TCEQ Staff,

Our office has been made aware of the application for the renewal of a federal Title V permit for the Building
Materials Investment Corporation, more commonly known as GAF Materials.

It is our understanding that this federal permit is for a five-year renewal. We have affected residents within our
district who live directly across the street from this facility who currently are and would be impacted by the
hazardous emissions from this asphalt shingle manufacturing and coating operation in the future.

We are requesting that the renewal of the federal Title V permit for GAF Materials be denied for the following
reasons:

Lack of Required Information Makes the Permit Deficient:

e  The current “Statement of Basis” within this permit does not adequately describe the facility, each emission
unit, its applicable regulation(s), or the rationale for the adequacy of monitoring.

e  Administrative rules within the TCEQ provide for the authorization of new emission units to be constructed
or more units to be added at an existing facility without a full review of the overall permit. However, the
draft permit fails to detail many of the plant’s individual units and their emission limits to develop a
complete picture of the plant’s overall emission limits.

e Though the draft permit and TCEQ rules require GAF to maintain records documenting and demonstrating
compliance, the draft federal permit is deficient as the TCEQ fails to specify the monitoring methods the
plant is required to follow to assure that all units are compliant.

e A Title V permit requires that ongoing monitoring, testing, reporting and recordkeeping information be
included to assure compliance with all applicable requirements. Emission limits along with the rationale for
monitoring must be documented. There is not sufficient data regarding any of these tasks for various units.

e Lack of complete information regarding emission limits on individual units at the plant could cause GAF to
exceed its overall permit limitations. Due to the lack of information, this lack of transparency would hinder
the ability to enforce adherence to those emission limits by the agency or other political subdivisions.

4403 W. ILLINOIS DALLAS, TEXAS 75211 214-339-8381 FAX: 214-337-9558
411 EL.M STREET DALLAS, TEXAS 75202 214-653-6670 FAX: 214-653-7057



GAF is a Major Pollution Source with Little Accountability:

The emissions from this facility are significant, and the TCEQ and GAF should consider the impact of
the Hazardous Air Pollutants and Criteria Pollutants on the health of the community around GAF.
Especially concerning are the 125 tons per year of sulfur dioxide (SO.), which makes this facility the
highest emitting sulfur dioxide facility in all of Dallas County (2019 emissions data). Despite this, the
facility lacks Best Available Control Technology like a scrubber, which would have a beneficial impact on
the health of the community.

Although it is known that GAF emits Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs), GAF’s permit does not break down
which Hazardous Air Pollutants it emits in its permit, nor does it set emissions limits for them. This is a
serious concern, because there are residential properties on three sides of the facility.

There is also a concern with the threat these emissions pose to the employees at the facility, since we know
that the asphalt shingle process produces numerous pollutants hazardous to human health. The information
provided in the permit makes it impossible for employees to know their risk in prolonged exposure. These
risks are documented by NIOSH and OSHA.

It is also inadequate that GAF relies on visual, human observation for opacity testing to detect upsets and to
document compliance. Large sources of emissions should utilize continuous air monitors to ensure accurate
monitoring of particulates, crystalline silica, asphalt vapors, fiberglass fibers and other hazardous
particulates.

A simple modeling analysis of sulfur dioxide, particulate matter, and hazardous air pollutant emissions
from the facility would greatly increase confidence that GAF was operating in a manner consistent with the
protection of public health.

Environmental Justice Considerations are Mandated for this Permit:

West Dallas is a vibrant, culturally rich community of color, that is thriving with new growth of residential
developments and businesses. But the life-long residents are still dealing with noxious odors, poor air
quality and noises from directly adjacent industrial facilities unseen in other parts of the city.

According to EPA’s EJ screening data for the area, the demographics of nearby residents that live within
one mile of the GAF facility represent neighborhoods with more than 90% being people of color. More
than 70% are of low income. Recent census data indicates that 60% of the residents are black and almost
30% are Hispanic.

West Dallas has a well known history of disproportionate impacts from industrial facilities and is one of the
most highly industrialized parts of the city. The community battled the Revere Smelting and Refining
(RSR) lead smelter and the Portland cement manufacturing facility and still contends with the impacts of
twenty different concrete batch plants in the immediate area.

The TCEQ must act to ensure that the EPA’s Environmental Justice mandate is carried out in this Title V
application. No group of people should bear a disproportionate share of the negative environmental
consequences resulting from industrial operations or policies.

Because GAF Materials is located directly adjacent to residential properties, a daycare, a middle school, a
public library, a community center and affordable housing developments, this permit must be denied until it
can demonstrate that it considers the protection of public health and the environment.

Therefore, due to the reasons outlined above, I request that this permit be denied and remanded back to the applicant
as it is incomplete and not protective of public health and safety.

Sincerely,
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Dr. Elba Garcia
Dallas County Commissioner
District 4
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Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:54 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Attachments: Letter- Comment to TCEQ on GAF Materials Permit- 07292 1.docx

From: elba.garciadds@dallascounty.org <elba.garciadds@dallascounty.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 6:42 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: DR. Elba Garcia

E-MAIL: elba.garciadds@dallascounty.org

COMPANY: Dallas County (Commissioner)

ADDRESS: 411 ELM ST Second Floor
DALLAS TX 75202-3301

PHONE: 2146536670
FAX:

COMMENTS: July 29, 2021 Office of the Chief Clerk Texas Commission on Environmental Quality MC-105 P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 78711-3087 Electronic submission at: www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/ Re: Public Comment on Draft

Federal Operating Permit 2771: Building Materials Investment Corporation or GAF Materials Dear TCEQ Staff, Our office
has been made aware of the application for the renewal of a federal Title V permit for the Building Materials Investment
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Corporation, more commonly knc@as GAF Materials. It is our understandingt’at this federal permit is for a five-year
renewal. We have affected residents within our district who live directly across the street from this facility who currently
are and would be impacted by the hazardous emissions from this asphalt shingle manufacturing and coating operation
in the future. We are requesting that the renewal of the federal Title V permit for GAF Materials be denied for the
following reasons: Lack of Required Information Makes the Permit Deficient: ® The current “Statement of Basis” within
this permit does not adequately describe the facility, each emission unit, its applicable regulation(s), or the rationale for
the adequacy of monitoring. ® Administrative rules within the TCEQ_provide for the authorization of new emission units
to be constructed or more units to be added at an existing facility without a full review of the overall permit. However,
the draft permit fails to detail many of the plant’s individual units and their emission limits to develop a complete
picture of the plant’s overall emission limits. ® Though the draft permit and TCEQ rules require GAF to maintain records
documenting and demonstrating compliance, the draft federal permit is deficient as the TCEQ fails to specify the
monitoring methods the plant is required to follow to assure that all units are compliant. ® A Title V permit requires that
ongoing monitoring, testing, reporting and recordkeeping information be included to assure compliance with all
applicable requirements. Emission limits along with the rationale for monitoring must be documented. There is not
sufficient data regarding any of these tasks for various units. e Lack of complete information regarding emission limits
on individual units at the plant could cause GAF to exceed its overall permit limitations. Due to the lack of information,
this lack of transparency would hinder the ability to enforce adherence to those emission limits by the agency or other
political subdivisions. GAF is a Major Pollution Source with Little Accountability: ® The emissions from this facility are
significant, and the TCEQ and GAF should consider the impact of the Hazardous Air Pollutants and Criteria Pollutants on
the health of the community around GAF. e Especially concerning are the 125 tons per year of sulfur dioxide (SO2),
which makes this facility the highest emitting sulfur dioxide facility in all of Dallas County (2019 emissions data). Despite
this, the facility lacks Best Available Control Technology like a scrubber, which would have a beneficial impact on the
health of the community. @ Although it is known that GAF emits Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs), GAF’s permit does not
break down which Hazardous Air Pollutants it emits in its permit, nor does it set emissions limits for them. This is a
serious concern, because there are residential properties on three sides of the facility. ® There is also a concern with the
threat these emissions pose to the employees at the facility, since we know that the asphalt shingle process produces
numerous pollutants hazardous to human health. The information provided in the permit makes it impossible for
employees to know their risk in prolonged exposure. These risks are documented by NIOSH and OSHA. e It is also
inadequate that GAF relies on visual, human observation for opacity testing to detect upsets and to document
compliance. Large sources of emissions should utilize continuous air monitors to ensure accurate monitoring of
particulates, crystalline silica, asphalt vapors, fiberglass fibers and other hazardous particulates. ® A simple modeling
analysis of sulfur dioxide, particulate matter, and hazardous air pollutant emissions from the facility would greatly
increase confidence that GAF was operating in a manner consistent with the protection of public health. Environmental
Justice Considerations are Mandated for this Permit: ® West Dallas is a vibrant, culturally rich community of color, that is
thriving with new growth of residential developments and businesses. But the life-long residents are still dealing with
noxious odors, poor air quality and noises from directly adjacent industrial facilities unseen in other parts of the city. @
According to EPA’s EJ screening data for the area, the demographics of nearby residents that live within one mile of the
GAF facility represent neighborhoods with more than 90% being people of color. More than 70% are of low income.
Recent census data indicates that 60% of the residents are black and almost 30% are Hispanic. ® West Dallas has a well
known history of disproportionate impacts from industrial facilities and is one of the most highly industrialized parts of
the city. The community battled the Revere Smelting and Refining (RSR) lead smelter and the Portland cement
manufacturing facility and still contends with the impacts of twenty different concrete batch plants in the immediate
area. @ The TCEQ must act to ensure that the EPA’s Environmental Justice mandate is carried out in this Title V
application. No group of people should bear a disproportionate share of the negative environmental consequences
resulting from industrial operations or policies. ® Because GAF Materials is located directly adjacent to residential
properties, a daycare, a middle school, a public library, a community center and affordable housing developments, this
permit must be denied until it can demonstrate that it considers the protection of public health and the environment.
Therefore, due to the reasons outlined above, | request that this permit be denied and remanded back to the applicant
as it is incomplete and not protective of public health and safety. Sincerely, Dr. Elba Garcia Dallas County Commissioner
District 4



DR. ELBA GARCIA

DALLAS COUNTY COMMISSIONER
DISTRICT 4

July 29, 2021

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Electronic submission at: www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/

Re: Public Comment on Draft Federal Operating Permit 2771: Building Materials Investment Corporation
or GAF Materials

Dear TCEQ Staff,

Our office has been made aware of the application for the renewal of a federal Title V permit for the Building
Materials Investment Corporation, more commonly known as GAF Materials.

It is our understanding that this federal permit is for a five-year renewal. We have affected residents within our
district who live directly across the street from this facility who currently are and would be impacted by the
hazardous emissions from this asphalt shingle manufacturing and coating operation in the future.

We are requesting that the renewal of the federal Title V permit for GAF Materials be denied for the following
reasons:

Lack of Required Information Makes the Permit Deficient:

e The current “Statement of Basis” within this permit does not adequately describe the facility, each emission
unit, its applicable regulation(s), or the rationale for the adequacy of monitoring.

e  Administrative rules within the TCEQ provide for the authorization of new emission units to be constructed
or more units to be added at an existing facility without a full review of the overall permit. However, the
draft permit fails to detail many of the plant’s individual units and their emission limits to develop a
complete picture of the plant’s overall emission limits.

e  Though the draft permit and TCEQ rules require GAF to maintain records documenting and demonstrating
compliance, the draft federal permit is deficient as the TCEQ fails to specify the monitoring methods the
plant is required to follow to assure that all units are compliant.

e A Title V permit requires that ongoing monitoring, testing, reporting and recordkeeping information be
included to assure compliance with all applicable requirements. Emission limits along with the rationale for
monitoring must be documented. There is not sufficient data regarding any of these tasks for various units.

e Lack of complete information regarding emission limits on individual units at the plant could cause GAF to
exceed its overall permit limitations. Due to the lack of information, this lack of transparency would hinder
the ability to enforce adherence to those emission limits by the agency or other political subdivisions.

4403 W. ILLINOIS DALLAS, TEXAS 75211 214-339-8381 IFAX: 214-337-9558
411 ELM STREET DALLAS. TEXAS 75202 214-653-6670 FAX: 214-653-7057



GAF is a Major Pollution &ce with Little Accountability:

The emissions from this facility are significant, and the TCEQ and GAF should consider the impact of
the Hazardous Air Pollutants and Criteria Pollutants on the health of the community around GAF.
Especially concerning are the 125 tons per year of sulfur dioxide (SO,), which makes this facility the
highest emitting sulfur dioxide facility in all of Dallas County (2019 emissions data). Despite this, the
facility lacks Best Available Control Technology like a scrubber, which would have a beneficial impact on
the health of the community.

Although it is known that GAF emits Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs), GAF’s permit does not break down
which Hazardous Air Pollutants it emits in its permit, nor does it set emissions limits for them. This is a
serious concern, because there are residential properties on three sides of the facility.

There is also a concern with the threat these emissions pose to the employees at the facility, since we know
that the asphalt shingle process produces numerous pollutants hazardous to human health. The information
provided in the permit makes it impossible for employees to know their risk in prolonged exposure. These
risks are documented by NIOSH and OSHA.

It is also inadequate that GAF relies on visual, human observation for opacity testing to detect upsets and to
document compliance. Large sources of emissions should utilize continuous air monitors to ensure accurate
monitoring of particulates, crystalline silica, asphalt vapors, fiberglass fibers and other hazardous
particulates.

A simple modeling analysis of sulfur dioxide, particulate matter, and hazardous air pollutant emissions
from the facility would greatly increase confidence that GAF was operating in a manner consistent with the
protection of public health.

Environmental Justice Considerations are Mandated for this Permit:

West Dallas is a vibrant, culturally rich community of color, that is thriving with new growth of residential
developments and businesses. But the life-long residents are still dealing with noxious odors, poor air
quality and noises from directly adjacent industrial facilities unseen in other parts of the city.

According to EPA’s EJ screening data for the area, the demographics of nearby residents that live within
one mile of the GAF facility represent neighborhoods with more than 90% being people of color. More
than 70% are of low income. Recent census data indicates that 60% of the residents are black and almost
30% are Hispanic.

West Dallas has a well known history of disproportionate impacts from industrial facilities and is one of the
most highly industrialized parts of the city. The community battled the Revere Smelting and Refining
(RSR) lead smelter and the Portland cement manufacturing facility and still contends with the impacts of
twenty different concrete batch plants in the immediate area.

The TCEQ must act to ensure that the EPA’s Environmental Justice mandate is carried out in this Title V
application. No group of people should bear a disproportionate share of the negative environmental
consequences resulting from industrial operations or policies.

Because GAF Materials is located directly adjacent to residential properties, a daycare, a middle school, a
public library, a community center and affordable housing developments, this permit must be denied until it
can demonstrate that it considers the protection of public health and the environment.

Therefore, due to the reasons outlined above, [ request that this permit be denied and remanded back to the applicant
as it is incomplete and not protective of public health and safety.

Sincerely,

e

Dr. Elba Garcia
Dallas County Commissioner
District 4



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:53 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: texana_flora@yahoo.com <texana_flora@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 7:25 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Julie Ryan

E-MAIL: texana flora@yahoo.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 5801 PRESTON OAKS RD
DALLAS TX 75254-8780

PHONE: 4692432422
FAX:

COMMIENTS: Dear TCEQ Representatives, | am writing to urge your DENIAL of Permit 2771, being heard now regarding a
5-year renewal for GAF Materials, located at 2600 Singleton Boulevard, Dallas, TX. This asphalt shingle manufacturer has
operated in West Dallas for more than 40 years. GAF is located directly adjacent to single-family homes, a daycare, a
church, the Dallas West Branch Library and the West Dallas Multipurpose Center. Just 400 feet away is a low-income
housing managed by the Dallas Housing Authority. Thomas A. Edison Middle Learning Center, once abandoned after the
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relocation of the Argos concrete pgt next door, is fewer than 700 feet from G’F’s facility-- now occupied by students
from Thomas Jefferson High School who were displaced by a tornado in 2019. GAF emits more than 260 tons per year of
harmful pollutants including sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, PM 10, carbon dioxide, nitrogen oxide and volatile organic
compounds into the neighborhood. They are the largest source of sulfur dioxide emissions in all of Dallas County,
according to the 2019 Annual Emissions Inventory, and the 4th largest source of industrial emissions in the entire
county. GAF, categorized as a major source of sulfur dioxide emissions, has not installed a scrubber, technology that
could eliminate up to 99% of the pollutant. West Dallas 1,a community coalition of neighborhood associations in the
75215 ZIP code, submitted comments on behalf of the community, who believe that numerous deficiencies in GAF's
permit must be addressed before the authorization could be renewed. West Dallas1 began air-quality monitoring in the
area in 2019. After reviewing the data, they believe that further investigation and monitoring must be done to ensure
compliance with all applicable permit and Clean Air Act provisions, before any permit renewal be granted. GAF is only
one of many industrial polluters in West Dallas that cumulatively affect residents’ quality of life. These emissions affect
not only West Dallas neighborhoods, but contribute to the overall poor air quality in the Dallas-Fort Worth area that
makes it non-compliant with the Clean Air Act. These pollutants contribute to respiratory health problems as well as
other pulmonary cardiac diseases including stroke and chronic heart disease. Several studies also have shown that young
people's immune systems, reproductive systems and developmental functions can be harmed, leading to poor quality of
life and a higher risk of premature death. Thank you, Julie Ryan



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:53 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: alberto.m.bravo@gmail.com <alberto.m.bravo@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 8:06 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Alberto Bravo

E-MAIL: alberto.m.bravo@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2821 BEDFORD ST
DALLAS TX 75212-4906

PHONE: 3122035166
FAX:
COMMENTS: Please describe current staffing level of the inspectors available to monitor GAF operations and whether

the community can expect a certain level of self initiated inspections or do non-scheduled inspections only result from
formal complaints that are outlined by TCEQ guidance.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:52 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: janie.cisneros@gmail.com <janie.cisneros@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 8:30 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Janie Cisneros

E-MAIL: janie.cisneros@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2821 BEDFORD ST
DALLAS TX 75212-4906

PHONE: 2147080990
FAX:

COMMENTS: Please honor human lives. Deny this permit. | have a Purple Air Monitor and | live feet from GAF. The
monitor captured that the particulate matter 2.5 (PM 2.5) pollution in my neighborhood is high. In both 2020 and so far
in 2021, the level of PM 2.5 pollution exceeded the EPA's annual standard. There were also a number of days when the
24-hour average exceeded the World Health Organization's (WHO) 24-hour standard. This is unacceptable. It baffles me
that GAF is not required to upgrade its technology and implement scrubbers. Why? West Dallas is a historically
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underserved low income commu” My community already endures enough given this fact. | urge you to really
consider the impact of approving this permit. Put human lives first. Deny this permit.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:48 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

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

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 6:09 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: DR. Erica Solis

E-MAIL: ericasolis@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2322 KENESAW DR
DALLAS TX 75212-5629

PHONE: 2145873834
FAX:

COMMENTS: I'm a 4th generation West Dallas resident and | currently live about 3 miles from GAF. I’'m a Pediatrician
and I’'m concerned because the smell of rotten eggs and burnt rubber that comes from GAF is not just a nuisance but
also has a negative impact on children’s health. The harmful consequences of air pollution on the respiratory system has
been recognized for decades in the medical community and it’s the TCEQ's responsibility to ensure compliance of the
EPA’s environmental justice mandate in West Dallas. Breathing is fundamental to life. Adults breathe about 20,000 times
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a day. Children and infants have aﬁher breathing rate, with children breathing more than 30,000 times a day and
infants breathing the fastest, more than 40,000 times in one day! This makes infants and children uniquely sensitive
because they receive higher doses of air pollution when their bodies are rapidly growing and developing. Children with
chronic diseases such as asthma are particularly susceptible to air pollution. This leads to asthma exacerbations with
symptoms of wheezing, decreased lung function, use of rescue inhalers, visits to their Pediatrician, and if severe going to
the ER or being hospitalized. Asthma exacerbations have an economic impact with parents missing work, and an
educational impact with asthma being the leading cause of absenteeism. Additionally, studies have linked air pollution
to other pediatric health outcomes, such as low infant birth weight, premature births, development of asthma, pediatric
cancer, abnormal lung development, and neurodevelopment disorders. Air pollution is an environmental injustice in
West Dallas. If GAF is allowed to continue to operate next to our public library, schools, daycares, and homes, TCEQ
needs to update their permit. First, the community has the right to know exactly what is being emitted from GAF. So,
GAF should be required to use continuous air monitors instead of visual monitoring and a TCEQ monitor should be
installed near the site instead of relying on a regional monitor. Also, the title V permit should include hazardous air
pollutants that are associated with shingle manufacturing, which are currently not included, such as oxidized asphalt,
crystalline silica, and fiberglass, all of which have been shown to be harmful to human health. Lastly, GAF should be
required to use current best available pollution control technologies, such as a sulfur dioxide scrubber. | am asking the
TCEQ to hold industrial emissions from GAF accountable with up to date, science based regulation and effective
enforcement so that everyone in our community, especially the vulnerable children, can breathe clean air.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:47 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: KIRKMILLER@juno.com <KIRKMILLER@juno.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 6:16 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: MR KIRK MILLER

E-MAIL: KIRKMILLER@JUNO.COM

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 517 CAP ROCK DR
RICHARDSON TX 75080-2307

PHONE: 9726991687
FAX:

COMMENTS: | urge the TCEQ to deny GAF's permit for several reasons ¢ It is a major contributor to air pollution. ¢ It is
detrimental to human health. e It poses a threat to neighboring residences, schools, churches, and other sensitive
facilities. Some people in my family suffer from chronic breathing problems. Breathing emissions from the GAF plant
would make those people's conditions worse. And the plant's emissions make the overall air quality worse for the entire
community. Dallas has very poor air quality and has been in violation of the Clean Air Act for 20 years. GAF contributes
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to this problem by releasing myriz@ollutants: sulphur dioxide, particulate matter, nitrogen oxides, volatile organic
compounds, crystalline silica, and others. The TCEQ's name includes the words Environmental Quality. Our
environmental quality would be degraded by approving GAF's permit. Therefore, please deny the permit.



) . .

Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:45 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Attachments: 2021 - LCadena Comments.pdf

From: Lauraacadena@gmail.com <Lauraacadena@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 2:02 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: MISS Laura Cadena

E-MAIL: Lauraacadena@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 6815 AMERICAN WAY
DALLAS TX 75237-2409

PHONE: 2146163058
FAX:

COMMENTS: Please find attached comments from Laura A. Cadena regarding Draft Permit No. 02771



July 29, 2021

Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105
TCEQ

PO Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

FAX: 512-239-3311

RE: Draft Permit No.: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
2600 Singleton Blvd., Dallas, TX 75212-3738

The above referenced Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, known as GAF facility, has
applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal Operating Permit (Draft Permit No. 02771, Application No. 30975).
This draft permit raises concerns on local air quality, plant controls to best control air pollution, and most
critically, this plant is operating in an area close to vulnerable populations.

Many of my friends and family live in the West Dallas area. | own property approximately 3 miles from the GAF
facility and my father owns property approximately 1.5 miles from the facility. | drive through the neighborhood
on a regular basis and have smelled the emissions coming from this plant on several occasions. It is an awful
smell that | would not wish anyone experience. In addition, | have witnessed the long line of trucks idling outside
of the plant trying to enter the GAF facility. This area of West Dallas has dealt with a long history of
environmental racism. My mother and father who both grew up in the area, have told me stories of the RSR
Lead Smelter plant and how community members were given battery parts to use as fill dirt on their property.
The plants was closed in 1984 but | still remember driving by the facility as a child and seeing the plume of
smoke emitted from the RSR smelter facility.

While | understand that this plant has been in the area for a long time, if the permit is extended the plant should
be required to meet todays operating standard. Ideally this type of plant located next to residential areas and
schools should no longer be permitted. But if it is allowed, it should meet and exceed safety stands for
vulnerable populations living in the area.

The 2019 emissions release data for this facility indicate this site had the highest emissions of sulfur dioxide
(SO,) in Dallas — and these emissions are near what the TCEQ terms “sensitive receptors” such as multiple
homes, schools, daycare, churches, libraries, community centers, parks and other similar gathering places that
are all located less than a mile from the site.

This facility should take all reasonably available measures to protect neighborhoods, local businesses, churches,
parks, and residents.

Sincerely,

e (B

Laura A. Cadena



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:41 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: RLGuldi77 @gmail.com <RLGuldi77 @gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 3:15 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: DR. Richard L Guldi

E-MAIL: RLGuldi77 @gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 7228 LA SOBRINA DR
DALLAS TX 75248-3048

PHONE: 9722395878

FAX:

COMMENTS: | strongly oppose the granting of this permit to pollute the neighborhood and the air in the City of Dallas
where | live. TCEQ has issued permits to polluters for far too long. It's time to look out for the health and the rights of

Texas Citizens instead of letting the Big Polluters use our air as their own Private Sewers. Do the right thing. Refuse the
permit.



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:47 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Public Comments on Draft Federal Operating Permit No. 02771

Attachments: WD1_GAF Amended Public Comment 7.29.21 w Attachments-min.pdf

From: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 1:37 PM

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

Subject: FW: Public Comments on Draft Federal Operating Permit No. 02771

From: Stephanie Champion <champions@lanwt.org>

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 1:30 PM

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Public Comments on Draft Federal Operating Permit No. 02771

Dear Office of the Chief Clerk,

Please find attached public comments on Draft Federal Operating Permit No. 02771: Building Materials Investment
Corporation submitted on behalf of West Dallas 1. Please confirm upon receipt.

Thank you,

Stephanie Champion

Staff Attorney | Community Revitalization Project
LEGAL AID OF NORTHWEST TEXAS

400 S. Zang Blvd. Ste. 1420 Dallas, TX 75208

Tel. (214) 243-2583

champions@lanwt.org

CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT

This message, as well as any attached document, contains information from the law firm of Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas that is confidential and/or
privileged, or may contain attorney work product. If you have received this message in error, please delete all electronic copies of this message and
its attachments, if any, without disclosing the contents, and notify the sender immediately.



Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas

COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION PROJECT
400 S. Zang Blvd., Ste. 1420, Dallas, Texas 75208
469-458-9009 email: crp@lanwt.org
With CRP offices in Amarillo, Dallas, Fort Worth, and Lubbock

July 29, 2021

Ms. Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Electronic submission at: www14.tceqg.texas.gov/epic/eComment/

Re: Public Comments on Draft Federal Operating Permit O2771: Building Materials
Investment Corporation

Dear Ms. Gharis,

Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas’ Community Revitalization Project, the Texas Law
Environmental Clinic and the Environmental Integrity Project submit these comments on behalf
of West Dallas 1, a coalition of West Dallas residents and neighborhood associations that
comprise the residential neighborhoods immediately adjacent to and surrounding the GAF
Materials facility located at 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas Texas 75212.! West Dallas 1 and its
members object to the renewal of the Building Materials Investment Corporation’s Title V
Operating Permit No. 02771 authorizing the operation of GAF Materials because it fails to
include and assure compliance with all applicable requirements; fails to include monitoring,

! These comments expand upon and add details to the comments filed on February 19, 2021. In the prior
comments, we requested a notice and comment hearing pursuant to the Clean Air Act, EPA’s implementing
regulations and TCEQ’s rules. 42 U.S.C. §7661a(b)(6); 40 CFR §70.7(h); 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 122.340. In
addition, those comments requested an extension of time for filing comments given the February storm and disaster
declaration in Texas. A notice and comment hearing has been scheduled for July 29, 2021 and the deadline for filing
comments has been extended until that date.

Bringing justice to North and West Texans since 1951
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reporting and recordkeeping sufficient to assure compliance; and otherwise fails to meet the
requirements of the federal Clean Air Act (CAA). Additionally, the renewal of Permit 02771
would violate the Civil Rights Act and related regulations which require the Texas Commission
on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) to ensure that the administration of its programs, including its
Title V program, does not create disparate impacts on the basis of race, color or national origin.

1. COMMENTERS

West Dallas 1 (WD1) is a coalition of West Dallas residents and neighborhood
associations dedicated to advocating for the protection and preservation of its neighborhoods and
the health and safety of its residents. WD1 members live in close proximity to the asphalt shingle
and coating materials manufacturing facility operated by GAF Materials located at 2600
Singleton Blvd, Dallas TX 75212 and are directly impacted by the harmful emissions of the
facility including sulfur dioxide (SO2) and particulate matter (PM). Numerous members of WD1
have regularly observed plumes of air pollution coming from the facility and experience foul
smells on a daily basis, generally in the mornings and evenings.

The GAF facility emits an excessive amount of sulfur dioxide (SO2) along with large
amounts of particulate matter (PM).? In 2019, the facility emitted over 125 tons of SO, and was
the largest SO, polluter in Dallas County.? Short-term SO, exposure is known to have harmful
effects on the respiratory system making breathing difficult and exacerbating the symptoms of
asthma, particularly in children.* High concentrations of SO, in the air lead to the formation of
other sulfur oxides (SOx) which can react with other compounds to form small particles which
contribute to PM pollution.> PM is made up of microscopic solids or liquid droplets so small they
can be inhaled and penetrate the lungs and even enter the bloodstream, causing serious health
problems.® At high concentrations, SOx can also harm plants and trees by damaging foliage and
decreasing growth.

In addition to TCEQ’s own emissions data, independent citizen air monitoring efforts in
the area have shown alarming levels of PMy 5 over the past year. Two separate PurpleAir
monitors located in the residential neighborhood immediately adjacent to GAF recorded daily
averages of PM; s that exceeded the WHO 24-hour standard for air quality on numerous
occasions as well as the EPA’s National Ambient Air Quality Standards’ (NAAQS) 24-hour
average at least 3 times between June of 2020 and June of 2021.7 What’s more alarming is that

2 TCEQ, 2019 Point Source Emissions Inventory, available at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/airquality/point-
sourceei/contaminant-summary-reports

31d.

1 U.S. EPA, Sulfur Dioxide Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/so2-pollution/sulfur-dioxide-basics.

3 1d.

¢ U.S. EPA, Particulate Matter (PM) Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/pm-pollution/particulate-matter-
pmbasics#eftects

7 See PurpleAir, Sensor: Bedford, available at:

https:// www.purpleair.com/map?opt=1/mAQI/al0/cCO&select=28151#14/32.78262/-96.86538; PurpleAir, Sensor:
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both monitors recorded annual averages that exceed both the WHO and EPA standards for 2020
and 2021, with increasing levels of PMa s in 2021 than the previous year.®

While GAF may not be the only source of PM pollution in the area, it is certainly one of
the largest and WD1 members are especially concerned about GAF’s emissions and its impact on
the air quality in their residential neighborhoods given the facility’s proximity to homes, schools,
and highly-trafficked community centers and amenities. WD1 also recently learned that GAF is
currently and has been operating without the appropriate local land use zoning and permits
required under the Dallas City Code.” WD1 members have filed code complaints with the City of
Dallas and an investigation is currently underway.

The West Dallas community, especially that immediately adjacent to the GAF facility, is
comprised of mostly low-income, minority households. The population within a 1-mile radius of
the GAF facility is 91% people of color, 73% low-income and 17% linguistically isolated
compared with state averages of 58% people of color, 35% low-income and 8% linguistically
isolated.'” Not only have these communities been historically disproportionately impacted by
environmental injustices but recently by the COVID-19 pandemic as well. As such, they have an
acute and urgent interest in reducing harmful air pollutants in their neighborhoods that adversely
impact respiratory health.

Residents of West Dallas living near the facility who are exposed to its emissions on a
daily basis have an interest in ensuring that GAF’s Title V permit includes all applicable CAA
requirements, including provisions that assure protection of public health and welfare; is
practicably enforceable; and includes sufficient monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting to
assure compliance. Where monitoring in the permit is deficient and thus may lead to inadequate
enforcement of permit requirements, Title V requires that the TCEQ add additional monitoring
and reporting requirements to assure compliance with applicable emissions limits and
requirements.

Esther Villarreal is a member of WD1 who resides at 1907 McBroom Street, Dallas TX
75212, less than a mile from the GAF facility with her husband and three young children. Esther
along with two of her children, ages 5 and 8, suffer from asthma and must keep an Albuterol
“rescue inhaler” nearby at all times. Both children have also experienced respiratory infections
leading to the weakening of their pulmonary function in the past four years. The family has a
nebulizer in their home and use it frequently throughout the year. Pre COVID-19, Esther and her
family would frequent the Dallas West Branch Public Library which is located directly adjacent
to the GAF facility on Singleton Blvd. When doing so, she would often experience strong odors

Bedford 2, available at: https://www.purpleair.com/map?opt=1/mAQI/al0/cC0&select=27891#16/32.779966/-
96.867821

81d. (The WHO annual standard for PM>sis 10 pg/m? while the EPA annual standard is 12 pg/m’. In 2020, the
Bedford monitor recorded an annual average of 13.456 ug/m? and the Bedford 2 monitor recorded an annual average
0f 12.256 pg/m’. These numbers have increased in 2021, showing current annual averages of 15.266 pg/m® and
13.508 pg/m’, respectively.)

% Under the Dallas City Code, main uses that manufacture asphalt or asphalt products are “potentially incompatible
industrial uses” and are permitted by Special Use Permits (SUP) only in the IM district. GAF does not have an SUP,
nor is it zoned IM. See Dallas City Code Sec. 51A-4.203.

10°U.S. EPA, EISCREEN Demographic Indicators, available at: https://ejscreen.epa.gov

o |
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of burnt rubber as well as a loud and constant humming noise coming from the facility. She
would observe plumes of gray smoke rising from the smokestacks as well as clouds of dust and
gravel being kicked up by vehicles on the property. It made her apprehensive about visiting the
library as often as she would like to. Esther is an avid gardener who grows plants and vegetables
and even teaches Forest School to preschoolers in her extensive home garden. In her free time,
she also volunteers at the West Dallas Multipurpose Center Community Garden next door to
GAF. She spends a significant amount of time outdoors both at home and in her community and
has grave concerns about the quality of the air in her neighborhood and its effect on her and her
family’s health. As the mother of young children who are high-risk for COVID-19, she is
especially concerned about emissions of particulate matter in her neighborhood that could
exacerbate her family’s respiratory health. She adamantly opposes the renewal of the facility’s
Title V air permit and its continued license to pollute her residential neighborhood.

Aaryaman Singhal is another member of WD1 who resides at 4019 Soloman Drive,
Dallas TX 75212, within 1.2 miles of the facility. He moved to West Dallas two years ago and
immediately noticed the smell of smoke in the early mornings as he would leave his home and
walk to his car. It reminded him of the constant smell of smoke in New Delhi where his family is
from, a city with some of the worst air pollution in the world. The smell also haunts him as he
runs along the Trinity River levees — one of the most iconic running trails in Dallas with some of
the best views of the Dallas skyline. Unfortunately, Aaryaman struggles to enjoy this beloved
outdoor recreational activity because of the constant smell of smoke. He is deeply concerned to
have seen reports of high levels of SOz, PM: s, and other pollutants coming from the GAF facility
in his neighborhood. He strongly opposes the renewal of the facility’s Title V air permit and the
continued authorization of a noxious land use so close to where he lives and recreates.

In addition to Esther and Aaryman, WD1 has numerous other members who are directly
and adversely impacted by emissions from GAF.

I1. LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

GAF’s Title V air permit renewal is subject to the requirements of the Clean Air Act, its
implementing regulations, and Texas’ applicable statutes and regulations. In addition, GAF’s
permit must comply with the requirements of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and Department of Justice (DOJ) implementing
regulations.

A. Clean Air Act Requirements

The Clean Air Act (CAA) aims to “protect and enhance the quality of the Nation’s air
resources so as to promote the public health and welfare and the productive capacity of its
population.”!! Congress added Title V to the CAA in 1990 to better track and assure compliance
with the CAA and to facilitate enforcement against facilities that do not comply.'!

1142 U.S.C. § 7661c(a)-(c)



Every Title V permit must include enforceable emissions limitations and standards “and
such other conditions as are necessary to assure compliance with applicable requirements,”
including monitoring, reporting and recordkeeping requirements.'?> Where necessary, the
permitting agency must supplement direct requirements with additional monitoring, reporting, or
recordkeeping “to assure compliance with the permit terms and conditions.”!3

The TCEQ must assure that each Title V permit it issues complies with Title V of the
CAA, its implementing regulations and the federally-approved state operating permit program
rules.'*

B. Civil Rights Act Title VI Requirements

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 provides that “[n]o person in the United States
shall, on the grounds of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be
denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving
federal financial assistance.”!® As a recipient of federal funds from the EPA, TCEQ is subject to
the nondiscrimination requirements of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 as well as EPA’s
Title VI regulations.

EPA’s Title VI regulations provide that an EPA aid recipient:

* Shall not administer its program in a manner that: 1) has the effect of subjecting
individuals to discrimination because of their race, color, national origin, or sex;
or 2) has the effect of defeating or substantially impairing accomplishment of the
objectives of the program or activity with respect to individuals of a particular
race, color, national origin, or sex. !

Shall not choose a site or location of a facility that has the purpose or effect of
excluding individuals from, denying them the benefits of, or subjecting them to
discrimination under any program or activity...on the grounds of race, color, or
national origin or sex; or with the purpose or effect of defeating or substantially
impairing the objectives of [these regulations].!’

» Shall take affirmative action to provide remedies to those who have been injured
by past discrimination in administering a program.'®

TCEQ must comply with the above requirements in administering its Title V permit
program and all other environmental programs.

1242 U.S.C. § 7661c(a)

1342 U.S.C. § 7661¢(c)

1430 Tex. Admin. Code § 122.10-122.606
1542 U.S.C. § 2000d

16 40 C.F.R. § 7.35(b)

740 C.F.R. § 7.35(c)

18 40 C.F.R. § 7.35(a)(7)



[11. CLEAN AIR ACT DRAFT PERMIT DEFICIENCIES

GAF’s Draft Permit should not be issued as it does not comply with Title V’s minimum
requirements for reasons including the following:

* The failure to include an adequate statement of basis;
* The failure to ensure compliance with all applicable requirements;
*  The failure to include adequate monitoring, reporting, and recordkeeping; and

*  The failure to include a compliance plan that would prevent the ongoing violations of
General Condition 13 of NSR Permit No. 7711A.

A. The Draft Permit fails to adequately incorporate applicable requirements and
lacks an adequate Statement of Basis.

The Draft Permit’s Statement of Basis (“SOB”) does not meet the minimum standards for
a Title V Statement of Basis. The SOB does not adequately describe the facility, each emission
unit and its applicable requirements, or the rationale for determining that the monitoring is
sufficient to ensure compliance with applicable requirements. Furthermore, the SOB does not
provide the reader enough information to verify the bases of determinations contained in the
SOB.' In its current form, the SOB is largely indecipherable — and does not assist the public in
understanding GAF’s Title V permit.2

EPA has informed the TCEQ that “a statement of basis should include, but is not limited
to, a description of the facility, a discussion of any operational flexibility that will be utilized at
the facility, the basis for applying the permit shield, any federal regulatory applicability
determinations, and the rationale for the monitoring methods selected.”?! EPA has provided
further guidance on what the SOB must include in specific orders responding to petitions on
other Title V permits. For example, in the Onyx Title V Order, EPA explained:

A statement of basis must describe the origin or basis of each permit condition or
exemption. However, it is more than just a short form of the permit. It should
highlight elements that U.S. EPA and the public would find important to review.
Rather than restating the permit, it should list anything that deviates from simply
a straight recitation of applicable requirements. The statement of basis should
highlight items such as the permit shield, streamlined conditions, or any
monitoring that is required under 40 C.F.R. § 70.6(a)(3)(1)(B). Thus, it should
include a discussion of the decision-making that went into the development of the
title V permit and provide the permitting authority, the public, and U.S. EPA a

19 Statement of Basis at 9-22.
20 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 122.201(a)(4); id. § 122.320(b); 40 C.F.R. § 70.7(a)(5).
2l 1d. at 735.



record of the applicability and technical issues surrounding the issuance of the
22
permit.

The SOB must explain the selection of the specific monitoring, including parametric
monitoring and recordkeeping, and operational requirements.?® It must also specifically reference
all supporting materials relied upon.?* And it must provide factual information such as: the
construction and permitting history of the source and its compliance history, including
inspections, any violations noted, a listing of consent decrees into which the permittee has
entered and corrective action(s) taken to address noncompliance.?® The GAF SOB does not meet
these standards and leaves the public little better-informed.

The GAF SOB does not include some of the most basic requirements that the EPA has
repeatedly stated are necessary:

e [Factual Information: The SOB should include a description of the facility, a listing of
prior Title V permits issued to the same applicant at the plant, attainment status, and
construction, permitting, and compliance history of the plant.?®

There is no discussion or explanation in the GAF SOB of the prior permits issued to GAF
or of the construction or permitting history for NSR permits that the Draft Permit
proposes to incorporate. And while the SOB includes a description of asphalt roofing
production generally, it does not include a description of GAF’s facility, the emission
units at the facility or the controls on those emissions units.?’

Additionally, the SOB does not adequately describe the applicant’s compliance history.
Page 41 of the SOB includes a cursory statement that the site received a 0.25

22 In the Matter of Onyx Environmental Services, Order on Petition No. V-2005-1, 2006 WL 6672985 (Feb. 1,
2006) (Onyx Order), https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-08/documents/onyx_decision2004.pdf at 13-
14 (emphasis added) (citing e.g., In RePort Hudson Operations, Georgia Pacific, Petition No. 6-03-01, at 37-40
(May 9, 2003)); In Re Doe Run Company Buick Mill and Mine, Petition No. VII-1999-001, at 24- 25 (July 31,
2002); In Re Fort James Camas Mill, Petition No. X-1999-1, at 8 (Dec. 22, 2000).

2 See EPA Air Programs Chief, Letter to OH EPA to provide guidelines on the content of an adequate statement of
basis (Dec. 20, 2001), https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-08/documents/sbguide.pdf (“/4n agency]’s
selection of the specific monitoring, including parametric monitoring and recordkeeping, and operational
requirements must be explained in the SB. For example, if the permitted compliance method for a grain-loading
standard is maintaining the baghouse pressure drop within a specific range, the SB must contain sufficient
information to support the conclusion that maintaining the pressure drop within the permitted range demonstrates
compliance with the grain-loading standard.”) (emphasis added).

2 1d.

% 1d.

26 EPA, Implementation Guidance on Annual Compliance Certification Reporting and Statement of Basis
Requirements for Title V Operating Permits (Apr. 30, 2014), https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-
08/documents/20140430.pdf; see also EPA Air Programs Chief, Letter to OH EPA to provide guidelines on the
content of an adequate statement of basis (Dec. 20, 2001), https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-
08/documents/sbguide.pdf; EPA Report, Substantial Changes Needed in Implementation and Oversight of Title V
Permits If Program Goals Are To Be Fully Realized Report No. 2005-P-00010 (Mar. 9, 2005),
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-12/documents/20050309-2005-p-00010.pdf.

27 For a more detailed, site-specific description of a Title V facility, see e.g., Statement of Basis, Title V Air Quality
Operating Permit — Permit Renewal #1: Yakama Forest Products (Sep. 21, 2020),
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2020-

09/documents/200921 _title_v_statement_of basis_yakama_forest products_r10t5120100.pdf.
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(satisfactory) rating pursuant to TCEQ’s compliance history regulations, that there were
no out of compliance units listed in the Title V application, and that no compliance plan
or schedule is included in the permit. This summary gives no information about why the
rating was merely satisfactory, what complaints have been received about the facility,
what deviations have been identified by the facility, or whether any notices of violation
or compliance orders have been issued by TCEQ or other enforcement actions taken by
TCEQ or others. The statements in the SOB provide no substantive information at all
about any noncompliance identified by or at the facility.

Description of applicable requirements, applicability determinations, and a description
and explanation of any difference in form of permit terms and conditions, as compared to
the applicable requirement upon which the condition was based: The SOB does not
include essential information needed to evaluate the basis for permit terms and
conditions, including emission-related information, underlying calculation methods, and
existing emissions control requirements. This denies the public the ability to comment
on, and undermines its ability to evaluate, whether the permit satisfies federal and state
Title V requirements.

The Determinations of Applicable Requirements chart included in the SOB is largely
indecipherable to the public. The TCEQ has cited the underlying applicable requirements
in a shorthand that is difficult for a layperson to evaluate and understand. The statements
under the Basis of Determination column appear to be computer generated and do not
present information in a manner that is meaningful to the public. For example, there is
no explanation of the actual substance of the underlying applicable requirement and how
the information in the Basis of Determination Column is related to that requirement.

There is no discussion of any difference in the form of Draft Permit terms and conditions
compared to the applicable requirements. While the chart includes a column for TCEQ to
note changes made to the computer-generated output, it is unclear whether this column
would reflect any changes to underlying applicable requirements.

Further, the listing of New Source Review permit numbers in the New Source Review
Authorization References chart in the SOB is insufficient to allow the public to determine
the underlying applicable requirements included in those permits or to assess the
adequacy of any monitoring, reporting and recordkeeping included in those underlying
permits. Further, the SOB includes no information regarding the TCEQ’s review of those
applicable requirements and whether they include sufficient provisions to assure
compliance. While the SOB states that the permits can be obtained from files at the
TCEQ’s Central File Room or from the TCEQ’s Central File Room Online, neither of
those venues make the underlying applicable requirements sufficiently accessible to the
public. First, members of WD1 live in Dallas and to expect them to travel the four hours
to Austin is unreasonable. Second, the Central File Room online does not make the
underlying permits adequately accessible. Documents are not individually labeled, and
the site is not searchable in a manner that allows the public to retrieve specific versions of
complete permits. Even when the public can find a portion of the applicable permit, it is
often only a portion of the permit and fails to include the complete General Conditions,
Special Conditions, and Maximum Allowable Emission Rate Table.

In addition, the TCEQ’s use of Permits by Rule (as detailed further in Section V.B.1.)
makes it more important that the SOB include a history of the new source review

8



authorizations issued to GAF and the units and emissions authorized, as well as the
projects pursuant to which each authorization was related. The SOB should detail the
emissions limits for each PBR, which units they apply to, and whether they are limited to
certain activities or time periods. In addition, to the extent the PBR applies to a unit with
a preconstruction permit, the SOB should explain how the emissions authorized by the
PBR relate to the emissions limits in the preconstruction authorization. The SOB should
clearly indicate whether the PBR authorizes emissions up to the limits in 30 Tex. Admin.
Code §106.4 or the limits in the specific PBR or is subject to limits included in a PI-7.

e “Clear and documented” rationale for selected monitoring:*® The SOB includes very
limited explanation of or rationale for the Draft Permit’s inclusion of additional periodic
monitoring requirements for certain emissions units and not others. As discussed below
(Section V.B.6, infra), the SOB lacks any discussion evaluating the adequacy of the
monitoring for many applicable requirements. As further explained below, the relevance
of the many PM/Opacity periodic monitoring requirements to overall PM monitoring at
the site and applicable PM emission limitations is very difficult for the public to decipher
(Section V.B.5 & V.B.6). For example, there is no explanation for why the weekly
opacity monitoring requirements applicable to LINE3 60UU-3 and 60UU-4 are adequate
to ensure compliance with the underlying emissions limitation. Similarly, there is no
discussion in the SOB about how GAF’s compliance history impacted the TCEQ’s
decision to apply weekly Opacity standards to LINE3, 1-1, 1-3, and COOL1.

e Description and explanation of any complex non-applicability determinations: The SOB
does not adequately explain non-applicability determinations, including permit shield
issuances. Nor does it reference any relevant materials used to make these determinations
(e.g., source tests, state guidance documents, etc.).

Instead, the SOB includes the Determination of Applicable Requirements tables, which
fail to explain what evidence or information non-applicability determinations in the table
were based on, or how it reached the determinations of applicability or non-applicability.
The SOB includes no reference to any relevant materials used to make these
determinations, such as source tests or guidance documents.?’ The table corresponds so
opaquely to the Draft Permit’s requirements as to be virtually meaningless to the public
and appears to include information that is inconsistent with the Draft Permit’s permit
shield.*® Unlike other states’ statements of basis, which lay out specifically which

240 CFR § 70.7(a)(5); EPA 2014 Guidance, supra note 62 (“The rationale, including the identification of authority,
for any Title V monitoring decision”); In the Matter of CITGO Refining and Chemicals Company LP (CITGO),
Order on Petition No. VI-2007-01 (May 28, 2009) at 7; see also In the Matter of Fort James Camas Mill (Fort
James), Order on Petition No. X-1999-1 (Dec. 22, 2000) at 8.

% See EPA Air Programs Chief, Letter to OH EPA to provide guidelines on the content of an adequate statement of

basis (Dec. 20, 2001), https:/www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-08/documents/sbeuide.pdf (“At a minimum,
the SB should provide sufficient information for the reader to understand [an agency]’s conclusion about the
applicability of the source to a specific rule."); This is a recurring problem, see e.g., Objection to Federal Part 70
Operating Permit ExxonMobil Corporation, Colonial Storage Facility (March 5, 2010).

30 Statement of Basis at 11-12.




requirements in the Code of Federal Regulations apply to which emissions units,*! the
SOB does nothing to clarify the basis and rationale behind which regulatory requirements
apply to each of GAF’s emission units.

A salient example of this problem is found in the SOB’s treatment of Index Numbers
60UU-1 and 60UU-2 of Unit ID LINE1. The Permit Shield exempts all of LINE1 from
40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU requirements and states “[u]nit was constructed prior to and
not modified after 11/18/1980.”3? The Basis of Determination appears to state that the
Saturators of LINE1 were constructed/modified before November 8, 1980, and that the
Blowing Stills and Storage Tanks of LINE1 were constructed/modified after May 26,
1981.% It also appears to indicate that the blowing still produces and the storage tanks
store “material other than non-roofing asphalt.”

40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU itself states:

(a) The affected facilities to which this subpart applies are

each saturator and each mineral handling and storage facility at asphalt
roofing plants; and each asphalt storage tank and each blowing

still at asphalt processing plants, petroleum refineries, and asphalt roofing
plants.

(b) Any saturator or mineral handling and storage facility under paragraph
(a) of this section that commences construction or modification after
November 18, 1980, is subject to the requirements of this subpart.

Any asphalt storage tank or blowing still that processes and/or stores
asphalt used for roofing only or for roofing and other purposes, and that
commences construction or modification after November 18, 1980, is
subject to the requirements of this subpart.

Any asphalt storage tank or blowing still that processes and/or stores only
nonroofing asphalts and that commences construction or modification
after May 26, 1981, is subject to the requirements of this subpart.>*

The SOB appears to state that the asphalt storage tanks and blowing still store and
process asphalt used for roofing only or roofing and other purposes® and that they were
constructed after May 26, 1981. While the May 26, 1981 date would seem inapplicable to

31 See, e.g., Statement of Basis, Title V Air Quality Operating Permit — Permit Renewal #1: Yakama Forest Products
(Sep. 21, 2020), https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2020-

09/documents/200921_title v_statement_of basis_vakama_forest products_r10t5120100.pdf.

32 Permit Shield, Draft Permit p. 44.

33 Statement of Basis at 11-12. We note again that the Determination of Applicable Requirements chart is almost
indecipherable.

340 C.F.R. § 60.470(a),(b).

35 This is not entirely clear because the regulation references two types of materials (1) asphalt used for roofing only
or roofing and other purposes and (2) non roofing asphalt. The Basis of Determination, however, refers to “material
other than non-roofing asphalt.” Because the Basis of Determination does not actually identify the material, we
assume it is asphalt used for roofing only or roofing and other purposes. This is an example, however, of the
Statement of Basis’ lack of meaningful information.
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these units because they store and process material “other than nonroofing asphalt,” the
date is after the apparently applicable November 18, 1980, trigger date.>®

The example above demonstrates how difficult it is to interpret the SOB’s Determination
of Applicable Requirements Table, how confusing it is for the public, and how little the
table explains the TCEQ’s rationale for determining that certain requirements are not
applicable to GAF. It also exemplifies the problem with using a computer-generated
output that fails to include the specific details about the facility at issue — such as the
actual construction or modification dates (and documentation regarding the accuracy of
such dates), as well as the actual materials stored in the tanks and processed in the
blowing still.

B. The Draft Permit fails to ensure compliance with applicable requirements
and fails to include adequate monitoring, reporting, and recordkeeping.

The Draft Permit fails to ensure compliance with all applicable requirements and to
include required monitoring for reasons including those detailed below.?’

1. The Draft Permit’s incorporation by reference of Permits by Rule (“PBRs”) is
confusing, incomplete, and fails to ensure compliance with permit limits.

A PBR is a standardized permit that may be used to authorize construction of new
facilities or changes at existing facilities. Each PBR is promulgated as a 30 Tex. Admin. Code,
Chapter 106 rule by the TCEQ. PBRs streamline the permitting process, because individual case-
by-case permits needn't be developed for each project authorized under a PBR. Instead, if a
project is authorized under a PBR, the PBR (i.e., the applicable rule) is the permit authorizing
that project. The TCEQ's rules allow PBRs to be used to authorize construction of new emission
units or changes to existing emissions units, so long as these changes comply with the general
requirements for all PBRs, listed at 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 106.4, and the specific requirements
of the claimed PBR.

Emissions from units at a facility regulated by PBR may cause emissions from the facility
overall to exceed permit limits. To prevent this eventuality, the Draft Permit must assure
compliance with PBR requirements and emission limits. The Draft Permit must at least identify
the applicable PBR conditions and limits, as well as monitoring and recordkeeping requirements
used to demonstrate compliance with these limits.*® While the EPA has approved the use of
incorporation by reference for permits by rule in Texas, the TCEQ’s method of incorporating
PBRs must “ensure that Title V permits are clear and unambiguous as to how emission limits

3¢ ]t is of course not possible for all of Line 1 to have been “constructed prior to and not modified after 11/18/1980”
as the permit shield states and for Line 1’s blowing still and storage tanks to have been constructed or modified
“after May 26, 1981” as the Determination of Applicable Requirements table states.

3740 CFR § 70.6(a)(3)()(B); 30 TAC § 122.142(c).

3830 Tex. Admin. Code § 106.8 requires owners and operators to maintain records demonstrating compliance with
applicable PBR requirements, but does not specify how compliance with such requirements is to be demonstrated.
The Executive Director must revise the Draft Permit to identity the method for determining compliance with each
PBR limit.
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[established by PBRs] apply to particular emission units.

a. The Draft Permit fails to provide enough information about how claimed PBRs
apply to GAF’s facility.

Each Title V permit must include terms and conditions sufficient to assure compliance
with applicable requirements.*” The Draft Permit fails to comply with this requirement because it
fails to identify any units subject to the following incorporated PBRs: 106.227, 106.263, and
106.454. Because the Draft Permit fails to identify the emission units authorized by and subject
to the requirements in these claimed rules, it is completely unclear as to how the PBR and
standard exemptions apply to emission units at GAF’s facility and thereby undermines the
enforceability of PBR requirements.*! Moreover, even if an interested party is able to determine
which emission units should be subject to one or more of these PBRs, a court is unlikely to
enforce these requirements, because the Draft Permit fails to identify them as applicable for any
specific emission unit or units at GAF’s facility.*> Because this is so, the Draft Permit fails to
identify and assure compliance with all applicable requirements.**

b. The Draft Permit improperly omits GAF’s certified PBR registration.

Texas’s Chapter 106, Subchapter A rules state that “[a]n owner or operator may certify
and register the maximum emission rates from facilities permitted by rule under this chapter in
order to establish federally-enforceable allowable emission rates which are below the emission
limitations in § 106.4[.]”* In cases where an operator certifies emission rates, “[a]ll
representations with regard to construction plans, operating procedures, and maximum emission
rates in any certified registration become conditions upon which the facility permitted by rule
shall be constructed and operated.” ** These source-specific PBR emission limits and conditions
are applicable requirements that must be included in Title V permits and Title V permits must
include conditions necessary to assure compliance with them.

GAF’s certified PBR registration number 14740 establishes emission limits substantially
lower than the emission limits in § 106.4(a)(1) and the specific claimed PBRs. The Draft Permit,
however, does not identify GAF’s certified registration as an applicable requirement. This
omission incorrectly suggests that all emission units authorized by PBR(s) may emit up to the
limits specified in § 106.4(a)(1) or the generic limits established by the particular claimed PBRs.

%9 Order Partially Granting and Partially Denying Petition for Objection to Permit 01498, Petition VI-2007-2
(January 8, 2007) at 6, n.2.

4042 US.C. § 7661c(a).

1 Objection to Title V Permit No. 02164, Chevron Phillips Chemical Company, Philtex Plant (Aug. 6, 2010) at 47
(draft permit fails to meet 40 C.F.R. § 70.6(a)(1) and (3) because it does not list any emission units authorized under
specified PBRs); In the Matter of Shell Chemical LP and Shell Oil Co, Order on Petition Nos. VI2014-04 and VI-
2014-05, at 11-15 (Sep. 24, 2015).

%2 See, United States v. EME Homer City Generation, 727 F.3d 274, 300 (3d Cir. 2013) (explaining that court lacks
jurisdiction to enforce requirements improperly omitted from a Title V permit).

$42 U.S.C. § 7661c(a).

430 Tex. Admin. Code § 106.6(a).

B 1d. at § 106.6(b).
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The Draft Permit’s omission of applicable source-specific certified registration requirements is
contrary to 42 U.S.C. § 7661c(a) and renders them unenforceable under the prevailing doctrine
of collateral attack.*®

c. The Draft Permit fails to specify monitoring, testing, and recordkeeping
conditions necessary to assure compliance with applicable PBR requirements.

Each Title V permit must contain monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting conditions
that assure compliance with all applicable requirements.*” Emission limits in NSR permits,
including PBRs, incorporated by reference into the Draft Permit are applicable requirements. 48
The rationale for the selected monitoring requirements must be clear and documented in the
permit record.*® The Draft Permit is deficient, because it fails to establish monitoring, testing,
and recordkeeping requirements that assure compliance with PBRs and standard exemptions that
it incorporates by reference.

GAF has used the PBR at § 106.183 to authorize emissions from at least four heaters at
its asphalt plant. This PBR establishes total sulfur fuel content limits,*° and provides that “[a]ll
gas fired heaters and boilers with a heat input greater than ten million Btu per hour ... shall be
designed such that the emissions of nitrogen oxides shall not exceed 0.1 pounds per million Btu
heat input.”! This PBR fails to establish any monitoring or testing requirements to ensure
compliance with the limits and operating requirements it establishes or the emission limits
established by the general PBR rule at § 106.4.

GATF has claimed the PBR at § 106.227 to authorize brazing, soldering, or welding
equipment at its asphalt plant. This PBR provides that such equipment may not emit more than
0.6 tons per year of lead, but it does not include any monitoring or testing requirements to ensure
compliance with this limit or emission limits established by the general PBR rule at § 106.4.

GAF has claimed PBRs at §§ 106.261 and 262 to authorize emissions from EPN
SEALAP, which appears to cover vents at the asphalt plant.>? These PBRs may be used to
authorize a broad range of different projects that result in emission increases for a broad range of
contaminants. These PBRs establish hourly and annual emission limits for various
contaminants,>® and prohibit visible emissions exceeding five percent.>* Unfortunately, the
claimed PBRs do not establish monitoring, testing, or recordkeeping conditions that assure

46 See EME Homer, 727 F.3d at 300.

4742 U.S.C. § 7661c(a) and (c); 40 C.F.R. § 70.6(a)(3) and (c)(1); In the Matter of Wheelabrator Baltimore
(“Wheelabrator Order”), Permit No. 24-510-01886 at 10 (April 14, 2010).

4840 C.F.R. § 70.2; Draft Permit, Special Condition No. 7.

4940 C.F.R. § 70.5(a)(5); In the Matter of United States Steel, Granite City Works (“Granite City I Order”), Order
on Petition No. V-200903 at 7-8 (January 31, 2011).

5030 Tex. Admin. Code § 106.183(2)(C).

S11d. § 106.183(4).

32 See Draft Permit at 12.

3330 Tex. Admin. Code §§ 106.261(a)(2),(3); 30 Tex. Admin. Code §§ 106.262(a)(2).

S41d. at §§ 106.261(a)(5), 106.262(a)(5).



compliance with applicable PBR-specific emission limits or the emission limits established by
the TCEQ’s general PBR rule at § 106.4.

GAF has claimed PBR § 106.263, which applies to routine maintenance, startup, and
shutdown of emission units and temporary units establishes daily emission limits,*® requires a
case-by-case permit for activities that exceed these limits,’® incorporates by reference emission
limits and conditions established by various other PBRs for specific source categories,’’ requires
a case-by-case permit for activities that exceed these limits,*® and incorporates emission limits
listed in § 106.4(a)(1)-(3) in any rolling 12-month period.>® The Draft Permit, however, does not
specify any units subject to requirements in this PBR. GAF may intend to use this PBR as a
source-wide authorization for planned maintenance, startup, and shutdown activities. GAF,
however, may not use the PBR in this way. PBRs are only available to authorize construction or
modification of facilities that the TCEQ has determined are so small that they are incapable of
significantly affecting air quality.®® The TCEQ has not determined that major source asphalt
plants, like the one authorized by the Draft Permit, are such sources and, accordingly, PBRs may
not be used as source-wide authorizations for GAF’s asphalt plant. Regardless, and while this
PBR does require facility owners to retain records containing sufficient information to
demonstrate compliance with applicable emission limits,' neither the PBR nor the Draft Permit
identify any monitoring or testing that assures compliance with PBR-specific emission limits or
with the emission limits established by the TCEQ’s general PBR rule at § 106.4.

GAF has claimed the PBR at § 106.474 to authorize emissions from at least eight tanks at
its asphalt plant. This PBR may be used to authorize organic and inorganic loading and
unloading activities identified by the PBR. While these emissions are subject to the emission
limits established by the TCEQ’s general PBR rule, the PBR does not include any monitoring,
testing, or recordkeeping requirements that assure compliance with these limits.

Though the Draft Permit and Texas’s rules require GAF to maintain records
demonstrating compliance with applicable PBR requirements,® the Draft Permit is deficient
because neither it nor the applicable rules specify the monitoring methods that GAF must use to
assure compliance with applicable PBR requirements.%® Instead, the Draft Permit outsources the
TCEQ’s obligation to specify monitoring methods that assure compliance with each applicable
requirement to GAF %

S 1d. at § 106.263(d)(1).

¢ 1d. at § 106.263(d)(2).

S71d. at § 106.263(e)(1)-(5).

8 1d. at § 106.263(e)(6).

3 1d. at § 106.263(f).

%030 Tex. Admin. Code § 106.1.

°l1d. at § 106.263(g).

2 E.g., Draft Permit, Special Condition No. 9; see, €.g., 30 Tex. Admin. Code §§ 106.8(c), 106.263(g).
% Wheelabrator Order at 10.

% Draft Permit, Special Condition No. 9 (establishing a non-exhaustive list of data GAF may consider, at its
discretion, to determine compliance with PBR requirements).
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This outsourcing renders the Draft Permit deficient for three reasons: First, the Draft
Permit is deficient because it fails to specify monitoring conditions that assure compliance with
each applicable requirement. Second, the Draft Permit is deficient because the permit record
does not explain how the Draft Permit assures compliance with PBR requirements. Finally, the
Draft Permit is deficient because the Executive Director’s failure to specify monitoring methods
for applicable PBR requirements or to identify the monitoring methods GAF has selected
prevented the public from evaluating whether Title V monitoring requirements have been me
For example, Commenters would likely review and challenge monitoring relying upon undefined
engineering calculations to determine compliance without more information about how those
calculations were to be made and evidence that operational conditions presumed by the
calculations are consistent with actual conditions at GAF’s asphalt plant.

t65

2 The Draft Permit fails to establish a schedule for GAF to incorporate its PBR
authorizations into Permit No. 7711A.

In cases where a Title V operator has failed to comply with an applicable requirement, the
requested Title V permit must establish an enforceable schedule for the operator to come into
compliance.®® The Draft Permit is deficient because it fails to establish a schedule for GAF to
comply with State Implementation Plan (“SIP”) provisions requiring GAF to incorporate certain
PBR authorizations into Permit No. 7711A and Special Condition No. 19, which prohibits the
use of PBR (and of Standard Permits) to authorize changes in representations for the permit site.

The TCEQ’s rule at 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d) allows operators of previously
permitted sources to use PBRs in lieu of a permit amendment or alteration to authorize changes
to the source, so long as the PBRs are incorporated in the existing permit the next time it is
renewed or amended.®” As long as the TCEQ allows major sources of air pollution to use PBRs,
compliance with the incorporation requirements is crucial for three reasons: (1) to clarify the
controlling limits for units authorized or partially authorized by PBR, thereby making the limits
enforceable; (2) to prevent circumvention of major NSR requirements that may be triggered by
cumulative increases authorized by multiple PBRs; and (3) to ensure that cumulative increases
authorized by multiple PBRs do not significantly diminish air quality.

GAF’s certified PBR registration number 14740 specifically required GAF to incorporate
the PBR into Permit No. 7711A when next renewed or amended.%® This registration was issued
in 2017 and was last revised on January 5, 2018. Permit No. 7711A was last amended on April
20, 2018.%° GAF failed to incorporate its PBR registration into Permit No. 7711A when it was

65 See In the Matter of United States Steel—Granite City Works (“Granite City 11 Order”), Order on Petition No. V-
2011-2 at 9- 12 (December 3, 2012) (granting petition for objection because the “permit fail[ed] to specify the
monitoring methodology and also fail[ed] to provide a mechanism for review of the methodology by IEPA, the
public, and EPA after the permit is issued”).

5642 U.S.C. §§ 7661b(b)(1), 7661c(a).

730 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d)(2).

8 (Attachment A), Registration Letter for Certified PBR Registration No. 14740, Project No. 270215.

¢ See TCEQ’s NSR Permit Tracking Webpage,
https://www?2.tceq.texas.gov/airperm/index.cfm?fuseaction=airpermits.project_report&proj_id=2 82350.
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last amended. Accordingly, GAF is in violation of 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d)(2) and the
Draft Permit must include a compliance schedule to address this ongoing violation.”®

Additionally, GAF has claimed the following unregistered PBRs that may establish limits
for facilities authorized by Permit No. 7711A: 106.227, 106.263, and 106.454.”' Commenters are
unable to say for certain whether one or more of these PBRs establishes requirements for
facilities authorized by Permit No. 7711A, because the Draft Permit’s New Source Review
Authorization References by Emission Unit table fails to identify any unit authorized by these
claimed PBRs.”? If any of these PBRs were claimed prior to April 20, 2018, GAF’s failure to
incorporate them into Permit No. 7711A also constitutes a violation of 30 Tex. Admin. Code §
116116(d)(2).

Commenters are aware that the TCEQ reads its rule at 30 Tex. Admin. Code §
116.116(d)(2) to provide two options for incorporating PBR requirements into previously issued
permits: (1) consolidation by reference and (2) incorporation.” According to the TCEQ:

Consolidation of certain PBRs and SPs by reference is mandatory. All SPs and PBRs that
directly affect the emissions of permitted facilitics must, at a minimum, be referenced when

a NSR permit is amended. ... Referencing will not require a best available control
technology (BACT) review but may require an impacts review based on commission
guidance.

Consolidation of all other PBRs and SPs by incorporation is voluntary. If the permit holder
requests incorporation (that is, reauthorization under the permit), PBRs and SPs may be
incorporated but will undergo BACT and impacts review based on commission guidance.
When incorporated into the permit, the original authorization becomes void. The
incorporation of PBRs and SPs requires an amendment, but no additional forms or fees are
required if a complete renewal package with the above information is submitted.

and
PBRs and SPs that are [consolidated by reference] . . . in permits during an amendment or
renewal will remain authorized by the PBR or SP[.] . . . Registrations for these PBRs or
SPs will not be voided.”

This reading of 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d)(2) (“All changes authorized under
Chapter 106 of this title to a permitted facility shall be incorporated into that facility’s permit
when the permit is amended or renewed”) (emphasis added) is facially inconsistent with the rule,
because it makes “incorporation” voluntary. Because 116.116(d)(2) requires PBRs to be
“incorporated” into a controlling permit on renewal or amendment and because the TCEQ’s

042 U.S.C. §§ 7661b(b)(1); 7661c(a).

7! Draft Permit at 48.

2 See Draft Permit at 49-50.

7 Memorandum Re: Revised Permit by Rule and Standard Permit Consolidation Into Permits, Richard A. Hyde,
Director, TCEQ Air Permits Division (September 26, 2006),
https://www.tceq.texas.gov/assets/public/permitting/air/memos/pbr_spc06.pdf.

™1d. at 2-3.
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guidance interprets “incorporation” as it is used in this rule to mean that PBRs are rolled into a
controlling permit and voided, this process must be mandatory.

Putting aside the problem of the TCEQ’s puzzling equivocation over the meaning of
“incorporation,” the TCEQ’s interpretation of “consolidation by reference” as a substitute for
incorporation is also inconsistent with the Texas Clean Air Act provision that the TCEQ relied
on to promulgate 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d)(2).”> The kind of “consolidation”
contemplated by the TCEQ’s guidance is inconsistent with the Texas Clean Air Act, because it
does not consolidate multiple permits “into a single permit” as the statute requires. The process
of consolidating multiple permits into a single permit, as it applies to 30 Tex. Admin. Code §
116.116(d)(2) is properly characterized by the process of incorporation, as described by the
TCEQ’s guidance. Thus, under the statute and the rule, the process of incorporating PBRs into
existing permits on amendment or renewal is mandatory and not voluntary.

Additionally, Special Condition No. 19 of Permit No. 7711A provides that “[t]here shall
be no changes in representations unless the permit is altered or amended.” This condition clearly
prohibits the use of PBRs to make off-permit changes to the source area authorized by Permit
No. 7411A. Accordingly, GAF should not have been allowed to use PBRs to revise
representations or to authorize construction of new equipment or modifications to existing
equipment at the source area covered by Permit No. 7411A.7 Accordingly, any construction of
new equipment or modifications to existing equipment that is inconsistent with representations in
GAF’s applications for Permit No. 7711A that has been authorized by PBR violates Permit No.
7711A and the Executive Director must establish a schedule for GAF to submit an amendment
application to authorize such changes under Permit No. 7011A.

3. The Draft Permit improperly incorporates confidential applicable requirements.

Each Title V permit must include “enforceable emission limitations and standards...and
such other conditions as are necessary to assure compliance with applicable requirements of this
chapter, including the requirements of the applicable implementation plan.””” Applicable
requirements include requirements in preconstruction permits issued pursuant to the Texas SIP,
like Permit No. 7711A, Standard Permit No. 91414, Certified PBR Registration No. 14740, and
representations establishing GAF eligibility to claim unregistered PBRs.”® The TCEQ’s rule
making application representations enforceable conditions of Texas preconstruction permits is
also an applicable requirement.” EPA’s Title V regulations provide that “[a]ll terms and
conditions in a part 70 permit, including any provisions designed to limit a source’s potential to

7> Tex. Health & Safety Code § 382.0511(a) (“[t]he commission may consolidate into a single permit any permits,
special permits, standard permits, permits by rule, or exemptions for a facility or federal source.”) (emphasis added).
7630 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(d)(1).

742 U.S.C. § 7661c(a); 40 C.F.R. § 70.6(a).

40 C.F.R. § 70.2 (defining applicable requirements).

40 C.F.R. §§ 52.2270(c) (identifying 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(a) as part of the Texas SIP), 70.2
(identifying SIP requirements as applicable requirements for purposes of Title V).
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emit, are enforceable by the Administrator and citizens under the Act.”®® Confidential Title V
permit terms are not enforceable by members of the public.®!

Additionally, both Title I and Title V make it clear that applicable requirements,
including federally-enforceable conditions of preconstruction permits, are public information as
a matter of law. Title V specifically provides that “[t]he contents of a permit shall not be entitled
to protection [as confidential information] under section 7414(c) of this title.”? EPA’s Title I
regulations provide that standards or limitations, are not entitled to confidential treatment.®

The Draft Permit is deficient because it improperly incorporates confidential permit
terms. Specifically, Special Condition No. 30 of Permit No. 7711A requires compliance with
material throughput rates and operating parameters listed in confidential file during stack tests.
Though they are not contained on the face of Permit No. 7711A such rates and parameters are
enforceable conditions of Permit No. 7711A.%¢ Additionally, the Technical Review Summary for
GAF’s certified PBR registration indicates that information in the application has been
designated confidential and that the emission rate of a heater authorized under an unregistered
PBR is confidential.®> The Technical Review Summary for a GAF’s subsequent application to
revise its certified PBR registration also contains confidential information.® These
representations, which establish enforceable operating requirements, physical operating limits,
and calculation procedures that GAF will use to determine compliance with applicable emission
limitations may not be kept confidential. The Executive Director must revise the Draft Permit to
make all applicable requirements publicly accessible.

4. The Draft Permit fails to ensure compliance with the special conditions of
Permit No. 77114

Permit No. 7711A includes several special conditions that appear intended to assure
compliance with permit emission limits and pollution control requirements, but that lack
sufficient specificity to fulfill this objective.?” Accordingly, the Executive Director must revise
the Draft Permit to fill in gaps left by the language in Permit No. 7711A.%8

8040 C.F.R. § 70.6(b)(1).

8! (Attachment B), ExxonMobil Objection Order at 4 (“Because the production rates or limitations are confidential,
the public does not know what these applicable requirements are, negating the ability of citizens to enforce these
conditions.”).

8242 U.S.C. § 7661b(e).

8 See CAA § 114(c) (“other than emissions data™); see also 40 C.F.R. §2.301(f).

830 Tex. Admin. Code § 116.116(a)(1). See Dow Objection Order at 8 (“Therefore, as explained by TCEQ, ‘the
permit application, and all representations in it, is part of the permit when it is issued and as such is enforceable.””).
% (Attachment A), Technical Review, Certified PBR Registration No. 14140, Project No. 270215.

8 (Attachment C), Technical Review, Certified PBR Registration No. 14140, Project No. 278775.

8740 CFR § 70.6(a)(3)(i)(B) and 30 TAC § 122.142(c).

88 See In the Matter of Scherer Steam Electric Generating Plant, Order on Petition Nos. [V-2012-1, IV-2012-2, IV-
2012-3,1V-2012-4, and IV-2012-5, at 18 (Jan. 31, 2011) (finding that where SIP-approved rule required operators to
take “reasonable precautions” to minimize emissions without specifying which precautions were required at any
particular source, the Title V permit should have established source-specific requirements to make the SIP rule
enforceable).
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The Draft Permit does not assure compliance with Special Condition 9 of Permit No.
7711A: Special Condition 9 of Permit No. 7711A states that “[n]o visible fugitive emissions
from the asphalt processing and asphalt roofing manufacturing operations and facilities, roads, or
travel areas shall leave the property.”® The Draft Permit and Permit No. 7711A lack conditions
to assure compliance with this requirement. The Draft Permit should be amended to include
monitoring requirements for Special Condition 9. To the extent that Special Condition 24 is
viewed as supplying monitoring requirements for Special Condition 9, those monitoring
requirements are inadequate to prevent fugitive visible emissions from the Facility. Similarly, the
Draft Permit does not include language elaborating on exactly what GAF taking “immediate
action (as appropriate)” should look like.?® This permit term is vague and unenforceable, and the
Draft Permit must clarify GAF’s obligations under this Special Condition.

The Draft Permit does not assure compliance with Special Condition 17 of Permit No.
7711A: Special Condition 17 of Permit No. 7711A states:

[a]ll in-plant roads and areas subject to road vehicle traffic shall be paved with a
cohesive hard surface and cleaned, as necessary, to maintain compliance with the
TCEQ rules and regulations. Unpaved work areas shall be sprayed with water
and/or environmentally sensitive chemicals upon detection of visible PM
emissions to maintain compliance with all TCEQ rules and regulations.®"

The Draft Permit lacks any monitoring provisions (i.e. demonstrating how and when
GAF will “detect[]” the visible PM emissions) to assure compliance with this requirement.*?

The Draft Permit fails to assure compliance with the requirements of Permit No. 7711A
during Maintenance, Startup, and Shutdown activities. Permit No. 7711A briefly references MSS
activities, stating:

Emissions from planned startup and shutdown activities are authorized by this
permit from an amendment approved in June 2013. Maintenance activities are
authorized either under Permit by Rule or claimed under 30 Texas Administrative
Code § 116.119, De Minimis Facilities or Sources. Startup and shutdown
emissions are virtually indistinguishable from production emissions. Although
there may be minor emissions associated with startup and shutdown, emission
factors used to quantify production emissions are considered to have enough
conservatism to include any incidental increases that may be attributed to startup
and shutdown. In addition, emissions from planned startup and shutdown of
combustion units should not result in any quantifiable hourly emissions change
for products of combustion. Although there may be transitional and incidental

8 Air NSR Permit No. 7711A, Special Condition 9.

% Air NSR Permit No. 7711A, Special Condition 24 (““If visible emissions exceed 30 cumulative seconds in any six
minute period, the owner or operator shall take immediate action (as appropriate) to eliminate the excessive visible
emissions.”)

1 Air NSR Permit No. 7711A, Special Condition 17.

92 40 CFR § 70.6(a)(3)(1)(B); 30 TAC § 122.142(c).
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spikes before units stabilize during startups (5 to 15 minutes), overall products of
combustion are expected to be within hourly range limits for normal loads during
production operations.”?

These conclusory statements cannot substitute for clear requirements applicable during
MSS and adequate monitoring of emissions during MSS. First, neither the relevant language
from the June 2013 permit amendment nor the permit amendment document appears in either the
Draft Permit or either of the Facility’s two active Air NSR Permits. Without the text of the
amendment authorizing MSS emissions, West Dallas residents cannot be assured either that
these emissions limitations are sufficient to ensure compliance with applicable regulatory
requirements. Likewise, because there are no additional monitoring requirements associated with
MSS emissions, at least none that are evident in the Draft Permit or two NSR permits, West
Dallas residents cannot be assured that emissions from these frequent events are not in fact
burdening their community with illegal emissions of air pollutants.

Second, the referenced emission factors are not listed anywhere in the Draft Permit or in
either of the two NSR permits. The Draft Permit is incomplete because these emission factors are
not stated or incorporated by reference.

Finally, the fact that during startup the “overall products of combustion are expected to be
within hourly range limits for normal loads during production operations”®* is an assumption that
neither the Draft Permit nor either NSR permit nor any PBR substantiates. The public has no
way of evaluating the basis or accuracy of this expectation, and thus the Draft Permit is deficient.
Adequate monitoring of emissions from the Facility to ensure compliance with underlying

emissions limitations requires adequate monitoring during MSS.

Special Condition No. 21, which appears in a permit section entitled “Demonstration of
Continuous Compliance” appears to contemplate the use of stack testing to assure ongoing
compliance with MAERT emission limits for GAF’s thermal oxidizer. The stack testing
requirement, along with temperature monitoring requirements established by Special Condition
Nos. 27, 28 appear to be the only methods Permit No. 7711A requires to assure compliance with
these limits. The stack testing requirement and the temperature monitoring conditions are
deficient for several reasons. Most significantly, the permit fails to actually require GAF to
undergo any future stack testing to determine actual emission rates at the asphalt plant. Reliance
on an unspecified number of stack tests that were performed at an unspecified time cannot assure
ongoing compliance with hourly and annual emission limits for the thermal oxidizer and other
short and long-term control standards established by Permit No. 7711A for the entirety of the
permit term, given that operational conditions at the plant likely vary in ways that affect the
performance of control equipment.”® Additionally, a stack test that occurs less frequently that
once a permit term cannot assure ongoing compliance with MAERT emission limits because it

% Air NSR Permit No. 7711A, Source Analysis & Technical Review at 3 (March 27, 2018).
% 1d.

95 This fact is underscored by Special Condition No. 30, which provides that permitted throughput rates and
operating ranges may be modified if the plant cannot perform at maximum rates during a stack test.
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bears no relation to the relevant compliance periods (annual and hourly).”® Moreover, the Draft
Permit is deficient because the Executive Director has not provided a reasoned explanation
supporting his determination that past stack tests and temperature monitoring requirements in
Permit No. 7711A assure ongoing compliance with applicable control requirements and MAERT
limits for GAF’s thermal oxidizer.”” Permit No. 7711A is also unclear about which pollutants
would be the subject of any testing required by the Executive Director. Special Condition No. 32
states that stack testing requested by the Executive Director “may,” but need not include PM,
CO, SO2, NOx, and VOC. If stack testing is necessary to ensure ongoing compliance with
MAERT limits for the thermal oxidizer, GAF’s permit should at least require testing of each
pollutant listed in the MAERT. If the Executive Director believes that testing for one or more
such pollutants is unnecessary, because emission rates of a tested pollutant are a reasonable
surrogate for the emission rate of an untested pollutant, the permit record must provide a
reasonable basis for the Executive Director’s belief.”®

The temperature monitoring requirements at Special Condition Nos. 27 and 28 are also
deficient. Special Condition No. 27 requires GAF to “establish a minimum combustion
temperature using the most recent performance test, manufacturer's Special Conditions Permit
Number 7711A Page 5 recommendations, engineering calculations, and/or historical data.” The
permit, however, does not indicate whether the minimum combustion temperature limit has been
established, and if so, what it is and how it was determined. Combustion temperature is a critical
variable that effects the performance of pollution controls, like thermal oxidizers and flares. The
Draft Permit’s failure to identify the minimum temperature required to ensure GAF’s thermal
oxidizer will continuously achieve the level of performance represented renders it deficient.”® If
GAF has established a minimum operating combustion temperature for its thermal oxidizer, the
Draft Permit is still deficient because that limit is not listed in the permit and members of the
public did not have an opportunity to review it and evaluate its sufficiency.

Likewise, Special Condition No. 28 establishes inlet temperature and pressure drop
requirements necessary to assure effective operation of GAF’s Coalescing Filter Mist
Elimination Systems. The Special Condition provides that these requirements are to be
calculated consistent with directives established by EPA’s Part 63 NESHAP regulations. The
Special Condition, however, fails to identify the enforceable inlet temperature and pressure drop
requirements calculated using the calculation methods mandated by federal regulations. These
requirements are applicable requirements that must be included in the Draft Permit. The Draft
Permit’s failure to specify the calculated values makes it impossible for members of the public or
regulators to determine whether they were calculated correctly and to consider whether these
requirements—in conjunction with stack testing and visual monitoring required by the permit—
assure compliance with applicable emission limits and pollution control requirements.
Accordingly, the Draft Permit is deficient.!%

% See, e.g., In the Matter of Northeast Maryland Waste Disposal, Order on Petition No. I11-2019-2 at 9 (December
11, 2020) (“An annual stack test alone is insufficient to assure compliance with a 1-hour HCI emission limit.”).
971d. at 8-9. See also, 40 C.F.R. § 70.7(a)(5).

% 40 C.F.R. § 70.7(a)(5).

242 U.S.C. § 7661c(a).

100 42 U.S.C. § 7661c(a), (c); 40 C.F.R. § 70.7(a)(5).
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5. The Draft Permit does not provide clarity on how the emission units listed in the

Applicable Requirements section correlate to the emission units listed in the
MAERT.

The identifiers of the emissions units with allowable PM emissions specified in the
Maximum Achievable Emission Rate Table (‘“MAERT”) do not correlate with the names of
emissions units listed in the Applicable Requirements or Periodic Monitoring sections in the
Draft Permit. For example, the Draft Permit indicates that SOP 60UU-4 (a component of Line 3)
is subject to five separate PM monitoring requirements, as is SOP 60UU-3 (another component
of Line 3); one is a parametric monitoring requirement (temperature of the exhaust of the thermal
oxidizer control equipment), and the other four require PM to be measured using opacity as a
proxy. Neither SOP 60UU-3 or SOP 60UU-4 appears anywhere in the MAERT, though
components of Line 3 not identified anywhere in the Draft Permit do (e.g., 26A, Stabilizer
Storage Baghouse A Stack). Likewise, the Unit Summary section of the Draft Permit provides no
clarity on just how the Emission Point Numbers of the MAERT correlate with the
Unit/Group/Process ID Number or SOP Index Numbers of the Draft Permit.

It is not clear how West Dallas residents are supposed to ascertain which emissions units
are subject to which emissions limits, especially in regards to Line 3. Community members
cannot discern whether the components identified in the MAERT are a part of 60UU-4, or vice
versa. Thus, requirements listed as applicable to 60UU-4 in the Draft Permit may or may not be
applicable to the Emission Point Numbers listed in Permit No. 7711A. Basically, there is no way
to tell (even with the Draft Permit and Permit No. 7711A in front of you) how much PM Line 3
is allowed to emit and specifically how those emissions are monitored. This may cause failure to
ensure compliance with applicable requirements. This error should be remedied before granting
the Draft Permit so that the requirements that are applicable to each emission point within each
emission unit are completely clear.

6. The Draft Permit’s Additional Periodic Monitoring requirements do not ensure
compliance with applicable underlying emissions limitations.

Title V operating permits must include additional monitoring that yields reliable data
from a relevant time period that are representative of emission units’ compliance with the
applicable emission limitation or standard for applicable requirements that lack periodic or
instrumental monitoring.'’! The Draft Permit does not do so. West Dallas 1 appreciates that the
TCEQ required at least some additional monitoring of PM/Opacity from emission units at the
facility, as the applicable requirements command.'*> However, no effort was made in the SOB or
the Draft Permit to explain to the public why, in the absence of regulatorily specified monitoring
frequencies, the TCEQ determined that weekly Opacity measurements suffice to ensure
compliance with the underlying emissions limitations.

101 40 CFR § 70.6(2)(3)(1)(B); 30 TAC § 122.142(c)
192 Air NSR Permit No. 7711A Special Conditions at 3-4; Draft Permit at 32 et seq; 30 TAC § 111.111(a)(1)(A); 40
C.F.R. § 60.472(a)(2), (c), (d).
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The Periodic Monitoring requirements in the Draft Permit are copied verbatim from the
Special Condition section of Permit No. 7711A.'% For those parts of LINE3 not controlled by an
afterburner, the underlying opacity monitoring requirements do not specify a frequency with
which monitoring must be undertaken to demonstrate continuing compliance.'* The TCEQ
opted for weekly measurements, which provide only an infrequent snapshot into the functioning
of different components of LINE3. While quarter-hourly parametric monitoring of the thermal
oxidizer control devices of LINE3!% ensure that the emissions units are complying with
applicable emission limitations, the rationale that TCEQ followed to determine that weekly
opacity monitoring would be sufficient has been omitted from the SOB and the Draft Permit.
TCEQ has offered nothing in the SOB or Draft Permit that explains how these additional
periodic monitoring requirements ensure compliance with the emissions limitations of the
underlying applicable regulations. Additionally, the TCEQ has included no information that
would allow the public to determine why, if the afterburners of LINE3 control emissions from
Blowing Stills and Storage Tanks built after the applicable regulatory date are subject to Subpart
UU emissions limitations and require monitoring,]06 then the afterburners of LINE1, which also
appear to control emissions from Blowing Stills and Storage Tanks of LINE1 (though this is
merely an inference and is not stated in the Draft Permit or SOB outside of the Basis of
Determination section)'®” and were also built after the applicable regulatory date are not subject
to Subpart UU emissions limitations and do not require monitoring.

Likewise, for emission units subject to the emissions and monitoring requirements of the
TAC, the once-per-quarter monitoring of emission units 1-1 and 1-3 (with fabric filter control
equipment), and COOL1 (with no control equipment) is too infrequent. The underlying
regulations do not specify how often opacity monitoring is to occur.'® Again, the TCEQ has
offered nothing in the SOB or Draft Permit that explains how these additional periodic
monitoring requirements ensure compliance with the emissions limitations of the underlying
applicable regulations.

C. The Executive director has not demonstrated that negative applicability
determinations listed in the Draft Permit’s Permit Shield are justified.

The Draft Permit includes a permit shield that covers many emission units. According to
the Draft Permit, the Executive Director "has determined that the permit holder is not required to
comply with the specific regulation(s) identified for each emission unit, group, or process" listed
in the permit shield.'” For each such determination, the Draft Permit includes a brief and often

193 Draft Permit at 32 et seq.

10440 C.F.R. § 60.472(a)(2), (¢), (d).

195 Air NSR Permit No. 7711A Permit Amendment Source Analysis and Technical Review, at 2 (“Emissions from
the blowing stills, loading racks, and storage tanks vent to a thermal oxidizer (direct-flame incinerator). The
thermal incinerator has a rated destruction efficiency of 95% for PM/PM10 .. ..”).

106 Statement of Basis 13-14 (the Blowing Stills and Storage Tanks of 60UU-3 and 60UU-4 use afterburner control
devices, just like 60UU-1 and 60UU-2 of LINEI1. For some reason that isn’t adequately (or even remotely)
explained in the SB or Draft Permit, the Blowing Stills of LINE1 do not require this monitoring).

107 Statement of Basis 11-12.

19830 TAC § 111.111(a)(1)(A).

19 Draft Permit at 44.



vague statement of the basis of the determination. Moreover, as noted above (Section V.A.,
infra), the Permit Shield appears to incorrectly exempt from regulation at least some emissions
units from applicable regulation(s).

The EPA has objected to negative applicability determinations where state permitting
agencies fail to properly investigate whether those determinations are appropriate. For example,
the EPA has objected to negative applicability determinations based on the construction date of
an emission unit where the permitting agency failed to demonstrate that construction or
modifications to the unit did not actually occur after the effective date of an otherwise applicable
regulatory standard.''? It is important that the public and federal regulators are able to discern
how the Executive Director decided which conditions to include in a permit shield. At least one
emission unit in the Permit Shield appears to be erroneously exempted from applicable
requirements, as noted above (Section V.A.). One of two eventualities must have occurred: (1)
the TCEQ has not carefully reviewed the requirements applicable to each emission unit in the
Draft Permit, allowing LINE] to improperly avoid regulation even though some of its
components were constructed/modified after the applicable regulatory date, or (2) the
construction/modification dates in the SOB were erroneously entered, and no part of LINE1 was
constructed/modified after the applicable regulatory date. The TCEQ gives no adequate
explanation anywhere in the SOB or the Draft Permit of its rationale as to why LINE] is totally
exempt from Subpart UU emission limitations. The Draft Permit and the SOB are deficient,
because they fail to provide meaningful information demonstrating that the negative applicability
determinations listed in the Permit Shield were properly made.

As the EPA has previously explained to the Executive Director in the Title V permitting context:

[B]lanket statements such as those contained in the draft Title V permit and the
accompanying SOB do not meet the permit shield requirements of 40 C.F.R. §
70.6(f) ... [Such permits are objectionable], because the permit shield provisions
... are only supported by conclusory statements in the SOB. The SOB fails to
provide an adequate discussion of the legal and factual basis for the
determinations made under 40 C.F.R. § 70.6(f) used to support the
nonapplicability of those requirements identified in the "Permit Shield"
attachment to the Title V permit.'!!

To address this deficiency, the EPA stated:
the Title V permit renewal application must be revised to include all potentially

relevant facts supporting a request for a determination of non-applicability, and
the SOB must be revised to provide an adequate discussion [of] TCEQ's legal and

19 See, e.g., Objection to Federal Part 70 Operating Permit Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company, Houston Chemical

Plant, TCEQ Permit No. a 1227 (January 8, 2010).
""" Objection to Federal Part 70 Operating Permit ExxonMobil Corporation, Colonial Storage Facility (March 5,
2010).
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factual basis for all determinations of non-applicability for those requirements
identified in the "Permit Shield" attachment to the permit.'!?

For example:

[W]hen there is a construction date for which a permit shield applies, the permit
should list the facility's construction start-up date. When a shield applies for tanks
of a specific size, the permit should list the tank sizes of the units in question. hs

While there are construction/modification dates listed in the SOB, their inclusion sows
confusion and does not help inform the public about the TCEQ’s legal and factual basis for all
non-applicability determinations. There is no adequate discussion anywhere in the Draft Permit
or SOB that informs the public why equipment built after the regulatory date should not be
subject to applicable requirements. Separately, language must be added to the Draft Permit
stating that the permit shield cannot excuse past violations to ensure compliance with 40 C.F.R. §

70.6(H)(3)(ii).

D. The Draft Permit does not adequately recognize or include a compliance plan to
address the nuisances posed to the West Dallas community by the GAF facility.

General Condition 13 of NSR permit 771 1A prohibits GAF from causing or contributing
to a condition of air pollution, which is defined as the emission of air pollutants in such
concentrations as: (1) are or may tend to be injurious to or to adversely affect human health or
welfare, animal life, vegetation, or property; or (2) interfere with the normal use or enjoyment of
animal life, vegetation, or property.''® Yet GAF is a source of near-constant nuisance in the West
Dallas area, especially to the nearby public housing development'!'® and private residences,
schools, churches, community centers and daycare facilities.

Residents and other affected persons have not previously filed complaints with the TCEQ
simply because they did not know how to file such complaints. Despite this, West Dallas
residents report regularly seeing and smelling emissions from the facility for many years, with
consistent complaints of invasive and offensive odors,'!® regular sightings of plumes of dust and
smog,''7 and even reports of dark, sticky substances covering outdoor surfaces and
automobiles.''®

112 1d.
113 etter from Carl E. Edlund, P.E., Director, Multimedia Planning & Permitting Division, EPA Region 6 to
Richard Hyde, P.E., Director, Office of Permitting, Remediation, and Registration, TCEQ, Re: Title V Objections
(March 18, 2011).
114 Tex. Health & Safety Code § 382.003(3).
5 Kingbridge Crossing is a Dallas Public Housing Authority development located directly across the street from
GAF with units less than 500 feet from the GAF property line.
116 See Attachments D-H (Declarations of Roncindra Davis, Myrtle Newman, Brittany Morgan, Esther Villarreal,
and Jeff Howard)
117 See Attachments F & G (Declarations Brittany Morgan and Esther Villarreal)
118 See Attachment F (Declaration of Brittany Morgan)
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Roncindra Davis lives in Kingbridge Crossing, a Dallas public housing authority property
located directly across the street from GAF. Her home is less than 500 feet from the facility. She
has asthma and bronchitis and complains of offensive odors every week forcing her to keep her
doors and windows shut even on hot days when she would prefer to air her home out. She does
not think it is right that she has to live across the street from such heavy industrial activity and
she knows it can’t be good for her health. Myrtle Newman is another Kingbridge resident who
complains of terrible odors “bad enough to make you feel ill.” She suffers from a persistent
cough and sinus problems that developed only after moving to Kingbridge five years ago and she
finds that her symptoms are worse when she is at home. The odors are very concerning to her
and she knows they must be doing damage if the smell is that bad. Kingbridge Crossing is also
home to Brittany Morgan and her family. Brittany and two of her young children also suffer
from asthma. They complain of strong odors every evening and dust in the air once or twice a
week. The dust and odors are concerning to Brittany and she worries about the impact the
pollution is having on her and her children’s respiratory health. She tells her children not to play
outside on days when she notices the smell. The testimony of these residents and many others
document the very real conditions of air pollution created by the GAF facility that both adversely
affect human health and welfare and interfere with the use and enjoyment of property.

Permit No. 7711A states that “[a]n opacity violation or an odor nuisance condition, as
confirmed by the TCEQ or any local air pollution control program with jurisdiction, may be
cause for additional controls.”'"” No additional controls, however, have been required that are
sufficient to abate the nuisance. The Draft Permit should be amended to include a compliance
plan to eliminate these nuisance conditions.

VI.  CIVIL RIGHTS ACT VIOLATIONS

The issuance of GAF’s Title V permit renewal would result in unjustified, disparate and
serious adverse impacts to minority and low-income populations living near the GAF facility and
perpetuate past discrimination against those who have been historically injured by environmental
harms.

A. The issuance of GAF’s Title V permit would have an adverse impact that
disproportionately affects people of color and people with lower incomes

TCEQ’s approval of GAF’s Title V permit renewal would have a disproportionately
negative impact on people of color, particularly African Americans, by exposing them to harmful
levels of SOz, PM and other emissions. It would also adversely impact households with lower
incomes. The GAF facility is located in Dallas County Census Tract 205 which is a majority
minority Census tract. Over 60% of the population in Census Tract 205 is Black or African
American and nearly 30% is Hispanic or Latino.'? According to the EPA’s own EJSCREEN
tool, the population within a 1-mile radius of the GAF facility is 91% people of color, 73% low-

"9 Air NSR Permit No. 7711A, Special condition 16.
1202019 ACS 5-Year Estimates Data Profiles available at:
https://data.census.gov/cedsci/table?g=1400000US48113020500&tid=ACSDP5Y2019.DP05&hidePreview=false
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income and 17% linguistically isolated.'?' The percentage of African Americans in the affected
area is nearly triple that of Dallas County and over four times that of the state of Texas.

In 2019, GAF was the highest emitter of SO, in Dallas County with over 125 tons emitted
and the fourth highest emitter of PMa s with 26.31 tons emitted.'** As discussed in more detail
above, short-term SO exposure is known to have harmful effects on the respiratory system
making breathing difficult and exacerbating the symptoms of asthma, particularly in children.'
Long-term exposure to persistent levels of SO2 has been linked to lasting and detrimental
changes to lung function.!?* High concentrations of SO in the air also contributes to PM
pollution, small particles which can penetrate the lungs and bloodstream, causing serious health
problems.!?

23

The facility is located within a half mile of two public schools, a daycare center, a public
senior housing development, a church, a public library, a public community center and numerous
single-family residences and small businesses. So not only do the facility’s harmful emissions
adversely affect the minority residents who live in the affected area but all of the residents who
utilize the community amenities, resources and businesses located within the area as well.

B. The issuance of GAF’s Title V permit will have the effect of perpetuating past
discrimination against the residents of West Dallas who have historically borne
disproportionate environmental impacts

Studies have found that communities of color have higher exposure rates to air pollution
than their white, non-Hispanic counterparts'?® and that landfills, hazardous waste sites and other
industrial facilities are most often located in communities of color.'?” The West Dallas
community is a prime example of this injustice. West Dallas is home to one of the nation’s
largest Superfund sites created by the RSR lead smelting facility that operated for over 50 years
with impunity, poisoning the air and soil of West Dallas residents for multiple generations.
While the RSR plant was closed in the 1980°s West Dallas remains plagued with environmental
injustices. Even today, West Dallas has the highest concentration of heavy industrial zoning of
any zip code in the City of Dallas and some of the worst air pollution.'*® A recent study by UT

121'y.S. EPA, EJSCREEN Demographic Indicators, available at: https://ejscreen.epa.gov
122 TCEQ, 2019 Point Source Emissions Inventory, available at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/airquality/point-

sourceei/contaminant-summary-reports
123U S. EPA, Sulfur Dioxide Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/so2-pollution/sulfur-dioxide-basics

124 U.S. EPA, Integrated Science Assessment for Sulfur Oxides - Health Criteria. EPA/600/R-08/047F (Sept. 2008)
available at:

https://cfpub.epa.gov/ncea/risk/recordisplay.cfm?deid=198843& CFID=67772989&CFTOKEN=91583296

125 U.S. EPA, Particulate Matter (PM) Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/pm-pollution/particulate-matter-
pmbasicsteftects

126 Center for American Progress, 5 Things to Know About Communities of Color and Environmental Justice (Apr.
2016) available at: https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/race/news/2016/04/25/136361/5-things-to-know-

aboutcommunities-of-color-and-environmental-justice/
127 ]d

128 Paul Quinn College, Poisoned by Zip Code,(Spring 2020) available at:
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Southwestern Medical Center found that there is up to a 15-year difference in life expectancy
depending on the zip code in which one resides in the City of Dallas.'?® West Dallas residents are
impacted by the cumulative harmful emissions from numerous industrial operators in the area
including GAF and at least two concrete batch plants, all of which contribute to the degradation
of air quality, human health, and safety in the West Dallas community.

Approving the Draft Permit will have the effect of perpetuating past discrimination
against Black and Latino residents of West Dallas who have historically borne disproportionate
environmental impacts. This adverse and disparate impact is not justified and TCEQ should
require less discriminatory permit conditions.

VI..  CONCLUSION

For the aforementioned reasons, the Draft Permit fails to comply with the federal Clean
Air Act and its implementing regulations. The Commission must correct these deficiencies
before the final renewed Federal Operating Permit No. 02771 may be issued.

Respectfully,

Stephanie Champion, Staff Attorney
Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas
Community Revitalization Project
400 S. Zang Blvd., Ste. 1420
Dallas, TX 75208

(214) 243-2583
champions@lanwt.org

Kelly Haragan, Clinic Director
Matthew Frederick, Clinic Student
University of Texas School of Law
Environmental Clinic

727 E. Dean Keaton St.

Austin, TX 78705

Gabriel Clark Leach, Senior Attorney
Environmental Integrity Project

1206 San Antonio St.

Austin, TX 78701

hitps://static].squarespace.com/static/5bf84b434611a034b52113b9/t/Sec5b8a8b4ac6740e2506¢26/1590016170482/
Executive+Summary V1 _R1.pdf
' UT Southwestern Medical Center, Life Expectancy by ZIP Code in Texas (Feb. 2019), available at:

https://www.texashealthmaps.com/Ifex
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TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Permit No.: 147140 Company Name: | Building Materials Investment Corporation APD Reviewer: |John Gott, P.E.
Project No.: |270215 Unit Name: GAF Materials PBR No(s).: 106.261, 106.262,
106.472

GENERAL INFORMATION

Regulated Entity No.: RN100788959 Project Type: Permit by Rule Apblication

Customer Reference No.: CN605251487 Date Received by TCEQ: June 7, 2017

City/County: Dallas, Dallas County Date Received by Reviewer: June 12, 2017

Physical Location: 2600 Singleton Blvd

CONTACT INFORMATION . . ; o .
Responsible Official/ Primary Mr. Bruce Dahlgren Phone No.: (214) 637-8970 Email: BDAHLGREN@GAF.CO
Contact Name and Title: Plant Manager Fax No.: (214) 637-5202 M

Technical Contact/ Consultant Mr. Kevin Bush Phone No.: (214) 637-8933 Email: KBUSH@GAF.COM
Name and Title: Environmental Engineer Fax No.: (214) 637-5202

Is confdentlal information |ncluded in the application? X Confdentlal version of PBR submnttal

Has the PBR fee been paid? X

Is this registration certified? X

Is this an APWL site? X

Are there any upstream or downstream affects associated X All emissions are included.

with this registration?

Is planned MSS included in the registration? X

Are there affected NSR or Title V authorizations for the X If yes, what is the number(s): NSR 7711A, O-2771

project?

Is each PBR > 25/250 tpy? X

Are PBR sitewide emissions > 25/250 tpy? N/A N/A | Site has been to public notice.

Are there permit limits on using PBRs at the site? X

Is PSD or Nonattainment netting required? X

Do NSPS, NESHAP, or MACT standards apply to this X

registration?

Does NOx Cap and Trade apply to this registration? X

Is the facility in compliance with all other applicable rules and X

regulations?

DESCRIBE OVERALL PROCESS AT TH

Building Materials Investment Corporation doing business as GAF Materials Corporatlon (GAF) owns and operates :asphalt roofing production facmty“
located in Dallas, Texas (Dallas Plant). Operations at GAF Dallas Plant are authorized under New Source Review (NSR) Permit No. 7711A,
Standard Permit No. 91414 and several non-registerable Permits by Rule (PBRs).

SCRIBE PROJECT AND INVOLVE
GAF has certified the emissions under PBR106.261, 106.262 and 106.472 to authonze L|ne 3 sealant appllcat|on system that includes one new Line
3 sealant run tank, associated self-seal applicator, laminate self-seal applicator, asphalt fume filter and a Heatec heater. The Heatec heater is
authorized under PBR 106.183 which does not require registration.

Self-seal asphalt based dots are applied to the asphalt roofing sheets before they are cut into shingles and automatically packaged. Adhesive stripes
are applied to the laminated shingles in Line 3 before the shingles are cut and packaged. As part of this project, GAF is planning to install Line 3
sealant application system to apply self-seal asphalt and laminate self-seal asphalt to the asphalt roofing sheets. The proposed Line 3 sealant
application system includes one new Line 3 sealant run tank, associated self-seal applicator, laminate self-seal applicator, asphalt fume filter and a
Heatec heater. The company is claiming all emissions under PBR 106.261 and 106.262. The company is using the TCEQ memo by Mr. Richard
Hyde dated September 1, 2006 to construct the sealant run tank under PBR 106.472 (1) while the emissions are approved under PBR 106.261 and
106.262.

The emissions from the Line 3 sealant run tank, associated self-seal applicator, laminate self-seal applicator will be controlled by Line 3 Mist
Elimination System (Emission Point Number [EPN]: CFL2). The Line 3 Mist Elimination System is a filter system that controls the asphalt fumes from
the Line 3 sealant run tank, associated self-seal applicator, and laminate self-seal applicator. GAF does not expect any increase in actual emission
increases from upstream or downstream processes as a result of the proposed project.

The Heatec heater is used to provide heat required by the Line 3 sealant application system, and the heater is authorized under PBR 106.183. The
Dallas Plant maintains onsite documentation and as such, emissions associated with this heater are not included in this PRB registration. The
natural gas heater has less than 1 tpy for each criteria pollutant emissions. The company submitted the emission rates as confidential.




TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Permit No.:

147140

Company Name:

Building Materials Investment Corporation

APD Reviewer:

John Gott, P.E.

Project No.:

270215

Unit Name:

GAF Materials

PBR No(s).:

106.261, 106.262,
106.472

TECHNICAL SUMMARY - DESCRIBE HOW THE PROJECT MEETS THE RULES

PBR 106.261/262 Compliance Demonstration

(1
)
(©)

§106.472 (March 14, 1997 amended September 4, 2000)
Liquid loading or unloading equipment for railcars, tank trucks, or drums; storage containers, reservoirs, tanks; and change of service of material

loaded, unloaded, or stored is permitted by rule, provided that no visible emissions result and the chemicals loaded, unloaded, or stored are limited
as cited by the company to:
the following list: asphalt, resins, soaps lube oils, fuel oils, polymers, detergents, lube oil additives, vegetable oils;
water or wastewater;

aqueous salt solutions;

e The emission point(s) associated with the facilities or changes to facilities are located at least 100 ft from the nearest off-site receptor.
The total new or increase emissions will comply with the applicable hourly and annual emission limits as represented in the table below.
There are no changes to or addition of any pollution abatement equipment.
Visible emissions to the atmosphere, from any point or fugitive source, do not exceed 5.0 % opacity in any six-minute period.

This registration is not for authorization for construction or to change a facility authorized under another section of this chapter or under
standard permit.

(4) aqueous caustic solutions, except ammonia solutions;
(5) inorganic acids except oleum, hydrofluoric, and hydrochloric acids;
(6) aqueous ammonia solutions if vented through a water scrubber;
(7) hydrochloric acid if vented through a water scrubber;
(8) acetic acid if vented through a water scrubber; and
(9) organic liquids having an initial boiling point of 300 degrees Fahrenheit or greater.
PBR 106.261(2)
Air Contaminant Emission Limit Actual Emissions
Lb/hr Tpy Ib/hr tpy
CO 6.00 10.00 0.00335 0.01
Gl , _PBR 106.262 ; . .
Air Contaminant L D Emission Limit Actual Emissions
mg/m?® ft Ib/hr Tpy Ib/hr tpy
f;:sphalj Petroleum 5 450 925 0.0541 0.2368 0.050273 0.1900729
ume
H2S 1.1 450 92.5 0.0119 0.0521 0.00166 0.00621

PBR 106.261(3)

Emission Limit

Actual Emissions

Air Contaminant Ib/hr tpy Ib/hr tpy
Carbonyl Sulfide 1.00 4.38 4.36E-5 1.63E-4
. TOTAL VOC EMISSIONS: 0.05* 0.19*

*The total speciated emissions both Ibs/hr and tpy are equal to the 0.05 Ibs/hr and 0.19 tpy of VOC in the ESTIMATED EMISSIONS block below and are
acceptable speciated emission estimates.

_CON MUNICA]'IQN LOG . . : - .
Date Time Name/Company Subject of Communication
6-15-2017 1115 To: Mr. Kevin Bush Voicemail- | need the emissions that you are claiming under an
unregistered PBR 183.
6/15/2017 1617 Fm: Lele Bao |bao@trinityconsultants.com | Email--please find attached the emission calculation for the Line 3
972-661-8100 Heatec Heater that includes the heater size and hours of operations for
the proposed Line 3 Sealant Application System project.
7/11/2017 1500 To: Lele Bao, 972-661-8100 Discussed the asphalt. Is it blown asphalt or virgin asphalt?
7111/2017 1642 Fm: Lele Bao |Ibao@trinityconsultants.com | Email-Thanks for the time to discuss the asphalt question this afternoon.
972-661-8100 The laminate sealant is approximately 90% blown asphalt and 10%
polymer modified asphalt. The self-seal sealant is laminate sealant
blended with approximately 20% limestone.

EPN / Erﬁiésion Source

vocC

;,PM,

P

PM 25

Carbonyl

CcO H;S
Sulfide
Ibs/hr | tpy | Ibs/hr | tpy | Ibs/hr tpy Ibs/hr | tpy Ibs/hr | tpy Ibs/hr | tpy | Ilbs/hr | tpy
CFL2 / Line Sealant 0.05 | 0.19 | <0.01 | 0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01 [ <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01 | 0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01
System- Mist Elimination
System




TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Permit No.: 147140 Company Name: | Building Materials Investment Corporation APD Reviewer: |John Gott, P.E.
Project No.: |270215 Unit Name: GAF Materials PBR No(s).: 106.261, 106.262,
106.472
TOTAL EMISSIONS 0.19 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 001 <0.01
(TPY):
- MAXIMUM OPERATING Hours/Day ~ Days/Week Weeks/Year Hours/Yr [ 8,760
SCHEDULE: ~ L .
SITE REVIEW/DISTANCE LIMIT _Description/Outcome TeWed b

Site Review Required?

T6/15/2017

John C.

Gott, PE.

PBR Distance Limits Met?

The company claims that 110’ exists to the nearest
property line and 450’ to the nearest off-property structure.

6/15/2017

John C. Gott, P.E.

SIGNATURE:

_ PEERREVIEWER _

PRINTED NAME:

Mr. John Gott, P.E.

Sushil Gautam, Ph.D.

Mr. Samuel Short, Mgr.

DATE:

June 15, 2017

June 19, 2017

July 12, 2017
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 6
1201 ELM STREET, SUITE 500
DALLAS, TEXAS 75270

January 23, 2020

Ms. Tonya Baer, Deputy Director

Office of Air

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (MC 122)
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Re:  Objection to Title V Permit No. 02269
ExxonMobil Corporation, Baytown Chemical Plant
Harris County, Texas

Dear Ms. Baer:

This letter is in response to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) submittal
to our office containing the proposed renewal of the Title V permit for the ExxonMobil Baytown
Chemical Plant referenced above. TCEQ indicated in the cover letter of the submittal that EPA’s 45-day
review period would begin on December 10, 2019, and end on January 24, 2020. We have reviewed the
proposed title V permit action including TCEQ’s response to comments and Statement of Basis. In
accordance with 40 CFR § 70.8(c) and 42 U.S.C. § 7661d(b)(1), EPA is objecting to the proposed
permitting action. Section 505(b)(1) of the federal Clean Air Act (Act) requires EPA to object to the
issuance of a proposed Title V permit during its 45-day review period if EPA determines that the permit
is not in compliance with applicable requirements of the Act or requirements under 40 CFR Part 70.
The Enclosure to this letter provides the specific reasons for each objection and a description of the
terms and conditions that the permit must include to respond to the objections.

Section 505(c) of the Act and 40 CFR § 70.8(c)(4) provide that if the permitting authority fails,
within 90 days of the date of the objection, to submit a permit revised to address the objections, then
EPA will issue or deny the permit in accordance with the requirements of 40 CFR Part 71. Because the
State must respond to our objection within 90 days, we suggest that the revised permit be submitted with
sufficient advance notice so that any outstanding objection issues may be resolved prior to the expiration
of the 90-day period.

This paper is printed with vegetable-oil-based inks and is 100-percent postconsumer recycled material,
chlorine-free-processed and recyclable



We are committed to working with the TCEQ to ensure that the final title V permit is consistent
with all applicable title V permitting requirements and the EPA approved Texas Title V air permitting
program. If you have questions or wish to discuss this further, please contact Cynthia Kaleri, Air Permits

Section Chief at (214) 665-6772, or Aimee Wilson, Texas Permit Coordinator at (214) 665-7596. Thank
you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,
1/23/2020

X David F Garcia

Signed by: DAVID GARCIA
David F. Garcia, P.E.
Director
Air & Radiation Division

Enclosure

cc:  Baytown Chemical Plant Site Manager
ExxonMobil Corporation

Mr. Sam Short, Director
Air Permits Division

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (MC-163)



L

Objections to Title V Permit 02269

Objection to Improperly Incorporating Confidential Operational Limits and Emission
Calculations. The proposed title V permit incorporates by reference NSR permits 96220, 28441,
and 8586. Each of these NSR permits contains special conditions which references confidential
information submitted in permit applications.

e NSR permit 96220 includes references to the initial permit application’s confidential file
dated November 2011 at special conditions 4(A), 11, and 12. Special Condition 4(A) in
permit 96220, establishes a production rate for polymer production. Special Condition 11 in
permit 96220, enforces a limitation on the products to be stored in seven storage tanks.
Special Condition 12 in permit 96220, enforces a limitation on the products to be loaded and
unloaded at three loading racks.

e NSR permit 28441, at Special Condition 4, references confidential information contained in
the associated August 2014 permit amendment application. Special Condition 4 in permit
28441 establishes an operational production limitation on the Toluene Disproportionation
Unit.

e NSR permit 8586, at Special Condition 4, references confidential information contained in
the associated February 2003 application. Special Condition 4 in NSR permit 8586 provides
an operational limitation on the production rates of polypropylene for all production lines.

The Clean Air Act (“CAA”) limits the types of information that may be treated as confidential in a
title V permit, and therefore withheld from the public. In this instance, NSR applications containing
confidential information have been incorporated into corresponding NSR permits and, in turn, are
now incorporated by reference into the proposed title V permit as a term of that permit. As a general
matter, some information may be protected as a trade secret under section 114(c) of the CAA. 42
U.S.C. § 7414(c). However, the CAA specifically limits this protection: “The contents of a [title V]
permit shall not be entitled to [confidential] protection under section [114(c)].” 42 U.S.C. §
7661b(e). Regarding the contents of a title V permit, the CAA further requires that “Each permit
issued under this subchapter shall include enforceable emission limitations and standards, ... and
such other conditions as are necessary to assure compliance with applicable requirements ....” 42
U.S.C. § 7661c(a). EPA regulations further require that the contents of a title V permit include
“emissions limitations and standards, including those operational requirements and limitations that
assure compliance with all applicable requirements at the time of permit issuance.” 40 C.F.R.
§70.6(a)(1). Further, “terms and conditions in a part 70 permit... are enforceable by the
Administrator and citizens under the Act.” 40 C.F.R. §70.6(b)(1). Additionally, information which is
considered emission data, as well as standards or limitations, are also not entitled to confidential
treatment. See CAA § 114(c) (“other than emissions data”); 40 C.F.R. §2.301(f).

The EPA has previously evaluated the use of confidential requirements in permits issued by TCEQ.
See In the Matter of ExxonMobil Corporation, Baytown Refinery, Order on Petition No. VI-2016-14
(April 2, 2018) (Baytown Order). In granting that petition, the EPA acknowledged that a potential
conflict exists between TCEQ’s regulatory scheme and the CAA mandate that does not afford
confidential protections to the contents of a permit.

Here, the confidential information that is referenced in NSR permits 96220, 28441, and 8586 and
subsequently incorporated into the proposed title V permit establishes binding requirements
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governing operations of the plant related to production limits of various products. Since the
limitations from the NSR permits and associated applications are incorporated into the proposed title
V permit, these production rates would be part of the contents of the title V permit. Therefore, for
purposes of title V permitting, they are not entitled to protection as confidential pursuant to CAA

§ 503(e). Further, since these limitations on production are applicable requirements for purposes of
title V, they must be enforceable by citizens in addition to the EPA. See CAA § 504(a); 42 U.S.C. §
7414(b)(2); id. § 7604(a)(1), (f)(4). Because the production rates or limitations are confidential, the
public does not know what these applicable requirements are, negating the ability of citizens to
enforce these conditions. TCEQ asserts that according to the Texas Health & Safety Code § 382.041
that as an agent of the commission they “may not disclose information submitted to the commission
relating to secret processes or methods of manufacture or production that is identified as confidential
when submitted.” The Texas Health & Safety Code § 382.041 cannot override 503(e) of the CAA.
The CAA states that permit terms of the title V permit cannot be withheld from the public. TCEQ
failed to provide a sufficient response to comments received on this issue by failing to adequately
explain why the claimed confidential information does not establish binding, enforceable permit
terms (or other information necessary to assure compliance with a permit term). Since these special
conditions are incorporated by reference into the title V permit, they appear to be “contents of a [title
V] permit” and therefore ineligible for confidential treatment.

In addition, while EPA was in the process of reviewing PBR registrations applicable to ExxonMobil
Baytown Chemical Plant, we identified PBR applications which had the emission calculations
marked as confidential and these PBR applications were for registering the PBR establishing
federally enforceable emission limits, and thus incorporated by reference into the title V permit. The
following PBR registrations establishing federally enforceable emission limits had the emission
calculations identified as confidential on the application (identified by registration and PBR rule
number): 39070 (106.262), 50952 (106.261 and 106.124), 74542 (106.261), 83400 (106.261 and
106.262), 151078 (106.261 and 106.262), 151047 (106.261 and 106.262), 151017 (106.261 and
106.262), 149708 (106.261 and 106.262), 148321 (106.261 and 106.262), 148861 (106.261 and
106.262), 148600 (106.261 and 106.262), 148594 (106.261 and 106.262), 147480 (106.262), 147270
(106.261 and 106.262), 145967 (106.262), 145938 (106.261), 144055 (106.261 and 106.262),
144054 (106.261 and 106.262), 143521 (106.261 and 106.262), 138869 (106.261 and 106.262),
141229 (106.261 and 106.262), 140847 (106.262), 139477 (106.261 and 106.262), 138601 (106.261
and 106.262), 136257 (106.261 and 106.262), 136019 (106.262), 136006 (106.261 and 106.262),
135448 (106.262), 134883 (106.261 and 106.262), 132686 (106.261 and 106.262), 131804 (106.261
and 106.262), 131373 (106.261), 131037 (106.261, 106.262, and 106.478), 130000 (106.261 and
106.262), 129961 (106.262), 129931 (106.261 and 106.262), 126098 (106.262), 124201 (106.262
and 106.472), 124055 (106.261 and 106.262), 124140 (106.262), 123832 (106.261 and 106.262),
123403 (106.261 and 106.262), 123247 (106.262), 122827 (106.261 and 106.262), 122598 (106.261
and 106.262), 151221 (106.261), 153201 (106.261 and 106.262), and 151078 (106.261 and
106.262). The emissions calculations in the PBR registrations are emissions data under CAA 114(c)
and 40 C.F.R. § 2.301(a)(2)(i)(B) and should not be treated as confidential. TCEQ should evaluate if
the emission calculations that support the enforceable limits established in the PBR registration are
emissions data.

For each of these issues—the claimed confidential information in the title V permit and the claimed
confidential emissions calculations—TCEQ should conduct a reevaluation to ensure that this
information is neither part of the title V permit, establishing binding, enforceable permit terms, nor
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considered emissions data for purposes of CAA 503(e) and 40 C.F.R. § 2.301(a)(2)(i)(B). If TCEQ
can establish that this information is not part of the title V permit operational limit or emissions data,
TCEQ will still need to establish the basis or details in the permit record for why it is not necessary
to enforce these as a term or condition of the title V permit.

2. Objection for Failure to Include all Applicable Requirements. The proposed title V permit fails
to meet the requirements of CAA § 504(a) for “(e)ach permit issued under this subchapter shall
include enforceable emission limitations and standards, . . . and such other conditions as are
necessary to assure compliance with applicable requirements of this chapter, including the
requirements of the applicable implementation plan.” TCEQ’s definition of “applicable
requirement” (found at 30 TAC § 122.10(2)) includes an extensive list of federal and state
provisions. Minor NSR permits and Permits by Rule (PBRs) are included in TCEQ’s definition of
applicable requirement and are applicable requirements as defined under 40 CFR § 70.2. TCEQ’s
response to a comment on this issue did not fully respond to the public comment received and was
not entirely correct, as explained in more detail below.

The proposed title V permit does not contain enough information to clearly identify if all applicable
requirements have been included in the title V permit. The table New Source Review Authorization
References lists the following PBR authorizations as applicable requirements: 106.122, 106.183,
106.261, 106.262, 106.263, 106.264, 106.266, 106.371, 106.478, and 106.512. The proposed title V
permit does not list any emission units to be authorized under PBR 106.122, 106.183, 106.266,
106.371, or 106.512 and does not identify, in the statement of basis, that these PBRs only apply to
insignificant units.

PBRs 106.261, 106.262, 106.263, 106.478, and 106.512 require registration. The TCEQ database'
shows over 50 PBR registrations each for PBRs 106.261 and 106.262. There are entries in the permit
associated with emission units, but it is unclear if all are represented since not all have the
registration number identified. The database shows two registrations for PBR 106.478, but only one
is identified with an emission unit and it does not include the registration number. In the Motiva
Order, signed May 31, 2018, and the ExxonMobil Baytown Refinery Order, signed April 2, 2018, we
granted a petition for an objection on facts closely resembling this type of incorporation by reference
issue. In those orders, EPA objected because the “Permit contains no direct reference to certain
source-specific requirements (e.g., certified emission limits) derived from registered PBRs, it is not
clear that the Permit currently includes or incorporates all requirements that are applicable to the
facility, as required by the CAA, the EPA’s regulations.” ExxonMobil Baytown Refinery Order at
22; Motiva Order at 30. Notably, the EPA and TCEQ also agreed as part of the Operating Permits
Program approval process that "PBRs will be cited to the lowest level of citation necessary to make
clear what requirements apply to the facility." See 66 Fed Reg. 63322 n.4. (December 6, 2001). This
agreement is evident in TCEQ's regulations approved by the EPA. See 30 TAC 122.142(b)(2)(B)(1)
("Each permit shall also contain specific terms and conditions for each emission unit regarding the
following: ... the specific regulatory citations in each applicable requirement or state-only
requirement identifying the emission limitations and standards."). This is also consistent with the
EPA's longstanding position that materials incorporated by reference must be clearly identified in the
permit. See, e.g., White Paper Number 2 at 37 ("Referenced documents must also be specifically
identified.”) Pursuant to 40 CFR § 70.8(c)(1), EPA objects to the issuance of the proposed title V

" https://www.tceq.texas.gov/permitting/air/nav/air_status permits.html
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permit since it is not in compliance with the requirements of CAA § 504(a) and 40 CFR § 70.6(a)(1)
& (3). In responding to this objection, the TCEQ should identify which PBRs apply to which
emission units or process areas, and which PBRs apply generally or site-wide to the facility or only
to insignificant units. Once TCEQ identifies which PBRs apply to which emission units, TCEQ
should revise the permit and/or the permit record to ensure the permit itself is clear as to this point.
TCEQ should also ensure that the title V permit includes all current PBRs authorized at the source
and that it does not reference minor NSR permits or PBRs that are no longer applicable. TCEQ had
initially proposed changes to their OP-REQ]1 form of their title V permit application to include an
additional table for applicants to fill out that would identify registered/certified PBRs, PBRs that
were claimed as site-wide, and those PBRs which were claimed for insignificant emission units.
EPA encourages TCEQ to reconsider these changes as were proposed in their June 13, 2018 letter to
EPA, Re: Executive Director’s Response to EPA Objections Regarding Permits by Rule.

EPA has discovered that ExxonMobil has requested that several registered PBRs and Standard
Exemptions (SEs) be incorporated by consolidation into NSR permit 20211 upon issuance of its
renewal. The renewal application for NSR permit 20211 was submitted to TCEQ on December 23,
2016. The renewal of the NSR permit has not been issued and it is premature not to include the
PBRs and Standard Exemptions from the title V permit at this time. Once TCEQ consolidates by
incorporating the PBRs and Standard Exemptions into the NSR permit and voids the PBR’s and
SE’s, then their removal from the title V permit could be warranted after that process is completed.
At this time, none of the PBRs that have been proposed to be consolidated into NSR permit 20211
are listed in the title V permit. Once NSR permit 20211 is issued, ExxonMobil should submit a
minor revision application for the title V permit upon the issuance of the renewal for NSR permit
20211. The following PBRs are shown to be consolidated by incorporation into the renewal of NSR
permit 20211:

e PBR 106.261, registrations 102554, 123403, 41621, 43766, 52417, 71653, 75416, 76270,
and 87877

e PBRs 106.262, registrations 123403. 43700, 48743, 76179, 76270, 79993

e PBR 106.264, registrations 102544, 102545, 102549, 102550, 102551, 102552, 102553,
102558

e PBR 106.478, registration 39479

e PBR 106.533, registrations 39222, 71466

e Standard Exemption 76, registrations 103414, 103151

e Standard Exemption 46, registration 103165

e Standard Exemption 51, registration 22750

e Standard Exemption 86, registrations 22764, 22765, 22766, 34349

e Standard Exemption 87, registration 23981

e Standard Exemption 106 registrations 103133, 103152, 103159, 103167, 103170, 103175,
103179, 23448, 31854, 32592, 34522, 34849

e Standard Exemption 118 registration 23260, 23989, 31317, 34522, 34849

e Standard Exemption 7, registration 103178

e Standard Exemptions without a rule specified, registrations 14744, 14948, 14949, 15786

An update to the renewal application submitted on November 16, 2018, indicates that PBR
registration 152890 (PBRs 106.261 and 106.262) for unit ID BTCPFUG and PBR registration
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153201 (PBRs 106.261 and 106.262) for unit ID FS12 were to be added to the title V permit. The
EPA has been unable to find these registration numbers in the proposed title V permit. In addition,
Standard Permit 117789 was added to the title V permit but was not identified as being associated
with any emission unit. It appears that standard permit 117789 should be included as an NSR
authorization for RHB Fugitives (FGRHB). TCEQ should ensure that all applicable requirements are
identified in the title V permit as requested by the applicant.

A review of the TCEQ NSR database shows that the following permits (with issuance dates prior to
the title V renewal application) appear to be effective and are not identified in the title V permit
(identified below by PBR/SE rule number and registration number): SE 76 (25071), SE 76 (25944),
SE 75 (26135), SE 27 (103169), SE 76 (32622), SE 76 (103141), SE 76 (103147), SE 106 (33518),
SE 106 (103134), SE 76 (103139), PBR 106.262 (35507), PBR 106.261 (102559), PBR 106.261 and
106.262 (36806), PBR 106.264 (102557), PBR 106.512 (38991), PBR 106.261 (38990), PBR
106.262 (39020), PBR 106.262 (39070), PBR 106.261 (39364), PBR 106.262 (39823), PBR 106.262
(39822), PBR 106.261 and 106.262 (40139), PBR 106.262 (40429), PBR 106.262 (40627), PBR
106.264 (102548), PBR 106.261 (45380), PBR 106.183 (45876), PBR 106.373 (102547), PBR
106.264 (102546), PBR 106.433 (50951), PBR 106.261 (51028), PBR 106.433 (52624), PBR
106.262 (53222), PBR 106.493 (55061L.001), PBR 106.124 (55900), PBR 106.124 (70174), PBR
106.262 (71881), PBR 106.261 (72234), PBR 106.261 (74542), PBR 106.262 (124140), PBR
106.216, 106.262, and 106.478 (131037), and PBR 106.261 and 106.262 (144055). If these permits
are still effective and are applicable requirements, they should be included in the title V permit.
Please verify whether these PBRs have either been consolidated by reference or consolidated by
incorporation into an NSR permit, or whether they should be included in the title V permit.

In addition, the EPA does not agree with the TCEQ's interpretation that White Paper Number 1 and
White Paper Number 2 support the practice of not listing in the title V permit those emission units to
which generic requirements apply. As both White Papers state, such an approach is only appropriate
where the emission units subject to generic requirements can be unambiguously defined without a
specific listing and such requirements are enforceable. See, e.g., White Paper Number I at 14; White
Paper Number 2 at 31. Thus, not listing emission units for PBRs that apply site-wide or only to
insignificant units may be appropriate in some cases. However, for other PBRs that apply to multiple
and different types of emission units and pollutants, the proposed title V permit and the final title V
permit should specify to which units and pollutants those PBRs apply. Further, PBRs are applicable
requirements for title V purposes. The TCEQ’s interpretation of how White Paper Number I and
White Paper Number 2 would apply to insignificant emission units does not inform how PBR
requirements must be addressed in a title V permit. See, e.g., 30 TAC 122.10(2)(H). The TCEQ
should provide a list of emission units for which only general requirements are applicable, and if an
emission unit is considered insignificant, it should be identified in the Statement of Basis as such.
Further, if a PBR only applies to insignificant units, it should also be identified in the Statement of
Basis as such. The TCEQ must revise the permits accordingly to address the ambiguity surrounding
PBRs.

3. Objection to the Lack of Assurance to Comply with Emission Limits and Operating
Requirements. Commenters identified the following PBRs as not having monitoring or testing
methods identified that assure compliance with applicable emission limits and operating
requirements: 106.122, 106.183, 106.261, 106.262, 106.263, 106.264, 106.371, 106.472, 106.473,
and 106.511. In responding to comments, TCEQ explained that PBRs were approved as part of the
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Texas SIP under 30 TAC Chapter 106, Subchapter A, and are applicable requirements as defined by
the Texas operating permit program under 30 TAC Chapter 122. RTC Response 9. TCEQ stated in
their response to public comments, “Any challenges to the validity of an NSR permit or PBR,
including whether it is federally enforceable, references confidential information, or any other
comment regarding the completeness or content of the NSR permit; should have been raised or
should be raised through the appropriate NSR permit process. It is not appropriate for Commenters
to attempt to challenge these issues in a Title V permit action”. This response was given in response
to multiple comments with TCEQ citing the PacificCorp-Hunter (Hunter) Order at 8, 13-18; Big
River Steel Order at 8-9, 14-20; and the ExxonMobil Baytown Olefins Plant Order at 14. See
response to comments at Response 1, 3, 4, 8, and 9. This is a misinterpretation by TCEQ of the
PacifiCorp-Hunter Order (Petition No. VIII-2016-4, Order issued October 16, 2017). As the EPA
has previously explained, “claims concerning whether a title V permit contains enforceable permit
terms, supported by monitoring [recordkeeping, and reporting] sufficient to assure compliance with
an applicable requirement or permit term (such as an emission limit established in a [NSR] permit),
are properly reviewed during title V permitting. The statutory obligations to ensure that each title V
permit contains ‘enforceable emission limitations and standards’ supported by ‘monitoring . . .
requirements to assure compliance with the permit terms and conditions,” 42 U.S.C. § 7661c¢(a), (¢),
apply independently from and in addition to the underlying regulations and permit actions that give
rise to the emission limits and standards that are included in a title V permit.” See South Louisiana
Methanol Order at 10; Yuhuang Il Order at 7-8; PacifiCorp-Hunter Order at 16, 17, 18, 18 n.33, 19;
Big River Steel Order at 17, 17 n.30, 19 n.32, 20. Therefore, regardless of the monitoring,
recordkeeping, and reporting initially associated with a minor NSR permit or PBR, TCEQ has a
statutory obligation independent of the process of issuing those permits to evaluate monitoring,
recordkeeping, and reporting in the title V permitting process to ensure that these terms are sufficient
to assure compliance with all applicable requirements and title V permit terms. Sierra Club v. EPA,
536 F.3d 673 (D.C. Cir. 2008); see Motiva Order at 25-26.%

Below are the specific concerns associated with the title V permit incorporating individual PBRs by
reference:

e PBR 106.122 Bench Scale Laboratory Equipment— permit does not specify any
monitoring and testing methods that assure compliance with the emission limits assumed
under 106.4. This PBR is a “one-liner” that TCEQ has identified in previous
correspondence to EPA on June 13, 2018 as being for insignificant emission units.

e PBR 106.183 Boilers, Heaters, and Other Combustion Devices — permit does not specify
any monitoring or testing requirements that assure compliance with emission limits and
operating requirements established in the PBR. PBR contains an operational limit on the
hours per year the unit can be fired and the fuel used. It also establishes a nitrogen oxide
limit of 0.1 pounds per million Btu heat input in addition to the emission limits assumed
under 106.4. This PBR requires registration. The PBR was registered on October 23,
2000 and given permit number 45876 by TCEQ. The permit files for this permit
authorization are not available electronically from TCEQ’s Central File Room Online.
According to the permit entry on the TCEQ site all we know about this authorization is
that it is apparently for the synthesis gas unit and assumed to limit standby mode to 330

2TCEQ’s argument that EPA’s interpretation in Hunter and Big River Steel makes it inappropriate to consider whether
information be kept confidential is likewise misplaced. Nothing in Hunter or Big River Steel reached that issue. As explained
above in Objection 1, the CAA is clear regarding the requirements for information to be publicly available and nothing in
Hunter or Big River Steel even purported to change that.
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days/year. The EPA assumes that this PBR authorization is for Air Preheater 1106
(F1106SG) and/or Air Preheater 1206 (F1206SGU). Both of these emission units are in
NSR permit 36476/PSDTX996M 1. However, the NSR permit does not indicate that there
is a limit on the days the unit can be in standby mode. Further, it may be that the limit
applies to both units combined. It is impossible to know how PBR 106.183 applies to the
emission units and what additional requirements it imposed on the units without having
the PBR registration file from TCEQ.

PBR 106.261 Facilities (Emission Limitations) and PBR 106.262 Facilities (Emission
and Distance Limitations) are very general and can be utilized to authorize a wide range
of emission units. Often claimed together to permit a particular project, these PBRs have
very generic terms and do not specify clearly what emissions are authorized nor which
emission limits from 106.4 are applicable - each of these PBRs has a list for specific
emission limits for some compounds. These PBRs do not contain any monitoring or
testing requirements to assure compliance with the applicable emission limits or
operational requirements.

PBR 106.263 Routine Maintenance, Start-up and Shutdown of Facilities, and Temporary
Maintenance Facilities — This PBR is also very generic as it can be applied to a variety of
emission units. This PBR establishes several emission limits and incorporates
requirements from other PBRs. This makes it impossible to determine what the PBR
covers without the title V permit containing more information. The PBR and title V
permit do not contain any monitoring or testing methods to assure compliance with any
emission limits or operational requirements assumed under the PBR or 106.4.

PBR 106.264 Replacement of Facilities — This is another fairly generic PBR that TCEQ
has that may be used to authorize a variety of emission units. As the PBR is very generic,
it contains no monitoring or testing requirements to show compliance with the 25 TPY of
any contaminant emission limitation in the PBR. There are 8 registrations for this PBR,
but none of the files are available from the TCEQ central fileroom online to determine
what emission units it applies to, to determine if there is adequate monitoring or testing in
the title V permit. The title V permit only shows one emission unit with this PBR as an
applicable requirement and it is a tank (TK0063). This tank is also authorized by the
flexible permit and PAL permit.

PBR 106.371 Cooling Water Units — This PBR contains an operational limit that
prohibits the unit from being in direct contact with a list of compounds. However, the
PBR does not contain any monitoring or testing requirements to assure compliance with
the emission limits assumed under 106.4 or the operational requirements of the PBR.
This PBR was identified by TCEQ as being for insignificant emission units in previous
correspondence to EPA on June 13, 2018.

In responding to this objection, TCEQ should amend the title V permit and permit record as
necessary to specify monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting requirements that assure compliance
with the PBRs referenced above. As part of this process, it may be necessary for TCEQ to amend an
underlying NSR permit and then incorporate the amended NSR permit into the title V permit. If the
title V permit, the underlying PBR permit, or the enforceable representations in the application
already contain adequate terms to assure compliance with these PBRs, then TCEQ should amend the
permit and/or permit record to identify such terms and explain how these requirements assure
compliance with these emission limits and operational requirements for an individual emission unit,
process area, or site-wide where such permit applies site-wide.
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To the extent that any units authorized by the PBRs listed above are insignificant units for title V
purposes, TCEQ should make those clarifications in the permit and permit record, as necessary, and
evaluate whether the general monitoring conditions are sufficient. EPA sent a letter to TCEQ on
August 26, 2019 that identified steps TCEQ should take to identify insignificant emission units
authorized by PBRs. If TCEQ determines that some units authorized by the PBRs listed above are
insignificant emission units, then TCEQ should evaluate whether the general monitoring conditions
contained in special condition 32 are adequate monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting. The EPA
has explained that if a regular program of monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting for insignificant
units would not significantly enhance the ability of the permit to assure compliance with the
applicable requirements, no monitoring can sometimes satisfy title V and 40 CFR § 70.6(a)(3)(i).
White Paper Number 2 at 32. In addition, if TCEQ still believes monitoring is necessary for
insignificant units subject to a generally applicable requirement, a streamlined approached to
periodic monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting may be appropriate. /d. If TCEQ amends the
record or title V permit to identify those PBRs that only apply to insignificant units and includes a
basis for their determination that the permit, including special condition 32, contains adequate
monitoring for those PBR requirements that apply to those insignificant units, the EPA anticipates
such an approach would be consistent with our guidance and the requirements of title V of the CAA.

Other Issues:

EPA has identified other areas of concern, that while we find these of concern, we are not raising
specific objections in this letter. However, it is important to bring these issues forward as they
compound the problems identified by the objections above.

1. PBR Consolidation into NSR Permits. TCEQ, in a September 1, 2006 memorandum, identified
two different scenarios that determined when and how a PBR or a standard permit should be
consolidated in a permit for a facility when the permit is amended or renewed: consolidation by
reference and consolidation by incorporation. TCEQ states that “All SP and PBRs that directly
affect the emissions of permitted facilities must, at a minimum be referenced when a NSR permit
is amended.” Consolidation by reference under these circumstances is mandatory. Consolidation
by incorporation however is voluntary. Under consolidation by incorporation, a reauthorization
of the permitted action occurs under the NSR permit triggering BACT and impacts review.
Consolidation by incorporation also results in the voiding of the PBR authorization. When PBRs
are consolidated by reference, it becomes more difficult to determine if and when they were
consolidated as the PBR authorization remains active. It is unclear how TCEQ handles
identifying PBRs in the title V permit once they are consolidated by reference. As the PBRs that
are consolidated by reference still remain active authorizations, are they still applicable
requirements under the title V permit?

2. PBRs issued for temporary sources or for a one-time emission event. There were multiple PBRs
that were issued for pilot plants; e.g. PBR 106.261 with registration # 51028 issued August 20,
2002 for BCIT-MTO Pilot Plant. As the authorization and application are not available
electronically from the TCEQ file room online, EPA was unable to determine what the extent of
the pilot plant was. However, it seems improbable that a pilot plant would still be in operation 18
years later, but the PBR is still shown to be “effective” on the TCEQ website. Another example
is PBR 106.261/106.262 issued on June 29, 2004 and given registration number 72234. This
PBR registration was available electronically from the TCEQ file room online. In this
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authorization the company was requesting authorization to conduct a test of the water wash
BAPP line which was to take seven days. This PBR is also still shown on the TCEQ website to
be “effective.” What procedures does TCEQ have in place to ensure that PBRs are voided when
they are no longer needed or valid? As these PBRs are registered and have federally enforceable
limits, they should be identified in the title V permit. If they are no longer valid authorizations,
TCEQ should take steps to ensure they are voided.
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ATTACHMENT C



TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Permit No.: 147140 Company Name: |Building Materials Investment Corporation APD Reviewer: Amber Huddle

Project No.: |278775 Unit Name: GAF Materials PBR No(s).: 106.261, 106.262, 106.472
Revision: Add Adhesive Storage Tank

GENERAL INFORMATION 0 L .

Regulated Entity No.: RN100788959 Project Type: Permit by Rule Application

Customer Reference No.: CN605251487 Date Received by TCEQ: December 6, 2017

City/County: Dallas, Dallas Count Date Received by Reviewer: December 8, 2017
Y y Y

Physical Location: 2600 Singleton Blvd

_CONTACTINFORMATION

Responsible Official/ Primary Mr. Bruce Dahigren Phone No.: | 214-637-8970 Email: BDAHLGREN@GAF.CO'
Contact Name and Title: Plant Manager Fax No.: M

Technical Contact/ Consultant Mr. Kevin Bush Phone No.: | 214-637-8933 Email: KBUSH@GAF.COM
Name and Title: Environmental Engineer Fax No.:

Confidential information included in application

Is confidential information included in the application? X

Has the PBR fee been paid? X Voucher no. 343838

Is this registration certified? X PI-7 CERT

Is this an APWL site? X

Are there any upstream or downstream affects associated X
with this registration?

Is planned MSS included in the registration? X

Are there affected NSR or Title VV authorizations for the X
project?

NSR Permit no. 7711A, Standard Permit No. 91414, O-2771

Is each PBR > 25/250 tpy?

Are PBR sitewide emissions > 25/250 tpy? N/A — Site has been to public notice

Are there permit limits on using PBRs at the site?

Is PSD or Nonattainment netting required? Project emissions are below netting thresholds

XXX X| X

Do NSPS, NESHAP, or MACT standards apply to this
registration?

>

Does NOx Cap and Trade apply to this registration? Not located in HGB

Is the facility in compliance with all other applicable rules and X
regulations?

GAF is a nationwide manufacturer of building material products. The GAF Dallas Plant manufactures asphalt shingles for the roofing industry. There
are two asphalt roofing lines at the GAF Dallas Plant: Line 1 and Line 3. Self-seal asphalt based dots are applied to the asphalt roofing sheets before
they are cut into shingles and automatically packaged. Adhesive stripes are applied to the laminated shingles in Line 3 before the shingles are cut
and packaged. The existing Line 3 sealant application system is installed to apply self-seal asphalt and laminate self-seal asphalt to the asphalt
roofing sheets. The Line 3 sealant application system includes one new Line 3 sealant run tank (Facility Identification Number [FIN]: T-22),
associated self-seal applicator (FIN: SEALAP), laminate self-seal applicator (FIN: SEALAP), and a Heatec heater (FIN: HTR9).

DESCRIBE PROJECT AND INVOLVED PROCESS

Building Materials Investment Corporation, doing business as GAF Materlals Corporation (GAF) has submmed a PI 7 CERT lhrough ePermlts to
revise Permit no. 147140 for their asphalt roofing production facility located in Dallas

As part of the PBR Revision Application, GAF proposes to install the 3120 Adhesive Storage Tank (FIN: TK-AD [authorized under §106.472]) for the
existing Line 3 sealant application. The proposed 3120 Adhesive Storage Tank will also feed the existing self-seal applicator and laminate self-seal
applicator to apply dots/stripes to the shingles system (authorized under §106.261 and §106.262). The Line 3 Heatec heater (FIN: HTR9) authorized
under PBR 106.183 that is currently used to provide heat required by the Line 3 sealant application system will be decommissioned as part of this
project. The Line 3 sealant application system will utilize the heat from the existing Line 1 Heatec heater (FIN: HTR1) claimed under PBR §106.183.
No changes are proposed to the existing Line 3 sealant run tank.

Currently, the Line 3 sealant run tank, self-seal applicator, and the laminate self-seal applicator are controlled by the Line 3 Mist Elimination System
(Emission Point Number [EPN]: CFL2). The emissions from the proposed 3120 Adhesive Storage Tank will also be routed to the Line 3 Mist
Elimination System (EPN: CFL2) for control. GAF does not expect any increase in actual emission increases from upstream or downstream
processes as a result of the proposed project.




TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Permit No.: 147140

Company Name:

Building Materials Investment Corporation

APD Reviewer:

Amber Huddle

Project No.: |278775

Unit Name:

GAF Materials
Revision: Add Adhesive Storage Tank

PBR No(s).:

106.261, 106.262, 106.472

" TECHNICAL SUMMARY - DESCRIBE HOW THE PROJECT MEETS THE RULES

PBR 106.261/262 Compliance Demonstration

standard permit.

§106.472 Organic and Inorganic Liquid Loading and Unloading

. The emission point(s) associated with the facilities or changes to facilities are located at least 450 ft. from the nearest off-site receptor.
e  The total new or increase emissions will comply with the applicable hourly and annual emission limits as represented in the table below.
e  There are no changes to or addition of any pollution abatement equipment.
*  Visible emissions to the atmosphere, from any point or fugitive source, do not exceed 5.0 opacity in any six-minute period.

e  This registration is not for authorization for construction or to change a facility authorized under another section of this chapter or under

Liquid loading and unloading equipment are permitted by rule, provided that no visible emissions result, and the chemical is limited to asphalt.

PBR 106.261(2)

Air Contaminant

Emission Limit

Actual Emissions

Ib/hr tpy

Ib/hr tpy

CO

6.00

0.01 0.02

10.00

Air Contaminant Emission Limit Actual Emissions
mg/m® ft Ib/hr tpy Ib/hr tpy
Asphalt Fume (VOC) 5 450 92.5 0.05 0.24 0.02 0.08
Asphalt Fume (PM) 5 450 92.5 0.05 0.24 <0.01 <0.01

PBR 106.261(3)

Emission Limit

Actual Emissions

Air Contaminant

Ib/hr tpy

Ib/hr tpy

Carbonyl Sulfide

1.00 4.38

<0.01 <0.01

EPN / Emission Source voc co PM PMyo PM 25 H,S Carbonyl
Sulfide
Ibs/hr | tpy Ibslhr’ tpy | lbs/hr | tpy | Ibs/hr | tpy | lbs/hr | tpy | Ibs/hr | tpy | lbs/hr | tpy
CFL2/ Line 3 Sealant Adhesive 098 | 0.58 | 0.06 | 0.05 | <0.01 |<0.01| <0.01 |<0.01] <0.01 |<0.01| 0.03 | 0.02 | <0.01 | <0.01
System — Mist Elimination System
TOTAL EMISSIONS (TPY): 0.58 0.05 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.02 <0.01

Date Time

Name/Company

Subject of Communication

1/2/2018 Morning

Ms. Lele Bao / Trinity

Phone/Email: Reviewer called to request an updated emission summary
table or 261/262 table. There is a discrepancy between the two. Ms. Bao
provided updated 261/262 table.

SITE REVIEW/DISTANCE LIMIT |

Site Review Required?

X kNo site review required.

scription/Outcome

| Date

ed by

1/2/2018 Amber Huddle

PBR Distance Limits Met?

X Distance limits are met.

PEER REVIEWER

____ FINAL REVIEWER

SIGNATURE:

PRINTED NAME:

Ms. Amber Huddle

Mr. John Bregger

Mr. Samuel Short, Manager

DATE:

January 3, 2018

January 3, 2018

January 5, 2018




ATTACHMENT D



STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF DALLAS

Cocl o Bt

DECLARATION OF RONCINDRA DAVIS

“My name is Roncindra Davis, I am over 18 years of age, of sound mind, capable of making this
declaration, and personally acquainted with the facts stated in it, which are true and correct.

I am a resident of West Dallas. I live at Kingbridge Crossing, owned and operated by the Dallas public
housing authority. My address is 3130 Kingbridge Street, #134. My unit is directly across the street and
less than 500 feet from the GAF shingle factory on Singleton Boulevard.

Every week, especially at the beginning of the week and usually in the mornings, I smell a thick overcast
odor. It smells like a big rotten egg and it makes me sneeze. I have asthma and bronchitis and [ know it

can’t be good. It must be affecting people’s health. There’s no way those smells and chemicals can be
good for you.

On warm days, I like to open my doors and windows to air out the house before turning my air on. But
sometimes the smell is so bad, I have to keep my door closed so the stink doesn’t get in.

It’s not right that I have to live across the street from this. Why would you put that thing right in the
middle of a residential neighborhood? It just doesn’t make sense and it needs to stop.

I, Roncindra Davis, under the pains and penalties of perjury under the laws of the United States of
America, swear | am capable of making this declaration and that the foregoing statement is true and

correct to the best of my knowledge.”

Roncindra Davis

7-27 -2/

Date Executed




ATTACHMENT E



STATE OF TEXAS

L L Lo

COUNTY OF DALLAS

DECLARATION OF MYRTLE Y. NEWMAN

“My name is Myrtle Y. Newman, I am over 18 years of age, of sound mind, capable of making this
declaration, and personally acquainted with the facts stated in it, which are true and correct.

[ .am a resident of West Dallas. I live at Kingbridge Crossing, a DHA public housing property. My
address is 3131 Kingbridge Street, #334. My home is less than a quarter mile from the GAF shingle
factory across the street on Singleton Boulevard.

Every time I go outside my house, mostly in the evenings, I smell this terrible odor. It’s so strong, it
seems like it gets inside of you. It’s a burnt smell, like you really burnt something. It’s bad enough to
make you feel ill. It’s concerning.

Ever since I moved here 5 years ago, I developed a cough and sinus problems. Before I came to West
Dallas, Ilived in Cedar Hill. I never had these problems over there. I notice that the problems are worse
when I’'m at home.

T'look at the factory and I wonder why this is over here? It must be doing damage if the smell is that bad.
I don’t even have a strong sense of smell but I can’t miss that. They should do something about it.

I, Myrtle Y. Newman, under the pains and penalties of perjury under the laws of the United States of
America, swear I am capable of making this declaration and that the foregoing statement is true and
correct to the best of my knowledge.”

YW e D) eens
Myrtle Y. Newman

T-2 =2
Date Executed




ATTACHMENT F



STATE OF TEXAS §
§
COUNTY OF DALLAS §

DECLARATION OF BRITTANY MORGAN

“My name is Brittany Morgan, I am over 18 years of age, of sound mind, capable of making this
declaration, and personally acquainted with the facts stated in it, which are true and correct.

[ live at Kingbridge Crossing, a Dallas public housing development in West Dallas, located across the
street from the GAF shingle factory on Singleton Blvd. My address is 3131 Kingbridge Street, #284 and
my unit is less than a quarter mile from the factory.

Every day when I come home from work at 5:30 or 6:00pm, I notice a strong smell like burning rubber.
It is more potent on my back porch which faces the street. My kids complain about it to me as well.

I, and two of my sons, Mylez (13) and Mason (7), have asthma and it is worse when we are at home in
Kingbridge Crossing. Mason’s asthma and allergies get really bad, so he needs to use his pump often,
and the industry in the area is something I've asked our doctor about. Both kids love to play sports, but
I tell them not to play outside when I notice that smell. Whenever I have family or friends over, we
always spend all of our time inside because of the smell.

I also notice dust in the air once or twice a week, especially in the early morning or late at night, which
also makes me worry about my asthma and my kids’ asthma. Sometimes, I wake up to black or grey dust
covering my car. There are spots that are hard and need to be picked off.

Sometimes the noises from trucks idling at night or early in the morning bother me, because the line of
trucks outside the factory can be so long.

I, Brittany Morgan, under the pains and penalties of perjury under the laws of the United States of
America, swear | am capable of making this declaration and that the foregoing statement is true and

correct to the best of my knowledge.”
J 0

2

Brittany Morga | '

dw|d!

Date Executed '
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STATE OF TEXAS

U L

COUNTY OF DALLAS

DECLARATION OF ESTHER VILLARREAL

“My name is Esther Villarreal, I am over 18 years of age, of sound mind, capable of making this
declaration, and personally acquainted with the facts stated in it, which are true and correct.

I am a resident and property owner in West Dallas. [ reside at 1907 McBroom Street, approximately one
mile from the GAF Materials facility located at 2600 Singleton Boulevard.

Often, in the early morning I experience strong odors of what I assume is asphalt. It smells nearly like
burning rubber. I also experience very loud sounds coming from the location at all times of the day, a
loud humming that is constant whether morning, afternoon or evening. When I drive past the location
on Singleton, I observe smoke or some kind of cloudy emissions pumping into the air from the location’s
many smokestacks.

When I am out with my children, I make sure that we do not linger for a prolonged period of time near
the facilities on Singleton in the early morning. They have asthma and I have concerns of their proximity
to GAF. As a parent, | have to be sensitive to low air quality days and pollutants in the air. Due to the
odors that are stronger in the early mornings, we visit the Dallas West Branch Library (at 2332 Singleton
Blvd.) and the West Dallas Multipurpose Center Community Gardens (at 2828 Fish Trap Rd.) only in
the afternoons and evenings when I notice the odors are much more subdued. I notice that when I am
out at the Community Gardens watering the vegetables during the weekday evenings, the sound is so
loud I might not be able to carry on a conversation with a neighbor. I enjoy gardening, but tending the
Community Garden directly next door to GAF is becoming concerning. I do try to limit my time there
due to the odors and noise. I have concerns about pollution from the factory, what is coming from the
smokestacks and how it may affect my garden, the vegetables, and ultimately the nutritional value of the
harvest. I have begun to wear a mask while I am out in the Community Garden due to my concerns of
air quality.

I, Esther Villarreal, under the pains and penalties of perjury under the laws of the United States of
America, swear I am capable of making this declaration and that the foregoing statement is true and

correct to the best of my knowledge.”
gﬁﬁl/{(, v 1 &/K

Esther Villarreal

1hi 71

Date [Executed
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STATE OF TEXAS

T A L

COUNTY OF DALLAS

DECLARATION OF JEFF HOWARD

“My name is Jeff Howard. I am over 18 years of age, of sound mind, capable of making this declaration,
and personally acquainted with the facts stated in it. which are true and correct.

My wife. Sharon Howard. and I are property owners in West Dallas. We reside at 4116 Plum Leaf Court.
Dallas, TX 75212. approximately 1.4 miles from the GAF Materials facility located at 2600 Singleton
Boulevard.

Often, in the early morning hours. especially during periods when it is humid. overcast. or when the
wind is blowing from the South, we experience a very distinct and malodorous, offensive and foul-
smelling order that drifts throughout the West Dallas community. The fumes are strong in intensity and
offensive in nature, like rotten eggs.

[t makes me concerned for my and family’s health as well as that of my neighbors. 1 especially feel for
those who suffer from asthma and are located even closer to the facility than I am. It has been well
documented and we know that the rate of asthma in children is higher in the West Dallas community
than other parts of the city. There are two Dallas ISD schools nearby as well as a public housing
community across the street from the GAF plant. Additionally. there is a public library and city
community center located next door to the plant and the smell is even more profound when I visit these
locations. The West Dallas Multipurpose Center recently created a community garden on their property
and I can only wonder what the effects of the pollution will have on the fresh fruits and vegetables being
grown there.

[ enjoy taking walks in the neighborhood for exercise and on those early morning walks where the smell
is so bad, it adversely affects my time outdoors and causes me to cut my walks short. It is also
embarrassing when [ invite friends to walk with me that are from outside my community to try and
explain what the smell is. where it is coming from, and why it is in my neighborhood.

. Jeff Howard, under the pains and penalties of perjury under the laws of the United States of America,
swear I am capable of making this declaration and that the foregoing statement is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge.™

‘ Wald
% // / 2/

Date Executed




Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:51 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Subject: FW: Webinar

Associate to Permit Number 2771

From: Brad Patterson <Brad.Patterson@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 8:42 PM

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

From: Carol Nash <nashcarol@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 8:40 PM

To: Brad Patterson <Brad.Patterson@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Webinar

Since | have been unable to connect to the webinar | will instead send written comments.

My name is Carol Nash. | live in East Dallas but | grew up in Oak Cliff not far from the GAF site. | recently retired after 35
years as a teacher in Dallas ISD.

During my years as a teacher | have been struck, shocked and saddened by the increasing prevalence of asthma among
our students. From my own experience | recognize that more and more students are suffering as a result of the poor
quality of Dallas air. All Dallas residents are affected by our air quality, but children living and going to school in close
proximity to polluting facilities such as GAF are at particular risk of negative health, social and academic consequences.
Six schools, three day care centers as well as homes are located in the immediate neighborhood surrounding the GAF
facility. Residents, students, teachers and staff are all at risk due to the dangerous emissions, including particulates,
sulfur dioxide and others, produced by the GAF facility.

Rates of asthma are over 17% in West Dallas neighborhoods. In a class of 30 children that means that at least five
children will have been diagnosed as suffering from asthma. These children may be unable to participate in outdoor
activities such as field trips and sports. They are also likely to miss days from class and may fall behind academically.
Many other children will also suffer from high rates of respiratory iliness resulting in trips to the ER and missed school.

Studies point to sulfur dioxide as especially harmful and since GAF has the dubious distinction of being the highest
emitter of sulfur dioxide in Dallas | believe that their permit should be denied in the interest of public health,
environmental justice and the future of our children.

Thank you,
Carol Nash

7701 Fisher Rd
Dallas 75214



Sent from my iPad
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Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:40 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Cc: Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Attachments: 07.29.2021 - Rep. Anchia GAF Letter1.pdf

From: rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov <rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 4:22 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: THE HONORABLE Rafael Anchia

E-MAIL: rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1010 W MOCKINGBIRD LN Suite 1010
DALLAS TX 75247-5128

PHONE: 2149436081
FAX:
COMMENTS: July 29, 2021 Office of the Chief Clerk Texas Commission on Environmental Quality MC-105 P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087 Electronic submission at: www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/ Re: Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit 2771 Building Materials Investment Corporation or GAF Materials TCEQ Staff— It has been brought to

1



2

my attention that the Building Materials Investment Corporation, more aptly kslvn as GAF Materials, has applied for its
five-year renewal of a Title V federal air permit. | represent Texas House District 103, which includes much of West
Dallas. Our district includes families that reside directly across from GAF, bordering the west side of the manufacturing
complex. These residents are currently, and will into the future, be impacted by the hazardous emissions from this
asphalt shingle manufacturing and coating operation. This plant is more than forty years old. Due to this plant’s high
emissions of hazardous pollutants, | am concerned about the health and safety of our residents. In 2019, the TCEQ's Air
Quality Contaminant Summary reports indicated that GAF was the highest emitter of sulphur dioxide (more than 125
tons) and was the fourth largest emitter of PM2.5 (more than 26 tons) in Dallas County. Yet the draft permit renewal
that has been put forward by GAF is deficient in detail and lacks the transparency required by federal law to determine
whether this permit would be “protective of human health.” | request that the renewal of the federal Title V permit for
GAF Materials be denied or remanded back to the applicant for the following reasons: 1) The permit’s Statement of
Basis is deficient. The renewal application does not adequately describe the facility, each emission unit, its applicable
regulation(s), or the rationale for the adequacy of monitoring. 2) The permit fails to ensure compliance with all
applicable requirements of a Title V permit on many levels. The draft permit fails to identify and give all the pertinent
information regarding units that were permitted by rule (PBR). Title V requires this information in order to evaluate
source specific emission limits and conditions necessary to ensure compliance within the permit. The lack of information
on individual units and equipment could cause GAF to exceed its overall permit limitations. This lack of information in
turn makes the permit emission levels unenforceable. Further, the permit fails to detail, as required by federal Title V
permit review, the monitoring, testing, reporting, and recordkeeping of the plant’s equipment and units to ensure
compliance with the Clean Air Act. Due to the deficiencies outlined above, this application fails to meet the mandate of
the Civil Rights Act—avoid disparate impacts based on race, color, or national origin. Historically, this West Dallas area is
one of the most highly industrialized zip codes in Dallas. It is home to the RSR lead smelter superfund site from the
1980s and currently has twenty concrete batch plants located in the area amongst other industrial facilities. According
to EPA screening data, 90% of the area is home to people of color and more than 70% of these residents are of low
income; 17% are linguistically impaired. By law, GAF’s federal permit renewal has failed to meet the requirements
outlined in the Title V permitting rules in all its applicable statutes and regulations. The permit’s lack of transparency and
disclosure also demonstrates it has not satisfied compliance with the Civil Rights Act to prevent further injury or harm to
this underserved West Dallas community. Therefore, | request that the renewal of this Title V permit be denied or
remanded back to the applicant. Sincerely, Rafael Anchia



STATE OF TEXAS
Houst OF REPRESENTATIVES
RAFAEL ANCHIA DistricT 103
MEMBER

July 29, 2021

Office of the Chief Clerk

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

MC-105

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Electronic submission at: www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/

Re: Renewal of Federal Operating Permit 2771 Building Materials Investment Corporation
or GAF Materials

TCEQ Staff—

It has been brought to my attention that the Building Materials Investment Corporation, more aptly
known as GAF Materials, has applied for its five-year renewal of a Title V federal air permit.

I represent Texas House District 103, which includes much of West Dallas. Our district includes
families that reside directly across from GAF, bordering the west side of the manufacturing complex.
These residents are currently, and will into the future, be impacted by the hazardous emissions from
this asphalt shingle manufacturing and coating operation.

This plant is more than forty years old. Due to this plant’s high emissions of hazardous pollutants, I
am concerned about the health and safety of our residents. In 2019, the TCEQ’s Air Quality
Contaminant Summary reports indicated that GAF was the highest emitter of sulphur dioxide (more
than 125 tons) and was the fourth largest emitter of PM,; (more than 26 tons) in Dallas County. Yet
the draft permit renewal that has been put forward by GAF is deficient in detail and lacks the
transparency required by federal law to determine whether this permit would be “protective of human

health.”

I request that the renewal of the federal Title V permit for GAF Materials be denied or remanded
back to the applicant for the following reasons:

1) The permit’s Statement of Basis is deficient. The renewal application does not adequately
describe the facility, each emission unit, its applicable regulation(s), or the rationale for the
adequacy of monitoring.

Carrror. Orrice: Post Orrice Box 2910 Austiy, Texas 787126-2910 « (512)463-0746 « Fax: (512) 463-5896
Distwicr Orpice: 1111 W, Mockinesirp Lane o Surre 1010 » Dauas, Texas 75247 » (214) 943-6081 o Fax: (214) 920-9996
RAFAEL. ANCHIA@HOUSE. TEXAS. GOV



2) The permit fails to ensure compliance with all applicable requirements of a Title V
permit on many levels. The draft permit fails to identify and give all the pertinent
information regarding units that were permitted by rule (PBR). Title V requires this
information in order to evaluate source specific emission limits and conditions necessary to
ensure compliance within the permit. The lack of information on individual units and
equipment could cause GAF to exceed its overall permit limitations. This lack of information
in turn makes the permit emission levels unenforceable.

Further, the permit fails to detail, as required by federal Title V permit review, the monitoring,
testing, reporting, and recordkeeping of the plant’s equipment and units to ensure compliance
with the Clean Air Act.

Due to the deficiencies outlined above, this application fails to meet the mandate of the Civil Rights
Act—avoid disparate impacts based on race, color, or national origin.

Historically, this West Dallas area is one of the most highly industrialized zip codes in Dallas. It is
home to the RSR lead smelter superfund site from the 1980s and currently has twenty concrete batch
plants located in the area amongst other industrial facilities.

According to EPA screening data, 90% of the area is home to people of color and more than 70% of
these residents are of low income; 17% are linguistically impaired.

By law, GAF’s federal permit renewal has failed to meet the requirements outlined in the Title V
permitting rules in all its applicable statutes and regulations. The permit’s lack of transparency and
disclosure also demonstrates it has not satisfied compliance with the Civil Rights Act to prevent
further injury or harm to this underserved West Dallas community.

Therefore, T request that the renewal of this Title V permit be denied or remanded back to the
applicant.

Sincerely,

7+%Q_;

Rafael Anchia

Carrror. Orrice: Post Orfice Box 2910 Austin, Texas 787126-2910 » (512)463-0746 o Fax: (512) 463-5896
Districr Osrice: 1111 W, MockinGamn Laxe ® Surre 1010 o Datas, Texas 75247 o (214) 943-6081 « Fax: (214) 920-9996
RAFAEL.ANCHIA@TIOUSE. TEXAS.GOV



Melissa Schmidt

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:47 AM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Cc: Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone

Subject: FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: jasmine.crockett@house.texas.gov <jasmine.crockett@house.texas.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 6:16 PM

To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Jasmine Crockett

E-MAIL: jasmine.crockett@house.texas.gov

COMPANY: Texas House of Representatives

ADDRESS: PO BOX 2910
AUSTIN TX 78768-2910

PHONE: 5124630586
FAX:

COMMENTS: Dear TCEQ Staff, Our office has been made aware of the application for the renewal of a federal Title V
permit for the Building Materials Investment Corporation, more commonly known as GAF Materials. We have affected
residents within our district who live directly across the street from this facility who currently are and would be
impacted by the hazardous emissions from this asphalt shingle manufacturing and coating operation in the future. We

1



are requesting that the renewal o&a federal Title V permit for GAF Materialsgdenied. According to EPA’s EJ
screening data for the area, the demographics of nearby residents that live within one mile of the GAF facility represent
neighborhoods with more than 90% being people of color. More than 70% are of low income. Recent census data
indicates that 60% of the residents are black and almost 30% are Hispanic. Because GAF Materials is located directly
adjacent to residential properties, a daycare, a middle school, a public library, a community center and affordable
housing developments, this permit must be denied until it can demonstrate that it considers the protection of public
health and the environment. Sincerely, State Representative Jasmine Crockett



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Tuesday, June 22, 2021 11:06 AM

PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone

FW: Public Hearing: Building Materials Investment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771

- L
12174

From: Deanna Avalos <Deanna.Avalos@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 22, 2021 10:46 AM

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

Subject: FW: Public Hearing: Building Materials Investment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771

From: Jacqueline Curatola <Jacqueline.Curatola@house.texas.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, June 22,2021 10:31 AM
To: Deanna Avalos <Deanna.Avalos@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: RE: Public Hearing: Building Materials Investment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771

Hello Deanna,

It has been brought to our attention that our constituents would like an option for this hearing to be in-person. We think
that the hearing would better serve the district if it were in-person as well. We would like to know how can we help
ensure that members of the community can be present at the hearing?

Warmest Regards,

Jackie Curatola
Legislative Aide

REPRESENTATIVE JASMINE CROCKETT

House District 100 - Dallas County

0: (512)463-0586

From: Deanna Avalos <Deanna.Avalos@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 8, 2021 6:04 PM

To: Jacqueline Curatola <Jacqueline.Curatola@house.texas.gov>

Subject: RE: Public Hearing: Building Materials Investment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771

Hello Jacqueline,




As a follow-up, please see the atta!ed TCEQ Notice of Public Hearing for Builjll!! Materials Investment Corporation;
Draft Permit No. 02771. The hearing has been officially set for Thursday, July 29, 2021. Instructions for how to
participate virtually are listed in the notice.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thank you,
Deanna Avalos

From: Jacqueline Curatola <Jacqueline.Curatola@house.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, May 17, 2021 2:00 PM

To: Deanna Avalos <Deanna.Avalos@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Re: Public Hearing: Building Materials Investment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771

Hello thank you for letting us know. We would like to request July 29th please.

Get OQutlook for iOS

From: Deanna Avalos <Deanna.Avalos@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, May 17, 2021 11:52:39 AM

To: Jacqueline Curatola <Jacqueline.Curatola@house.texas.gov>

Subject: Public Hearing: Building Materials Investment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771

RE: Suggested Dates for the Hearing

Dear Ms. Curatola,

| hope this communication finds you well.

| am writing concerning Representative Crockett's request for a public hearing regarding the Building Materials
Investment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771. The TCEQ is planning virtual public meetings using GoToWebinar and
phone in access (including landlines) to continue the permitting process. The hearing will start at 7:00 PM.

| have coordinated TCEQ staff and the applicant availability to suggest dates for consideration:

July 22, 26, 29

If Rep. Crockett and/or staff plan on attending the meeting, please share any conflicts.

Thank you,

Deanna Avalos

TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk
Deanna.Avalos@tceq.texas.gov




Elisa Guerra

AT SRR T AT TR OV SRR
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 4:54 PM

To: espete0O@gmail.com

Subject: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 Building Materials Investment

Corporation/GAF 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 RN100788959

Thank you for your comments.

A copy of your email will be forwarded to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) staff responsible for
reviewing the application. All timely filed comments will be considered by the staff prior to the final decision on the
application. You will be added to the mailing list for this application. After the opportunity to submit comments ends, a
copy of the formal written response to all timely filed comments will be mailed to you.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a notice and comment
hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the provisions of the draft permit are
appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to
these issues will be considered in modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. You may track the status of matters pending before the
Commission for approval or view comments and requests by visiting the following website:
https://www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eCID/. If you have any further questions, please feel free to contact the Public
Education Program staff at 800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Office of the Chief Clerk

NOTE: Please do not respond to this email; it will not be answered. If you would like to submit additional comments,
please use the online eComments system at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/cc/comments.html

From: Esther Villarreal <espeteO@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, February 13, 2021 2:49 PM

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF 2600
Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 RN100788959

Dear Sir or Madam,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory

located in West Dallas and I’'m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest

industrial Sulfur Dioxide polluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant

cement plant or utility power station. It is the 4 th largest source of industrial Particulate

Matter pollution, and the ninth largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the
1



enjoyment of my home and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods
are routinely invaded by the noxious smells produced by the factory’s pollution.

This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An
overwhelming majority are People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the
Dallas average. 20% of the population is nine year of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger -
among the most vulnerable to the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least three early

childhood program or day care centers and six school campuses are located in close

proximity to his factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a major environmental health

and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to

steer undesirable industries to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It's now a dangerous and
obsolete leftover from that racist past. It should not be allowed to obtain a new federal operating
permit.

Sincerely

Esther Villarreal
1907 McBroom St, Dallas TX 75212
630-946-8496



Elisa Guerra

O TR L
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 4:53 PM
To: Ceschweitzer@sbcglobal.net
Subject: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

Thank you for your comments.

A copy of your email will be forwarded to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) staff responsible for
reviewing the application. All timely filed comments will be considered by the staff prior to the final decision on the
application. You will be added to the mailing list for this application. After the opportunity to submit comments ends, a
copy of the formal written response to all timely filed comments will be mailed to you.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a notice and comment
hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the provisions of the draft permit are
appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to
these issues will be considered in modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. You may track the status of matters pending before the
Commission for approval or view comments and requests by visiting the following website:
https://www14.tceqg.texas.gov/epic/eCID/. If you have any further questions, please feel free to contact the Public
Education Program staff at 800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Office of the Chief Clerk

NOTE: Please do not respond to this email; it will not be answered. If you would like to submit additional comments,
please use the online eComments system at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/cc/comments.html

From: Carrie Schweitzer <Ceschweitzer@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2021 2:02 PM

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>;
Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com; jasminefor100@gmail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov;
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov; royce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasey@mail.house.gov;
Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org

Subject: | Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212

RN100788959



Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

| object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in West Dallas and
I’'m requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2019 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrial Sulfur Dioxide polluter in
Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility power station. It is the 4" largest source
of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the ninth largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

As a West Dallas resident, this pollution is a threat to my own health, the heath of my family, the enjoyment of my home
and the value of my property. The surrounding residential neighborhoods are routinely invaded by the noxious smells
produced by the factory’s pollution.

This large polluter is operating in a central Dallas census tract with over 5000 people. An overwhelming majority are
People of Color with a median income approximately one third of the Dallas average. 20% of the population is nine year
of age or younger, 45% is 19 or younger - among the most vulnerable to the impacts of GAF’s air pollution. At least
three early childhood program or day care centers and six school campuses are located in close proximity to his
factory. GAF’s continued operation represents a major environmental health and justice insult to West Dallas residents.

GAF’s factory was originally located in West Dallas as part of an industrial corridor meant to steer undesirable industries
to Black and Brown neighborhoods. It’s now a dangerous and obsolete leftover from that racist past. It should not be

allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,



Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 4:52 PM

To: champions@lanwt.org

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Attachments: WD1_GAF Public Comment_2.19.21 w Attachements.pdf

Thank you for your comments.

A copy of your email will be forwarded to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) staff responsible for
reviewing the application. All timely filed comments will be considered by the staff prior to the final decision on the
application. You will be added to the mailing list for this application. After the opportunity to submit comments ends, a
copy of the formal written response to all timely filed comments will be mailed to you.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a notice and comment
hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the provisions of the draft permit are
appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to
these issues will be considered in modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. You may track the status of matters pending before the
Commission for approval or view comments and requests by visiting the following website:
https://www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eCID/. If you have any further questions, please feel free to contact the Public
Education Program staff at 800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Office of the Chief Clerk

NOTE: Please do not respond to this email; it will not be answered. If you would like to submit additional comments,
please use the online eComments system at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/cc/comments.html

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM




NAME: Stephanie Champion

E-MAIL: champions@lanwt.org

COMPANY: Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas

ADDRESS: 400 S ZANG BLVD STE 1420
DALLAS TX 75208-6648

PHONE: 4694589009
FAX:

COMMIENTS: See attachment



Elisa Guerra

BT e =3 I VS
From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 4:53 PM

To: evelynmayo13@gmail.com

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771
Attachments: Comments on GAF's TITLE V Permit Renewal4.docx

Thank you for your comments.

A copy of your email will be forwarded to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) staff responsible for
reviewing the application. All timely filed comments will be considered by the staff prior to the final decision on the
application. You will be added to the mailing list for this application. After the opportunity to submit comments ends, a
copy of the formal written response to all timely filed comments will be mailed to you.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a notice and comment
hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the provisions of the draft permit are
appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to
these issues will be considered in modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. You may track the status of matters pending before the
Commission for approval or view comments and requests by visiting the following website:
https://www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eCID/. If you have any further questions, please feel free to contact the Public
Education Program staff at 800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Office of the Chief Clerk

NOTE: Please do not respond to this email; it will not be answered. If you would like to submit additional comments,
please use the online eComments system at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/cc/comments.html

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM



NAME: Evelyn Mayo

E-MAIL: evelynmayol3@gmail.com

COMPANY: Downwinders At Risk

ADDRESS: 1808 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
DALLAS TX 75226-2202

PHONE: 8067876567

FAX:

COMMENTS: Comments attached as word document.



Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 4:55 PM

To: schermbeck@aol.com

Subject: Comments on Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 /GAF
Attachments: Comments on GAF's TITLE V Permit Renewal.docx

Thank you for your comments.

A copy of your email will be forwarded to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) staff responsible for
reviewing the application. All timely filed comments will be considered by the staff prior to the final decision on the
application. You will be added to the mailing list for this application. After the opportunity to submit comments ends, a
copy of the formal written response to all timely filed comments will be mailed to you.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a notice and comment
hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the provisions of the draft permit are
appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to
these issues will be considered in modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. You may track the status of matters pending before the
Commission for approval or view comments and requests by visiting the following website:
https://www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eCID/. If you have any further questions, please feel free to contact the Public
Education Program staff at 800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Office of the Chief Clerk

NOTE: Please do not respond to this email; it will not be answered. If you would like to submit additional comments,
please use the online eComments system at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/cc/comments.html

From: schermbeck@aol.com <schermbeck@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, February 19, 2021 1:21 PM

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceg.texas.gov>

Cc: Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com; jasminefor100@gmail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov;
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov; royce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasey@mail.house.gov;
Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascounty.org

Subject: Comments on Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 /GAF

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk

To Whom It May Concern,

Our comments on behalf of ourselves and West Dallas residents concerning the renewal of the Federal Operating Permit

Title V Draft Permit #02771, for Building Materials Investment Corporation/GAF at 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 @font-face
{font-family:"Cambria Math"; panose-1:2 4 5 3 5 4 6 3 2 4; mso-font-charset:0; mso-generic-font-family:roman; mso-font-
pitch:variable; mso-font-signature:3 0 0 0 1 0;}@font-face {font-family:"Calibri Light"; panose-1:2 153222 4 3 2 4, mso-
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font-charset:0; mso-generic-font-family:swiss; mso-font-pitch:variable; mso-font-signature:-5636859905 -1073732485 9 0
511 0;}p.MsoNormal, li.MsoNormal, div.MsoNormal {mso-style-unhide:no; mso-style-gformat:yes; mso-style-parent:"";
margin:0in; mso-pagination:widow-orphan; font-size:12.0pt; font-family:"Times New Roman",serif, mso-fareast-font-
family:"Times New Roman";}.MsoChpDefault {mso-style-type:export-only; mso-default-props:yes; font-

family:"Calibri" sans-serif; mso-ascii-font-family:Calibri; mso-ascii-theme-font:minor-latin; mso-fareast-font-family:Calibri;
mso-fareast-theme-font:minor-latin; mso-hansi-font-family:Calibri; mso-hansi-theme-font:minor-latin; mso-bidi-font-
family:"Times New Roman"; mso-bidi-theme-font:minor-bidi;}div. WordSection1 {page:WordSection1;}are attached. Please
let us know if you have any trouble downloading them. Thank you.

Jim Schermbeck
Downwinders at Risk
806-787-6567



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner
Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

February 24, 2021

The Honorable Jasmine Crockett
Texas House of Representatives
P.O. Box 2910

Austin, TX 78768

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation / Federal Operating Permit No. 02771
Dear Representative Crockett:

Thank you for your letter to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) requesting
a hearing regarding Building Materials Investment Corporation’s request for renewal and
revision of Federal Operating Permit No. 02771, which authorizes operation of the Dallas Plant,
an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing plant, located at 2600 Singleton
Boulevard in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-3738. The Office of the Chief Clerk will work
with your staff to schedule the hearing.

We would like to provide you with some background on our regulatory and statutory processes.
A person who may be affected by the emission of air pollutants from the permitted area may
request a notice and comment hearing. The purpose of the notice and comment hearing is to
provide an additional opportunity to submit comments on the draft permit. The permit may be
changed based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for compliance with
Title 30, Texas Administrative Code, Chapter 122. The TCEQ may grant a notice and comment
hearing on the application if a written hearing request is received within 30 days after
publication of the newspaper notice. The hearing request must include the basis for the
request, including a description of how the person may be affected by the emission of air
pollutants from the application area. The request should also specify the conditions of the draft
permit that are inappropriate or specify how the preliminary decision to issue or deny the
permit is inappropriate. All reasonably ascertainable issues must be raised, and all reasonably
available arguments must be submitted by the end of the public comment period. All
individuals that submitted written comments or a hearing request will receive written notice of
the scheduled hearing. This notice will identify the date, time, and location for the hearing.

I would to reiterate that the Office of the Chief Clerk will work with your staff to schedule the
hearing. If you have any further questions, please contact me at (512) 239-3900 or Laurie
Gharis, Chief Clerk, at (512) 239-3300.

Sincerely,

/

Toby Baker
Executive Director

P.O. Box 13087 * Austin, Texas 78711-3087 ¢ 512-239-1000 ¢ tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

pristed on recycled paper



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution
March 5, 2021
Elizabeth Alexander
ealexander@copper.net

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation / Federal Operating Permit No. 02771

Thank you for your comments. A copy of your comments and concerns will be forwarded by
the Chief Clerk to the agency staff responsible for reviewing the permit application and, if
timely filed, they will be considered by the staff prior to the Executive Directors final decision
on the application. You will receive a copy of the formal written response to all timely filed
comments.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a
notice and comment hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the
provisions of the draft permit are appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny
the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to these issues will be considered in
modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. If you have any further questions,
please feel free to contact TCEQ staff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

cc: Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/comments *

P.O.Box 13087 °* Austin, Texas 78711-3087 °* 512-239-1000 °* tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper



Deornette Monteleone

From: Deornette Monteleone

Sent: Friday, March 5, 2021 1:00 PM

To: ealexander@copper.net

Subject: Please See Response to Request for a Hearing

Attachments: Elizabeth Alexander_Hearing Request_FOP. 02771_Response.pdf

Good afternoon,

Thank you for your letter to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ). Attached is our response to your
request.

De’Ornette Monteleone

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Chief Clerk

Office: (512) 239-3300



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution
February 23, 2021

Carrie Schweitzer
Ceschweitzer@sbcglobal.net

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation / Federal Operating Permit No. 02771

Thank you for your comments. A copy of your comments and concerns will be forwarded by
the Chief Clerk to the agency staff responsible for reviewing the permit application and, if
timely filed, they will be considered by the staff prior to the Executive Directors final decision
on the application. You will receive a copy of the formal written response to all timely filed
comments.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a
notice and comment hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the
provisions of the draft permit are appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny
the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to these issues will be considered in
modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. If you have any further questions,
please feel free to contact TCEQ staff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,

Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

i Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/comments *

P.O. Box 13087 °* Austin, Texas 78711-3087 * 512-239-1000 ° tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper
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Deornette Monteleone

SRR SEE
From: Deornette Monteleone

Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 1:32 PM

To: Ceschweitzer@sbcglobal.net

Subject: Hearing Request: FOP #02771

Attachments: Carrie Schweitzer_Hearing Request_FOP. 02771_Response.pdf

Good afternoon,

Please review the attached document in response to your request.
Thank you,

De’Ornette Monteleone

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Office of Chief Clerk
Main Office: (512) 239-3300



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

February 23, 2021

Lisa Taylor
lisatmp@swbell.net

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation / Federal Operating Permit No. 02771

Thank you for your comments. A copy of your comments and concerns will be forwarded by
the Chief Clerk to the agency staff responsible for reviewing the permit application and, if
timely filed, they will be considered by the staff prior to the Executive Directors final decision
on the application. You will receive a copy of the formal written response to all timely filed
comments.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a
notice and comment hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the
provisions of the draft permit are appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny
the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to these issues will be considered in
modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. If you have any further questions,
please feel free to contact TCEQ staff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Laurie Gharis

Chief Clerk

cC: Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceqg.texas.gov/goto/comments *

P.O.Box 13087 * Austin, Texas 78711-3087 * 512-239-1000 * tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper
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Deornette Monteleone

From: Deornette Monteleone

Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 1:35 PM

To: lisatmp@swbell.net

Subject: Hearing Request: FOP #02771

Attachments: Lisa Taylor_Hearing Request_FOP. 02771_Response.pdf

Good afternoon,

Please review the attached document in response to your request.

Thank you,

De’Ornette Monteleone

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Chief Clerk

Main Office: (512) 239-3300



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

February 23, 2021

Joyce Hall
hallmi@sbcglobal.net

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation / Federal Operating Permit No. 02771

Thank you for your comments. A copy of your comments and concerns will be forwarded by
the Chief Clerk to the agency staff responsible for reviewing the permit application and, if
timely filed, they will be considered by the staff prior to the Executive Directors final decision
on the application. You will receive a copy of the formal written response to all timely filed
comments.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a
notice and comment hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the
provisions of the draft permit are appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny
the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to these issues will be considered in
modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. If you have any further questions,
please feel free to contact TCEQ staff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,

Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

cc: Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceg.texas.gov/goto/comments *

P.O.Box 13087 °* Austin, Texas 78711-3087 °* 512-239-1000 ° tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper



Deornette Monteleone

From: Deornette Monteleone

Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 1:37 PM

To: hallmj@sbcglobal.net

Subject: Hearing Request: FOP #02771

Attachments: Joyce Hall_Hearing Request_FOP. O2771_Response.pdf

Good afternoon,

Please review the attached document in response to your request.

Thank you,

De’Ornette Monteleone

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Chief Clerk

Main Office: (512) 239-3300



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

February 23, 2021

Norman Howden
rrgrandad@gmail.com

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation / Federal Operating Permit No. 02771

Thank you for your comments. A copy of your comments and concerns will be forwarded by
the Chief Clerk to the agency staff responsible for reviewing the permit application and, if
timely filed, they will be considered by the staff prior to the Executive Directors final decision
on the application. You will receive a copy of the formal written response to all timely filed
comments.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a
notice and comment hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the
provisions of the draft permit are appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny
the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to these issues will be considered in
modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. If you have any further questions,
please feel free to contact TCEQ staff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Laurie Gharis

Chief Clerk

ce Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceg.texas.gov/goto/comments *

P.0.Box 13087 ° Austin, Texas 78711-3087 * 512-239-1000 * tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper
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Deornette Monteleone

From: Deornette Monteleone

Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 1:39 PM

To: rrgrandad@gmail.com

Subject: Hearing Request: FOP #02771

Attachments: Norman Howden_Hearing Request_FOP. O2771_Response.pdf

Good afternoon,

Please review the attached document in response to your request.
Thank you,

De’Ornette Monteleone

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Chief Clerk

Main Office: (512) 239-3300



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

February 23, 2021
Norma Nelson

norma@readers2leaders.org

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation / Federal Operating Permit No. 02771

Thank you for your comments. A copy of your comments and concerns will be forwarded by
the Chief Clerk to the agency staff responsible for reviewing the permit application and, if
timely filed, they will be considered by the staff prior to the Executive Directors final decision
on the application. You will receive a copy of the formal written response to all timely filed
comments.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a
notice and comment hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the
provisions of the draft permit are appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny
the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to these issues will be considered in
modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. If you have any further questions,
please feel free to contact TCEQ staff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

cc: Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceg.texas.gov/goto/comments *

P.O. Box 13087 * Austin, Texas 78711-3087 * 512-239-1000 ° tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper



Deornette Monteleone

e
From: Deornette Monteleone
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 1:41 PM
To: norma@readers2leaders.org
Subject: Hearing Request: FOP #02771
Attachments: Norma Nelson_Hearing Request_FOP. 02771_Response.pdf

Good afternoon,

Please review the attached document in response to your request.
Thank you,

De’Ornette Monteleone

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Chief Clerk

Main Office: (512) 239-3300



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

February 23, 2021

Evelyn Mayo
emavo@pgc.edu

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation / Federal Operating Permit No. 02771

Thank you for your comments. A copy of your comments and concerns will be forwarded by
the Chief Clerk to the agency staff responsible for reviewing the permit application and, if
timely filed, they will be considered by the staff prior to the Executive Directors final decision
on the application. You will receive a copy of the formal written response to all timely filed
comments.

If a decision is made to hold a hearing, you will receive a notice in the mail. The purpose of a
notice and comment hearing is to receive oral and written statements about whether or not the
provisions of the draft permit are appropriate or that the preliminary decision to issue or deny
the permit is inappropriate. Only comments pertaining to these issues will be considered in
modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in environmental issues. If you have any further questions,
please feel free to contact TCEQ staff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,
Laurie Gharis

Chief Clerk

ce: Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceg.texas.gov/goto/comments *

P.0.Box 13087 ¢ Austin, Texas 78711-3087 * 512-239-1000 ° tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper
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Deornette Monteleone

From: Deornette Monteleone

Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 1:43 PM

To: emayo@pqc.edu

Subject: Hearing Request: FOP #02771

Attachments: Evelyn Mayo_Hearing Request_FOP. 02771_Response.pdf

Good afternoon,

Please review the attached document in response to your request.
Thank you,

De’Ornette Monteleone

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Chief Clerk

Main Office: (512) 239-3300
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TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk Applicant Name:_Building Materials Investment Corporation
MC-105 Attn: Notice Team Permit No.: 02771
P.O. Box 13087 Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

o -
STATE OF TEXAS § - =
COUNTY OF DK\\ as § m 4
Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared —

~
[EAN
L

i

B*‘(’,\'\ %MbO |0 , who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name

of Person Rebresenting Newspaper)

the Aan’\%\ﬁOﬁ D:‘rﬁc*h(\ of the LEQM{LQ ( }&&&rder

(Title of Person Repﬁeﬁenting Newspaper) \/(ame of the Newspaper)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in , Texas;
(The municipality or nearest municipality in which the site or proposed site is located)

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the following date(s): (_Q l t?«)Z)

aper representative’s signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the l:?' day of June, , 20 2

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office. Z‘
KWA ). LW ‘ﬂ J
Notary PUblic in a#fd for the State of Texas
[eEl W04, KIMBERLY S. HOLLEYHEAD ’ /I
X O(O”E Notary Public, State of Texas
*5’\5 Comm. Expires 11-156-2021 Print or Type Name of Notgry Public

4SS Notary ID 131352846

i it s |1-15- 4041

My Commission Expires
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TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk Applicant Name:_Building Materials Investment Corporation
MC-105 Attn: Notice Team Permit No.: 02771
P.O. Box 13087 Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

STATE OF TEXAS § %é / 2 B
COUNTY OF / § i

)
[

oy

% f"“VJi

- o

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared [, “

b

% LI VQM/& gj‘/?) , who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says tj11it (s)hgjs (Nan?‘g

of Merson Representing Newspaper)

/7 vou [ Prtrit Loneeiitacl

(Title of Person Representing Newspaper) (Name of the Newspaper)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in ) 4 //df , Texas;

(The municipality or county in which the site or proposed site is located)

that the enclosed nofjce was published in said ngwspaper on the following date(s):

%—’ M,,ZbZ/ ) //

'(N' paper Representative’s Signature)

oot

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the ) day of -/ . 20 2,/

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office. \’u/
Notary Public in and for the State of Texas
[Seal] - [/ ’ /( O/
———— : Qurieet P

EED
of Touas] Print or Type Name of Notary Public

[ s 1/30/ 2

My Commission Expires




info@laprensacbmunidad.com * 409/549.2160

Salud

22 de junio de 2021 SECCION A 3

Las deudas médicas son la prin-
cipal causa de la bancarrota en
EEUU y un gran dolor de cabeza
para millones de estadouniden-
ses. Muchos de ellos desconocen
que en varios casos hay maneras
de reducirlas y hasta eliminarlas.
Toma nota.

Lo peor a recibir una factura mé-
dica inesperada es la angustia de
no poder pagarla, un problema
que enfrentan millones de esta-
dounidenses y, en particular, los
hispanos que suelen lidiar ‘con
mas trabas para el acceso a la sa-
lud. ;

Pero con més frecuencia de lo
que se cree, esas deudas médicas
pueden ser reducidas, negociadas
o hasta perdonadas. Se han visto
casos de personas que reciben
facturas por miles de délares y
que al final no deben pagar ni un
centavo.

“Acabo de llamar a una familia
para decirles que su deuda mé-
dica de 339,321 ddlares ahora es
cero”, cuenta en un tweet el fun-
dador de la organizacion Dollar
For, que ha ayudado a millones
de pacientes a lograrlo mediante
un beneficio que est4 disponible
para la poblacién general, pero
que suele ser el secreto mejor
guardado de los hospitales.

NO IGNORES EL
PROBLEMA
La deuda no se borrara como por
arte de magia

La tentacion de dejar el sobre con
la deuda médica a un lado e in-
tentar ignorarlo no borrar el pro-
blema por arte de magia. Por el
contrario, de no atacarlo a tiempo
las cosas podrian empeorar.

“Si retrasas una factura médica y
dejas que termine en collections
puede tener un impacto significa-
tivo en tu puntaje de crédito. Si
crees que lo que te estan cobran-
do es incorrecto, actia rapida-
mente para disputarlo”, advierte
la Oficina de Protecciéon Finan-
ciera al Consumidor (CFBP por
sus siglas en inglés).

LO PRIMERO: ENTENDER
LA FACTURA

Con frecuencia contienen errores

que cuestan caro a los pacientes -

Seguramente no sabras por dén-
de empezar. Expertos en la mate-
ria recomiendan que lo primero
sea tratar de entender: lo que te

estan cobrando: ver con detallela -

factura (medical bill).

En muchos casos los proveedores
de salud envian una factura resu-
mida sin mayores detalles. En ese
caso, lo primero que debes hacer
es solicitar una factura detalla-
da (itemized bill). Este sencillo
paso a veces hace que se reduzca
el monto adeudado, tal y como
le ocurrié a Shaunna Burns, una
mujer de 40 afios que, a raiz de
una experiencia personal, dio este
consejo en un video de tik tok
que se hizo viral.

“Pide una factura detallada con
cada uno de los cargos”, recalca

en el clip donde explica que el
equipo de cobranza puede en-
tonces remover cargos absurdos
como el de 37 dblares por el uso
de una banda adhesiva.

A.algunas personas como a Eva

Zavala les funcion6: de recibir

una factura por mil délares no
termind debiendo un centavo
cuenta en un tweet.

No siempre sirve, pero nada se
pierde intentandolo, pues a veces
los proveedores médicos incu-

rren no s6lo en cargos absurdos,.

sino también en errores huma-
nos que ferminan reflejados en la
factura. Si tienes seguro médico
revisa qué codigo asignaron al
tratamiento que te estdn cobrando
y si corresponde, pues eso puede
hacer que esté cubierto (o no) por
tu poliza.

La tinica manera de detectar estas
cosas como paciente es poder ver
exactamente qué estan cobrando,
asi que una vez que la recibas lee
bien esa factura médica detallada
e identifica si aparecen servicios
que nunca te prestaron o cargos
duplicados.

Otra buena idea es verificar lo
que te cobran y comparar precios
mediante herramientas como las
que aparecen en este enlace, para
apelar ese monto o negociarlo.
Aungque no lo creas, los hospita-
les estan dispuestos a hacerlo.

Da la cara y habla con sinceridad
El hospital podria ofrecerte op-
ciones de pago o hasta descuen-
tos

Si la factura no tiene errores y
no puedes pagarla, lo mejor que
puedes hacer es-hablarlo con el
hospital o proveedor médico,
pues podrian ofrecer planes de fi-
nanciamiento sin tasa de interés o
incluso reducir el monto adeuda-
do. Nada se pierde preguntando.

No tengas vergiienza: es un pro-
blema mucho mas comtn del que
piensas: ~ Millones de personas
harr estado en tu lugar. De acuer-
do con data del censo 20% de las
familias estadounidenses tienen
una deuda médica,

que tu caso sea enviado a collec-
tions, lo que afectard tu puntaje
crediticio.

Si llegas a un acuerdo o logras
que te den un descuento: pide que
todo quede por escrito, recalca a
Univision Noticias Irene Flippo,
fundadora de Assurance Patient
Advocate, una agencia que se en-
carga de ayudar a personas a so-
lucionar este tipo de problemas.

UN DATO DE ORO: PRE-
GUNTA POR LOS PLANES
DE ASISTENCIA FINANCIE-
RA O CHARITY CARE
El punto clave que podria borrar

tu deuda

Averigua si el hospital que te
atendio tiene planes de asistencia
financiera (también conocidos
como charity care policy) y cué-
les son los criterios de elegibili-
dad.

Jared Walker, fundador de Ia or-
ganizacion sin fines de lucro Do-
HarFor, que se dedica justamente
a ayudar a pacientes a que les
‘perdonen’ las deudas médicas,
explica que la mayoria de los
hospitales estadounidenses son
organizaciones sin fines de lucro
y que, en consecuencia, tienen
politicas de atencién médica ‘de
caridad’ (charity care). Eso quie-
re decir que estan obligados por
ley a perdonar los gastos médicos
de un paciente si sus ingresos son
demasiado bajos.

La gran mayoria de los hospitales
los tienen, pero -por razones ob-
vias- no es algo que promuevan.
En el video de tik tok, Walker ex-
plica como revisarlo en la web:
escribes el nombre del hospital
junto a ‘finantial asisstance’, y
una vez en la pagina web buscas
la sliding scale o (escala variable)
donde se especifica qué porcenta-
je de la factura puede ser perdo-
nado en funcién de un rango de

ingresos. Si crees que calificas,

debes enviar toda la documenta-
cién y prueba de ingresos que so-
licitan y esperar por una respues-
ta en cuestion de semanas.

(Aplican estos beneficios a . in-
migrantes? “Cualquiera puede
aplicar a asistencia financiera si
el hospital la ofrece. Simplemen-
te deben estar en capacidad de
enviar la documentacion que se
pide”, explica a Univision Noti-
cias Bonnie Sheeran, quien des-
de el Houston Health Advocacy
trabaja justamente ayudando a
pacientes a lidiar con deudas mé-
dicas o gestiones de salud desde
un punto de vista administrativo.
En cualquier caso, esto puede
variar segiin el estado en que te
encuentres.

Si tus ingresos no te permiten ca-
lificar para estas ayudas, puedes
negociar el monto para reducirlo,
explica a NPR, Jenifer Bosco,
del Centro Nacional de Leyes
del Consumidor. Lo més posible
es que debas dedicarle tiempo
y esfuerzo y no tirar la toalla al
primer intento, pero vale la pena:
podrias ahorrar cientos o miles de
dolares.

Importante: si estuviste hospitali-
zado durante el periodo de vigen-
cia del Cares Act o el American
Rescue Act, el hospital deberia
poder aplicar a fondos para cu-
brir tu hospitalizacion, dice Bon-
nie Sheeran a Univision Noticias,
aunque hay una salvedad. “Algu-
nos pacientes nunca recibieron
el diagnéstico de covid-19, por
lo que les cobran la hospitaliza-
cion”.

NUNCA PAGUES DEUDAS
MEDICAS CON TU TARJE-
TA DE CREDITO
Inflaras la deuda y eliminaras las
posibilidades de negociarla con

el hospital

Si bien con esto te quitas el dolor
de cabeza de las llamadas de co-

branza del hospital, ten en cuenta .
que la tasa de interés que el hos-
pital te cobra (si es que la tiene)
es mucho menor a la de la tarjeta
de crédito.

Al pagar con la tarjeta de crédito
una deuda médica que no puedes
costear, estds inflando exponen-
cialmente esa deuda y reduciendo
tus posibilidades de pagarla. Ade-
mas, tal y como explica Bosso a
NPR, con esto quitas incentivos
al hospital para llegar a un acuer-
do contigo y reducir el monto de
da deuda.

TAMPOCO DEJES DE
COMER O DE PAGAR LA
RENTA POR PAGAR UNA

DEUDA MEDICA

No son deudas de “alta prioridad”
En el libro Surviving Debt, el
Centro Nacional de Leyes del
Consumidor explica que las deu-
das médicas no forman parte de
las deudas de “alta prioridad” que
abarcan asuntos esenciales como
la renta o hipoteca. No suelen te-
ner altas tasas de interés o pago
tardio y puede tardar un afio o dos
para que puedan demandarte -si
lo hacen-.

BUSCA AYUDA
PROFESIONAL
Hay recursos a tu disposicion

El sistema de salud en EEUU es
sumamente complicado. Si lidiar
con tus deudas médicas o simple-
mente entenderlas es demasiado
complejo para ti, ten en cuenta
que hay organizaciones y profe-
sionales llamados patient advo-
cates (algo asi como defensores
de los pacientes) que pueden ayu-
darte. Algunas como Dollar For o
California Medical Billing Advo-
cates lo hacen de forma gratuita
si calificas; mientras que otros
cobran por estos servicios.

Irene Flippo, fundadora de Assu-
rance Patient Advocate, explica
que cada defensor de pacientes
tiene sus modalidades de cobro.
En su caso, no hay tasa de reten-
cién, no cobran nada si no lo-
gran ahorrarle parte de la deuda
a sus clientes y suelen atender a
personas que deben desde miles
a cientos de miles de dolares y
que han intentado disputarlo du-
rante afios. “Un asesor no deberia
costar més que el declararse en
bancarrota o que la cuantia de la
cuenta médica”, advierte a Univi-
sion Noticias.

En la web de la Fundacion de De-
fensora de los Pacientes (Patient
Advocate Foundation) hay una
lista de recursos y personas que
pueden ayudarte.

entendida  como
costos de salud que
no pudieron pagar
al recibir atencion
médica. La carga
parece mayor para
los hispanos que
son maés propensos
a tenerlas, con un
21.7% en contraste
con el 18.6% de la
poblacion general.

La estrategia de no
atender el teléfono
o ignorar la factura
no ayudard y hara

ATODAS LAS PERSONAS Y
PARTES INTERESADAS:

Ingram Concrete, LLC, ha solicitado a la Comision de
Calidad Ambiental de Texas (TCEQ, por sus siglas en
inglés) para renovacion del Permiso Nimero 46516 de
Calidad de Aire, el cual autorizaria el funcionamiento
continuo de una Planta de Lotes de Concreto ubicada
en 1375 North Bates Street, Stephenville, Condado de
Erath, Texas 76401. En la seccion de avisos piblicos
de este periddico se encuentra informacion adicional
sobre esta solicitud.

.ATODAS LAS PERSONAS
Y PARTES INTERESADAS:

Black Mountain Sand LLC, ha solicitado a la Comisién
de Calidad Ambiental de Texas (TCEQ por sus siglas
en inglés) por una enmienda al Permiso de Calidad de
Aire Namero 147934, el cual autorizaria la modifi-
caci6n a una planta de arena ubicada en 9409 East State
Highway 302, Kermit, Condado de Winkler, Texas
79745. Esta solicitud fue procesada de una manera
acelerada, segin lo permitido por las reglas de la
comisién en 30 Codigo Administrativo de Texas, Capi-
tulo 101, Subcapitulo J. Informacion adicional sobre
esta solicitud puede encontrarse en la seccion de avisos
publicos de esta publicacion.

FOCUS

Servicios de Fotografia Profesional

CWTACT&NO& 408-549-2160 Fax 866*@38»3328 { PO Box 732 Tolar TX ?ﬁé‘(ﬁ | info@laprensacomunidad.com | www.laprensacomunidad.com

Tel: 325-356-0115
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info@laprensacomunidad.com * 409/549.2160

¢Pueden despedirte del trabajo Si no te vacunas
cnntra el covid-192 Respondemos a esta y otras dudas

Ahora que EEUU se aproxima a un regreso
a la normalidad y, con ella, al trabajo presen-
cial, patronos y trabajadores comparten las
mismas preguntas relacionadas con la vacu-
naci6n. Todavia falta mucha claridad en el
asunto. Explicamos lo que se sabe por ahora.

Ahora que mas de la mitad de los estadouni-
denses se han vacunado contra el covid-19
y que muchas compaiiias estdn volviendo al
trabajo presencial en la oficina, empleados
y patrones se hacen las mismas preguntas:
(Puede un empleador exigir la vacuna y
despedir a quien se niegue a recibirla? (Es
valido que se indague sobre el estatus de va-
cunacion en una entrevista laboral?

El caso reciente de trabajadores que deman-
daran al hospital Metodista de Houston por
suspenderlos tras negarse a vacunarse es
apenas un ejemplo de los dilemas -y riesgos-
que enfrentan empresas e individuos.

(ES LEGAL QUE LOS PATRONOS
EXIJAN QUE TE VACUNES?
En principio si, pero hay excepciones’

En sus lineamientos mas recientes, la Co-
misién para Igualdad en las Oportunidades
de Empleo (EEOC) dice que los patronos
tienen el derecho por ley a exigir la vacuna
contra el covid-19, tal y como ya esta perml-
tido con otras vacunas como las de la gripe,
por ejemplo.

No obstante, muchos expertos legales consi-
deran que la forma en que estan redactados,
esos lineamientos es un poco vaga y da pie
a zonas grises que dan cabida a demandas.

En pocas palabras: la pregunta no es tanto si
pueden hacerlo, sino més bien si les convie-
ne, pues acarrea el riesgo de que un emplea-
do -con o sin fundamento- los demande.

Histéricamente en EEUU las empresas pri-
vadas tienen libertad de establecer estanda-
res de seguridad y salud, incluyendo man-
datos de vacunacién -aunque con algunas
excepciones amparadas por la Ley de Esta-
dounidenses con Discapacidades y el Titulo
VII de la Ley de Derechos Civiles-.

Basicamente hay dos tipos de excepciones
que podrian aplicar: médicas (si la persona
est4 en riesgo de una reaccion adversa severa
por alergias a un componente de la vacuna o
debido a una condicién médica sustentadas
por la respectiva documentacién que lo ava-
le), o por sinceras objeciones religiosas.

En estos casos, la agencia dice que se debe-
ria considerar si es posible darle al trabaja-
dor acomodos razonables como, por ejem-
plo, pedirle que use méscara y mantenga la
distancia fisica de los demés, hacerse prue-
bas peri6dicas del coronav1rus o trabajar via
remota.

Pero el patrono, luego de considerar ex-
haustivamente todas las alternativas, podria
negar esos acomodos si estos suponen una
carga excesiva o injustificable sobre el ne-
gocio -algo que deberd probar si se presenta
el caso-.

Bajo el Acta de Americanos con Discapaci-
dades (American Disability Act 0 ADA por
sus siglas en inglés) es ilegal-que un patrono
divulgue informacién de que un empleado
esta recibiendo un acomodo razonable.

Por ahora, mientras las vacunas contra el co-
vid-19 no han recibido la aprobacion oficial
de la Administracion de Alimentos y Medi-,

camentos (FDA), sino una autorizacién de’

uso de emergencia, la mayoria de las empre-

sas se estan absteniendo de implementar es-!

tos mandatos y optan mas bien por motivar
a sus empleados mediante otras estrategias.

Algunas que ya exigen la vacuna estado
estan sujetas a demandas que podrian o no
prosperar en las cortes. El Hospital Metodis-
ta de Houston, por ejemplo, fue demandado
por 100 empleados tras imponerles una fe-
cha limite para vacunarse (o solicitar excep-
ciones), a riesgo de ser despedidos.

(PUEDEN LAS EMPRESAS OFRE-
CER BONOS U OTROS INCENTIVOS
A QUIENES SE VACUNEN?

Es lo que muchas estan haciendo

Si y es justamente lo que muchas estin ha-
ciendo. Por ejemplo, Amazon ofrece a sus

empleados vacunados un bono de hasta 80
dolares; Walmart, uno de 75 délares, pero
deben comprobar que se vacunaron.

La Comision para Igualdad en las Oportu-
nidades de Empleo dice que pueden hacerlo
siempre y cuando esos incentivos no sean
coercitivos o tan atractivos que practicamen-
te no le quede opcién a la persona.

Algunos abogados consideran que, como no
se define claramente lo que se entiende por
‘coercitivo’, hay zonas grises: “Lo que se
entiende por coercitivo para alguien puede
no ser lo mismo para otra persona. Alguien
puede considerar un incentivo de 100 do-
lares coercitivo, mientras que otra persona
pensara que uno de 10,000 lo es (...) No te-
nemos una guia detallada que esperdbamos
recibir”, dijo la abogada laboral Hellen Rella
a CBS News.

(PUEDEN PREGUNTARME DURAN-
TE UNA ENTREVISTA DE TRABAJO
SI ME VACUNE?

Por lo general si

La EEOC ha aclarado que preguntar a los
empleados si se han vacunado contra €l co-
vid-19 no es algo que cae dentro del espectro
de la American Disability Act, por lo que no
esta prohibido.

No obstante, Andrew Maunz, abogado de
Jackson Lewis, una firma de Pittsburgh, ex-
plica en un reportaje publicado por la Aso-
ciacién de Manejo de Recursos Humanos
(SHRM por sus siglas en inglés), que hay
consideraciones importantes a ponderar.
“Deben tener en cuenta por qué el status de
vacunacién de la persona es relevante”. Por
ejemplo, si la empresa no pregunta €so a sus
empleados actuales, no deberia hacerlo tam-
poco a sus aplicantes, explica.

Y, a la hora de preguntar, es importante no
pedir demasiados detalles que podrian ser
considerados como informacién médica per-
sonal.

Si hay un requisito obligatorio de vacuna-
cion en el trabajo, se recomienda que se in-
dique claramente en las ofertas de trabajo y

Hacer ﬂlﬂl‘clclﬂ cultivar un proposito te vida y

como parte de la descripcion de funciones,
recomienda Kristin White, abogado de Fi-
sher Phillips en Denver.

JAPLICA ESTO A TODOS LOS
ESTADOS?
La respuesta es complicada

Tal y como explica un reportaje del New
York Times, en teoria, la ley federal est4 por
encima de la estadal, pero en este caso la
situacién es complicada pues.la guia de la
EEOC es un simple recordatorio de que la
comisi6n no prohibe que los patronos exijan
la vacunacion. :

No obstante, algunos estados han asumido
otras posturas. El diario cita el caso de Caro-
lina del Sur dohde las agencias estatales pue-

" den motivar a sus empleados a vacunarse,

pero no exigirlo. En Montana, una ley prohi-
be que los patronos exijan a los trabajadores
revelar su status de vacunacion.

En Texas, el gobernador firmé una ley que
prohibe a los negocios o entidades guberna-

_mentales requerir prueba digital de vacuna-

cién a las personas, pero no aclara lo que los

~ patronos pueden pedir a sus trabajadores.

Lo mejor es que tanto empleadores como
empleados revisen bien las regulaciones de
su estado.

otros consejos para mantener el cerehbro en forma

Las autoridades sanitarias aprobaron esta
semana el primer medicamento contra el
alzheimer en 18 afios en medio de la po-
lémica, ya que hay dudas sobre su efecti-
vidad. Es un buen momento para recordar
que hay maneras probadas de cuidar la sa-
lud del cerebro a medida que envejecemos.

La demencia afecta a unas 50 millones de
personas en el mundo, y cada afio se su-
man unos 10 millones de casos. Esta cifra
se triplicara en 2050, segun las estimacio-
nes de la OMS, que indica que la demen-
cia es una causa principal de dependencia
y discapacidad entre los adultos mayores
que puede destrozar las vidas de las perso-
nas afectadas, sus cuidadores y familiares.

Los hispanos tienen un riesgo mayor que
los blancos de sufrir esta enfermedad y
otros tipos de demencia, de acuerdo con
los datos de la Asociacion del Alzheimer.
La longevidad y el riesgo' de padeeer en-
fermedades cardiovasculares podrian ex-
plicar ese fenémeno.

Aunque no hay cura para la demencia, un
estilo de vida que incluya actividad fisica,
buena nutricion y que evite el tabaco y el
consumo excesivo de alcohol puede con-
tribuir en gran medida al retraso del dete-
rioro cognitivo, tal y como recomlenda la
OMS.

Aungque la edad es el factor de riesgo mas
conocido para el declive cognitivo, la de-
mencia no es una consecuencia natural ni
inevitable de envejecer. “Durante las dos
ultimas décadas, varios estudios han mos-
trado un vinculo entre el desarrollo de la
incapacidad cognitiva y factores relacio-
nados con el estilo de vida como la falta
de ejercicio, consumo de tabaco y alcohol
o dietas poco saludables”, apunta la OMS.

En su informe titulado “Reduccién del
riesgo de declive cognitivo y demencia”
el principal organismo de salud interna-
cional también se refiere al tratamiento
para la hipertension, el colesterol alto y la
diabetes como un elemento efectivo para
retrasar la demencia. Por ofra parte, tacha
de inefectivas las vitaminas como la B y
los suplementos como Omega-3 y antioxi-

dantes.
J

Hébitos de vida saludables como los que

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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presentamos a continuacion pueden ayu-
darnos a mantener la mente en forma du-
rante el proceso de envejecimiento:

HACER EJERCICIO
El entrenamiento con ejercicios aerébicos
puede disminuir el declive en la funcion
cerebral, especialmente en pacientes con
Alzheimer, sugieren estudios como este.

El ejercicio modifica la quimica del cere-
bro. Puede cambiar los neurotransmisores
asociados con la depresion, la ansiedad y
el estrés, asi como los quimicos asociados
con el aprendizaje. Estos cambios pueden
mejorar el estado de 4nimo, la resistencia
al estrés y las funciones del cerebro como
la velocidad de procesamiento, la aten-
cion, la memoria a corto plazo y la flexibi-
lidad cognitiva.

Hay que tener en cuenta que el tipo y la
cantidad de ejercicio que se realiza debe
adaptarse a medida que cumplimos afios.
Si quieres asegurarte de que estas hacien-
do el tipo de ejercicio que corresponde a tu
edad, consulta esta sencilla guia.

CONTROLAR LA PRESION
ARTERIAL
Para la mayoria de las personas que pade-
cen hipertensién no es ningtin secreto que
controlar su presién arterial es necesario
para prevenir infartos y accidentes cere-
brovasculares. Un descubrimiento mas
reciente es que también puede reducir el

riesgo de sufrir Alzheimer.

Los estudios financiados por varias agen-
cias del Instituto Nacional de Salud mues-
tran que si hay algo que las personas
pueden hacer para aminorar el riesgo de
padecer declive cognitivo, y no es un deta-
lle menor si se toma en cuenta que mas de
70 millones de personas son consideradas
hipertensas en EEUU.

SEGUIR UNA DIETA APROPIADA
La OMS se refiere a la dieta mediterranea,
con su énfasis en aceite de oliva, platos
poco procesados a base principalmente de
vegetales y poca carne, como muy bene-
ficiosa para la salud del cerebro. Un cre-
ciente nimero de investigaciones vinculan
la dieta mediterrdnea con un descenso en
el riesgo de padecer la enfermedad de al-
zheimer.

Otro plan de alimentacién que los cienti-
ficos estdn explorando actualmente es la
dieta MIND, una vuelta de tuerca al enfo-
que mediterraneo que prioriza aun mas los
alimentos que pueden ser importantes para
la salud del cerebro, como las bayas y las
verduras de hoja verde.

Una de las formas en que estas dietas pue-
den proteger el cerebro es que mejoran la
salud cardiovascular. Como sefialdbamos
maés arriba, la reduccion de la presion arte-
rial se ha relacionado con un menor riesgo
de padecer alzheimer.

SOCIALIZAR

Muchos adultos mayores caen en un ais-
lamiento perjudicial para su salud fisica,
mental y emocional. Compartir con otros
en esta etapa de la vida no sélo se con-
vierte en una puerta hacia el disfrute, sino
también en una poderosa herramienta
para mantenerse sano. Esa es la premisa
de los estudios realizados por la reconoci-
da psicologa Susan Pinker que indica que
mantener amistades es algo clave para la
longevidad.

Existes pruebas que sugieren que las per-
sonas que participan en sus comunidades,
a través de actividades en organizaciones
locales o el voluntariado, podrian tener
una mejor salud.

Por ejemplo, los adultos mayores que son
voluntarios son menos propensos a tener
presion arterial alta o enfermedad cardio-
vascular, se enfrentan a un menor riesgo
de deterioro cognitivo e incluse pueden
vivir mas tiempo.

Ademas, formar conexiones sociales es
crucial para combatir el aislamiento so-
cial y la soledad, un problema creciente
especialmente entre los adultos mayores.
Las personas que estdn aisladas social-
mente pueden tener un mayor riesgo de
muerte prematura y algunos han estimado
que su impacto negativo podria ser una
amenaza mayor para la salud publica que
la obesidad. ;

CULTIVAR UN PROPOSITO
Tener un prop6sito en la vida impulsado.
por un objetivo se asocia con una reduc-
cion del 30% en la demencia, indepen-
dientemente de otros aspectos del bienes-
tar, segun un estudio de 2017.

Socializar es una forma de mantener la
mente comprometida, pero el compromi-
so puede adoptar muchas formas: cuidar
a alguien, desempefiar un trabajo hasta
pasada la jubilacidn o perseguir con cons-
tancia una aficion.

Las investigaciones de Angelina Sutin,
profesora de psicologia de la Universidad
Estatal de Florida sugieren que cultivar
un sentido de propdsito contribuye a la
salud del cerebro independientemente de
los ingresos, la riqueza o la educacion.
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‘Brasil sigue con marcha perfecta
y Venezuela pellizca un empate a Colombia

Brasil lidera con holgura en el Grupo B,
tras sumar nuevamente 3 unidades este
jueves ante la debutante Pert, en un jor-
nada donde el portero Wuilker Farifiez fue
una muralla venezolana, en el empate ante
Colombia.

En el primer partido de la jornada, Colom-
bia se cans6 de crear ocasiones ante Vene-
zuela y nunca pudo vulnerar al inspirado
portero Wuilker Farifiez.

El resultado final fue un 0-0 que le dio a
Venezuela el primer punto del torneo (ha-
bia perdido ante Brasil en su debut) y Co-
lombia alcanz6 las 4 unidades por el triun-
fo frente a Ecuador de la fecha 1.

LOS NUMEROS DEL PARTIDO

» Tras igualar contra la seleccién de Vene-
zuela, el seleccionado colombiano suma
seis partidos consecutivos invictos ante la
Vinotinto por todas las competencias (3V
3E). Los colombianos no pierden ante los
venezolanos desde junio 2015 con marca-
dor 0-1 por la CONMEBOL Copa Améri-
cade dicho afio. .-

 Es el segundo partido consecutivo en
CONMEBOL Copa América, en el cual
la seleccién de Venezuela logra mante-
ner el cero ante la seleccion de Colombia
(1V 1E). La tltima vez que logré limitar
sin goles a los cafetaleros fue en junio de

2015. :
* Con esta igualada entre ambas seleccio-
nes, son ahora cinco de siete los partidos
en los cuales la seleccion

de Colombia no permite goles de los ve- -

nezolanos en CONMEBOL Copa Améri-
ca (4V 2E 1D).

» La seleccion de Colombia remat6 23 ve-
ces en total ante Venezuela. Es el maximo
registro de los colombianos desde 2007 en
cuanto a remates en un partido por CON-
MEBOL Copa América ante un rival de su
misma confederacion (su maximo total es
27 remates frente a Costa Rica de CON-
CACAF en 2011).

» Wuilker Farifiez atajo ocho remates ante
los colombianos. Es el méximo histérico
de atajadas para un arquero venezolano
en la CONMEBOL Copa América desde
2007.

“Italia B tambien es favorita “

Italia es un enjambre de camisetas azules
que actiian como banda organizada. Si el
balén es suyo, el enjambre lo protege has-
ta el 4rea rival. Si la pelota la tiene el ri-
val, el enjambre rodea al enemigo, le mo-
lesta y le pica hasta que claudica y cede
el control del juego. Con ocho cambios,
con ocho tedricos suplentes, la seleccion
de Mancini dejo6 en los huesos a Gales y
firm¢ el pleno de victorias en la fase de

grupos.

La Nazionale da envidia, la verdad. Mien-
tras Gales sali6 con legafias, relamiéndose

pensando en el ‘biscotto que supliestamen-

te Ttalia iba a sacar a la hora de la merien-
da, los de Mancini ocuparon cada metro
cuadrado del césped e hicieron jugar a los
de Bale a un buscaminas trucado en el que
la seleccion britanica pisaba exactamente

.donde queria Italia. Donde siempre habia
una bomba. Donde siempre perdian el ba-
lon.

Con Verratti y Jorginho a los mandos,
Italia fue ganando terreno a Gales como
el mar se lo gana a la playa al subir la
marea. Casi sin que se dieran cuenta. La
pelota reposaba en los pies de los dos
centrocampistas y, cuando llegaba a las
botas de Pessina o Chiesa, su viaje se
aceleraba en direccion al 4rea de Ward.
El hijo de Enrico encard todas las veces
que pudo. Todas. En un fttbol en el que
se ensefia y se practica el miedo a perder

la pelota, un futbolista que se atreva a re-
gatear es una bendicion.

En esas estaba Italia, avisando a un rival

que no se queria enterar de que ni pas- -

teleo ni nada, cuando Pessina cazé un
centro al primer palo con la diestra y lo
mando al fondo de la red. Lo celebr6 a
lo Tardelli, con los pﬁﬁos apretados y
corriendo sin parar hasta que llego a la
colmena, al banquillo donde un mar de
brazos le recibi6 para festejar el gol.

Desde el 1-0 y hasta el final, Belotti no
paro de intentar meter su gol, Italia vi-
vié en campb’ contrario para aumentar
la diferencia y Gales s6lo tuvo dos hitos
destacables.

El primero, cuando Ampadu pisé a Ber-
nardeschi y vio la roja. El segundo, cuan-
do a Bale le cay6 un balén perfecto en el
area para volear con la zurda y empatar
que desperdicio.

Italia suma 30 partidos consecutivos sin
perder, once tfiunfos seguidos y mas de
1.000 minutos sin encajar gol. Huele a
favorito desde aqui. Ahora le toca no per-
der ese aroma en los cruces.

Una multa de $65.000
también le fue impuesta
a la Federacion Mexicana

de futbol.

Ciudad-de Mexico - La
seleccion  mexicana de-

bera jugar sus siguientes

dos partidos oficiales a
puerta cerrada como cas-
tigo de parte de la FIFA
al grito homotibico que se
han escuchado en recien-
tes partidos del Tri.

“La Comision Discipli-
naria de la FIFA ha san-
cionado a la Federacion
Mexicana de Futbol con
una multa de $65,000y la
imposicion de jugar sus
proximos dos encuentros
oficiales como  local a
puerta cerrada como con-
secuencia de los canticos
homotobos de los aficio-
nados mexicanos en los
partidos de clasificacion
para el Tornco Olimpi-
co de Futbol coentra la

Republica Dominicana vy

Estados Unidos. disputa-
dos en Guadalajara (M¢éx-
ico) los dias 18 v 24 de
marzo, respectivamente.

“Adi almente,
Comision ha abierto otro
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procedimiento en relacion
con los canticos homo-
fobos de los aficionados
mexicanos en un amisto-
S0 que jugo su Seleceion
contra Islandia en Arling-
ton, Texas, el pasado 29
de mayo”, informo el or-
ganismo.

Sin duda la sancion mas
fuerte estriba en los parti-
dos a puerta cerrada.

México debuta en el Oc-
tagonal el jueves 2 de
septiembre contra Jamai-
ca y en su siguiente par-
tido como local se mide
a Canada el jueves 7 de
octubre.

sefan . a

La situacion de México
en su camino a la Copa
del Mundo de Qatar se
complica aun mas porque
seis de los primeros nueve
juegos son como visitante,

y ahora dos de esos tres

como local seran sin pu-
blico en las gradas.

0 de la seleccion
Gerardo Mar-
0 el viernes a

El técni
mexi
tino, p

los seguidores del Tri-que
piensen en las consecuen-
cias de seguir profiriendo
el improperio homofobi-
co.

“Quiero hacer un llama-
do a la reflexion a todo
el simpatizante mexica-
no, para que enticndan el
significado y el alcance
que tienen. este tipo de
actitudes, los cuales, in-
evitablemente, hacen que
nos alejemos los unos a
los otros, no poder estar

juntos en una eliminato-

ria, inclusive hasta per-
dernos una competencia
internacional, con todo lo
importante que viene por
delante™, dijo

“Los seguidores mexica-
nos son realmente magnif-
icos a la hora del aliento,
los futbolistas sienten el
apoyo de nuestra gente
y quiero pedirles que se
centren . exclusivamente
en lo que es la seleccion,
en lo que son nuestros ju-
gadores, en el apoyo que
sienten cada vez que el
hincha mexicano se refi-
ere exclusivamente a su
seleccion™, apunto el es-
tratega

_ “Lasarte niega un acto de
indisciplina de sus jugadores”

En horas del mediodia
empez6 a circular un ru-
mor de que al menos seis
futbolistas del selecciona-
do chileno que se encuen-
tra en Brasil, disputando
la Copa América, invita-
ron a mujeres a las habi-
taciones del Gran Hotel
Odara, donde se aloja la
delegacion completa, y a
la espera de que se hicie-
ra oficialla prensa chilena
asegur6 en primera instan-
cia que Martin Lasarte, di-
rector técnico del equipo,
pensaba en renunciar y
castigar a los involucrados
separandolos y envidndo-
los a Chile.

Sin embargo, en conferen-
cia de prensa, el entrena-
dor se mostré tranquilo y
negod los rumores: “Esta-
mos viviendo una situa-
cion que es complicada
para todo el mundo y te-
nemos que hacernos cargo
de dar un ejemplo positi-
vo. La unica situacion de

indisciplina que nos toco
vivir fue a la que hemos
hecho referencia, no es
verdad lo que se dice de
seis jugadores de la selec-
cion”.

Tras negar la acusacion
publica, si hizo referencia
al error de haber dejado
ingresar a un peluquero a
la concentracién, a lo que
hizo también referencia
Claudio Bravo, arugero
del equipo: “Asumimos
que nos equivocamos al
permitirle el ingreso a una
persona que no estaba au-
torizada. Debimos haber
esperado los permisos co-
rrespondientes”

Dias atrés, previo al duelo
ante Bolivia, la Conmebol
denuncio el ingreso de un
peluquero al hotel para
cortar el cabello de Medel
y Vidal, en una accién que
qued6 comprobada luego
de que ambos jugadores
compartieran  imagenes

en plena sesién, por 1o
que fueron multados con
30.000 dolares.

El comunicado sobre el
ingreso del peluguero

La Federacion de Futbol
de Chile y el cuerpo téchi-
co de la Seleccion Chilena
Masculina Adulta, reco-
nocen el incumplimiento
de la burbuja sanitaria de
la delegacion que partici-
pa en la Copa América,
con el ingreso no autori-
zado de un peluquero que,
pese a contar con examen
PCR negativo, no debi6
haber entrado en contacto
con los jugadores. Los in-
volucrados seran sancio-
nados econémicamente.

Lamentamos lo que ge-
nerd esta situacién e in-
formamos que todos los
miembros de la delega-
ciébn arrojaron examen
PCR negativo este sabado
20 de junio.
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Audiencia de Avise y Comentarios
Permiso Preliminar No.: 02771

Este es un aviso para una audiencia de aviso y comentarios sobre el Per-
miso Federal de Operacién Nmero 02771. Durante la audiencia de aviso.
y comentarios, se responderan preguntas informales sobre el Permiso
Federal de Operaci6n y se recibirdn comentarios formales. La Comisién
de Calidad Ambiental de Texas (TCEQ) ha programado la audiencia de
aviso y comentarios sobre esta solicitud y el permiso prefiminar de la
siguiente manera:

Fecha: 29 de Julio de 2021
Hora:  7:00 p.m.

Solicitud y Permise Prelimi Building Materials Investment Corpo-

ration, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-3738, una instalacién

de Fabricacién de Tejas de Asfalto y Materiales de Revestimiento, ha so-

ticitado a la TCEQ una Renovacién del Permiso Federal de Operacién

(en adelante denominado el permiso) No. 02771, Solicitud No. 30975.
para autorizar la operacién de la Planta de Dallas. El 4rea tratada por la;,
solicitud esta ubicada en 2600 Singleton Blvd en Dallas, Condado de Dal=
las, Texas 75212-3738. Esta solicitud fue recibida por la TCEQ el 29 de

julio de 2020.

El Director Ejecutivo de la TCEQ ha completado la revision técnica de
la solicitud y ha preparado un permiso preliminar, El permiso p

si se aprueba, codificard las condiciones bajo las cuales el sitioc debe op-
erar. El Director Ejecutivo de la TCEQ recomienda la emisién del per-
miso preliminar. El propésito de un permiso federal de operacién es
mejorar ¢l cumplimiento general de las reglas que rigen el control de la
contaminacién del aire al enumerar claramente todos los requisitos aplic-
ables, como se define en el Titulo 30 del Cédigo Administrativo de Texas
(30 TAC) § 122.10. El permiso no autorizard nuevas construcciones ni
nuevas emisiones.

Audiencia de Aviso y C ios. La audiencia estaré estr d
para la recepei6n de comentarios orales o escritos por parte de las per-
sonas interesadas. El registro y un periodo de discusi6n informal con los
miembros del personal de la comisién comenzarén durante los primeros.
30 minutos. Durante ¢l periodo de discusion informal, se alienta al
pliblico a hacer preguntas y participar en una discusién abierta con el so-
licitante ¥ el personal de la TCEQ sobre esta solicitud y el permiso pre-
liminar. Las cuestiones planteadas durante este perfodo de discusién solo
se abordarén en'la respuesta formal 2 los comentarios si la cuestién tam-
bién se presenta durante la audiencia. Después de la conclusién del
periodo de discusién informal, la TCEQ llevara a cabo una audiencia de
aviso y ios sobre la solicitud y el permiso preliminar. Las per-
sonas pueden presentar declaraciones orales cuando se les solicite por
orden de registro. Se puede establecer un limite de tiempo de cinco min-
utos en la audiencia para asegurar que se dé suficiente tiempo para que
cada persona interesada hable. El propésito de esta audiencia serd recibir
comentarios pliblicos formales que la TCEQ considerara para determinar
si se debe revisar y / o emitir el permiso y para determinar la exactitud e
integridad del permiso. Cualquier persona puede asistir a esta audiencia
y presentar comentarios escritos u orales. La audiencia se llevard a cabo
de acuerdo con Ia Ley de Aire Limpio de Texas § 382.0561, segiin lo cod-
ificado en el Codigo de Saludey Seguridad de Texas, y 30 TAC § 122.340.

Los miembros del piblico que deseen hacer preguntas o proporcionar co-
mentarios durante la audiencia pueden acceder a la audiencia a través de
un webcast siguiendo este enlace: httpsi/www.gotomeeting.com/
webinar/join-webinar e ingresando el Webinar ID 192-616-739. Se re-
comienda que se una al seminario web y se registre para la audiencia al
menos 15 mi antes de que i 1a audiencia. Se le dar4 la op-
¢i6n de usar el audio de su computadora o usar su teléfono para participar
en el seminario web.

Aquellos sin acceso a Internet pueden llamar al (512) 239-1201 al menos
un dia antes de la audiencia para recibir ayuda para acceder a la audiencia
y participar telefoni Los miembros del pliblico que solo deseen-
escuchar la audiencia pueden Ilamar sin cargo al (415) 655-0060 e ingre-
sar el codigo de acceso 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o patticipar en la reunién en espafiol
pueden liamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el codigo de acceso 9045354,
Para obtener més informacién o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fer-
néndez al (512) 239-2566.

Habré informacién adicional disponible en el calendario de eventos de
la agencia en el siguiente enlace: h
decisions/heari £:]

o sal

Las personas con pacidades que iten adaptaciones
en la audiencia deben liamar a la Oficina del Secretario Principal al 512-
239-3300 o al 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) al menos cinco dms hébiles
antes de la andiencia.

Cualguier persona también puede emviar comentarios por
escrito antes de Ia andiencia a la Comisién de Calidad Ambiental
de Texas, Oficina del Secretaric Principal, MC-105, P.O. Box
13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, o eclectrénicamente en
wwwid.teeq texas.gov/epic/eComment/. Los comentarios escritos
deben incluir (1) su nombre, direccién y nimero de teléfono durante el
dia. v (2) el nimero de permiso preliminar que se enguentra en la parte
superior de este aviso. L

Se enviard por correo un aviso de la accién final propuesta que in-
cluye una respuesta a los comentarios y la identificacién de cualquier

COMISION DE CALIDAD AMBIENTAL DE TEXAS

AVISO DE RECIBO DE LA SOLICITUD Y EL INTENTO DE
OBTENER PERMISO PARA LA CALIDAD DELAGUA
RENOVACION

PERMISO NO. WQ0015411001

SOLICITUD. Johnson County Pipe, Inc., 800 County Road 209,
Alvarado, Texas 76009, ha solicitado a la Comisién de Calidad Ambiental
de Texas (TCEQ) para renovar el Permiso No, WQ0015411001 (EPALD.
No. TX0136646) del Sisterna de Eliminacién de Descargas de Contami-
nantes de Texas (TPDES) para autorizar la descarga de aguas residualed
tratadas en un vol que no sobrepasa un flujo p dio diario de
240,000 galones por dia. La instalacion de tratamiento de aguas residuales
est4 ubicada a aproximadamente 1,600 pies al sur de la interseccion de
County Road 209 y U.S. Highway 67, en el Condado de Johnson, Texas
76009, La ruta de descarga es del sitio de la planta por medio de tuberia
a Fish Spring Branch; después a M in Creek; después a Joe Pool
Lake. La TCEQ recibi6 esta solicitud el dia 20 de abril-de 2021. La
solicitud del permiso est4 disponible para leerla y copiarla en 1a Biblioteca
Publica de Alvarado, 210 North Baugh Street, Alvarado, Texas. Este
enlace a un mapa electrénico de la ubicacién general del sitio o de la
instalacién es proporcionado como una cortesia y no es par’(e de la
sohmtud o del aviso. Para la ubicaci macta Ite la solicitud.

aps.arcgis ) a1
4afbc468bbddd360f81682ﬁ0f&mgxk§
58611%2C32.4 27 =12

AVISO ADICIONAL. El Director Ejecutlvo de la TCEQ ha determi-
nado que la solicitud est4 admini pleta y conducird una
revision técnica de la solicitud. Después de completar ia revision técnica,
¢l Director Ejecutivo puede preparar un borrador del permiso y emitira
una Decmén Preliminar sobre la solicitud. El aviso de la solicitud y la

iminar serén p dos y enviado 2 los que estdnen la
lista de correo de las personas 2 lo largo del condado que desean
recibir los avisos y los que estdn en Ia lista de correo que desean
recibir avisos de esta solicitud. El aviso dar4 la fecha limite para

IRy

fos p

COMENTARIO PUBLICO / REUNION PUBLICA. Usted puede
presentar comentarios pablicos o pedir una reunién piiblica sobre
esta solicitud. El propésito de una réunion publica s dar la oportunidad
de presentar ios o hacer preg acerca de la solicitud. La
TCEQ realiza una reunién ptiblica si el Director Ejecutivo determina que
hay un grado de interés piblico suficiente en la solicitud o si un legisiador
local lo pide. Una reunién publica no es una audiencia administrativa de
lo contencioso.

OPORTUNIDAD DE UNA AUDIENCIA ADMINISTRATIVA DE
LO CONTENCIOSO. Después del plazo para presentar comentarios
péblicos, el Director Ejecutivo considerara todos los tario: apropi-
ados y preparard una resp atodo los tarios plbli
pertinentes, o significativos. A menes que la solicitud haya sido
referida dir a una audiencia administrativa de lo con-
la resp a los rios y la decisién del Director
Ejecutivo sobre la solicitud serdn enviades por correo a todos los que
presentaron un comentario piiblico y a las personas que estin eu la
lista para recibir avisos sobre esta solicitud. Si se recib
ios, el aviso también proveerd instrucciones para pedir una recon-
sideracién de la decisién del Director Ejecutive y para pedlr una

COMISION DE CALIDAD AMBIENTAL DE TEXAS

AVISO DE RECIBO DE LA SOLICITUD Y EL INTENTO DE
OBTENER PERMISO PARA LA CALIDAD DEL AGUA
RENOVACION

PERMISO NO. WQ0014263001
SOLICITUD. Aqua Texas, Inc., 1106 Clayton Lane, Suite 400W, Austin,

Texas 78723, ha solicitado a la Comisién de Calidad Ambiental de Texas
(TCEQ) para renovar el Permiso No. WQ0014263001 (EPA LD. No.

TX0124079) del Si de Eliminacién de Dr de C
de Texas (TPDES) para autorizar la descarga de aguas residuales tratadas
enun vol que no sobrepasa un flujo p dio diario de 225,000 ga-

dal T e

lones por dia. La i de iento de aguas
cas esth ubicada a aproximadamente 2,500 pies al suroeste de la
interseccion de John Day Road y State Highway 114, en el Condado de
Denton, Texas 76262. La ruta de descarga es del sitio de la planta a una
zanja de drenaje sin nombre; después a Elizabeth Creek; después a Den-
ton Creek; después a Grapevine Lake. La TCEQ recibié esta solicitud el
dia 9 de abril de 2021. La solicitud del permiso esté disponible para leerla

y copiarla en la Biblioteca de la Comumdad de Justm, 408 Pafford Av-
enue, Justin, Texas. Este enlace a un mapa electrénico de la ubicacién
general del sitio o de la instalacién es proporcionado como una cortesia
y 1o es parte de la solicitud o del aviso. Para la ubicacién exacta, consulte
la sohcmxd

4a 8 dd360£81 8 50f marke =- 1%2C3 level=

AVISO ADICIONAL. El Director Ejecuuvo de la TCEQ ha determi-
nado que la solicitud est4 administrati te completa y conducird una
revision técnica de la solicitud. Después de completar la revision técnica,

el Director Ejecutivo puede preparar un borrador del permiso y emitird
una Decisién Preliminar sobre la solicitud. El avise de la solicitud y la

COMISION DE CALIDAD AMBIENTAL DE TEXAS

AVISO DE RECIBO DE LA SOLICITUD Y EL INTENTO DE
OBTENER PERMISO PARA LA CALIDAD DEL AGUA
RENOVACION

PERMISO NO. WQ0014143001

SOLICITUD. Aqua Texas, Inc., 1106 Clayton Lane, Suite 400W, Austin,
Texas 78723, ha solicitado a la Comisién de Calidad Ambiental de Texas
(TCEQ) para renovar el Permiso No. WQ0014143001 (EPA LD. No.
TX0120111) del Sistema de Eliminacién de Di s de C i

de Texas (TPDES) para autorizar la descarga de aguas residuales tratadas
en un volumen que no sobrepasa un flujo promedio diario de 450 000 g
lones por dia. La instalacién de i de aguas residual

cas estA ubicada a aproximadamente 2.7 millas al oeste de la interseccién
de Farm-to-Market Road 156 y Farm-to-Market Road 407, en el Condado
de Denton, Texas 76247. La ruta de descarga es del sitio de la planta a
Trail Creek; después a Denton Creek; después a Grapevine Lake. La
TCEQ recibi6 esta solicitud el dfa 9 de abril de 2021. La solicitud del
permiso esté disponible para leerla y copiarla en la Biblioteca de la Co-
munidad de Justin, 408 Pafford Avenue, Justin, Texas. Este enlace a un
mapa electrénico de la ubicacion general del sitio o de la instalacion es
proporcionado como una cortesia y no es parte de la solicitud o del aviso.

Para la ubicacién exacta, Ite la solicitud.
https: .maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index html?id=d|
4 60f8168250f&marker=-97.3426%2C33,0878&level=

AVISO ADICIONAL. El Director E]ecunvo de la TCEQ ha determi-
nado que la solicitud esté admini te completa y conducird una
revisién técnica de la solicitud. Después de completar la revision técnica,
¢l Director Ejecutivo puede preparar un borrador del permiso y emitird
una Decisién Preliminar sobre la solicitud. El avise de la solicitud y la

decisién preli serdn publicados y enviado a los que estén en la
lista de correo de las personas a lo largo del condado que desean .
recibir los avisos y los que estén en la lista de correo que desean
reciblr avisos de esta solicitud. El aviso dard Ia fecha limite para

T

COMENTARIO PUBLICO / REUNION PUBLICA. Usted puede
presentar comentarios piiblicos o pedir una reunién piblica sobre
esta solicitud. Bl propésito de una reunién publica es dar la oportunidad
de presentar comentarios o hacer preguntas acerca de la solicitud. La
TCEQ realiza una reunién piiblica si el Director Ejecutivo determina que
hay un grado de interés piblico suficiente en la solicitud 0 si un leg;slador
local lo pide. Una reunion piiblica no es una audienci a de

decisi6n preliminar ser4n publicados y enviado a los que estin en Ia
lista de correo de'las perseonas a lo large del condado que desean
recibir los avisos'y los que estén en la lista de correo que desean
reclbir avisos de esta solicitud El aviso dar4 la fecha limite para

>

COMENTARIO PUBLICO / REUNION PUBLICA. Usted puede
presentar comentarios pliblicos o pedir una reunién piblica sobre
esta solicitud, El propésito de una reunién publica es dar la oportunidad
dep ios o hacer pregi acerca de la solicitud. La
TCEQ realiza una reunién pblica si el Director Ejecutivo determina que
hay un grado de interés ptblico suficiente enda solicitud o si un legislador
local lo plde Una reunién piiblica no es una audiencia administrativa de
loc 0.

1o contencioso.

OPORTUNIDAD DE UNA AUDIENCIA ADMINISTRATIVA DE

OPORTUNIDAD DE UNA AUDIENCIA ADMINISTRATIVA DE
LO CONTENCIOSO. Después del plazo para presentar comentarios

LO CONTENCIOSO. Después del plazo para p io (iblicos, el Director Ejecutivo consideraré todos los comentarios apropi-
pliblicos, el Director Ejecutivo id todos los ios apropi~ ados y preparard una resp atodo los ios piiblicos ial
ados y prep una resp atodo los ios plibli perti o significativos. A menos que 1a solicitud haya side
pertinentes, o significativos. A menos que ln solicitud haya sido ret‘erlda a una audi ativa de lo con-
referida direct: te a una aud ativa de lo con- i lar a los rios y la decisién del Di

tenci la resp aleos jos y la decisién del Director
Ejecutivo sobre la solicitud serdn enviados por correo a todos los que
on un tario péiblico y a las personas que estdn en la

lista para recibir avisos sobre esta solicitud. Sise recib
ios, el aviso también proveerd instrucciones para pedir una recon-
sideracién de Ia decisién del Director Ejecutivo y para ped.lr una

dienci: istrativa de lo contenci Una audi
trativa de lo i dimiento legal similar a un proced-
imiento legal civil en un mbunal de distrito del estado.

PARA PEDIR UNA AUDIENCIA ADMINISTRATIVA DE LO CON-
TENCIOSO, USTED DEBE INCLUIR EN SU PEDIDO LOS SIGU-
IENTES DATOS: su nombre; direccién; teléfono; nombre del
solicitante y niimero del permiso propuesto; la ubicacién y Ia distan-
cia de su propiedad/actividad con respecto a la instalacién propuesta;
una deseripeién especifica de Ia forma cémo usted seria afectado ad-
ver por la instalacién de una manera no comiin al piiblico
en general; una lista de todes los temas en disputa de hecho que usted
presenté durante el periodo de comentarios, y la declaracién
"[Yo/nosotros] solicito/solici un/a audienci ativa de
lo contencioso”. Si presenta por parte de un grupo o asociatién el
pedido para una audiencia administrativa de lo contencioso, debe
identificar al representante del grupo para recibir correspondencia
en el futuro; debe identificar un miembro del grupe con nombre y la
direccion fisica que serfa afectado adver te por 1a instalacién o
1a actividad propuesta; debe proveer la informacién ya indicada an-
teriormente con respecto a ls ubicacién del miembro afectado y la
di ia de la instalacién o actividad propuesta; debe icar como
y porqué el miembro seria afectado y como los intereses que el grupe
desea proteger son pertinentes al propésito del grupo.

Después del cierre de los periodos para los pedidos y comentarios, el Di-
rector Bjecutivo enviaré la solicitud y los pedidos para ideracién o
por una audiencia administrativa de lo ioso a los Comisionado:
de la TCEQ para su consideracién en yna reunién programada de la
Comisién,

La Comisién s6lo otorgaré una audiencia administrativa de lo contencioso
sobre los asuntos que fueron presentados antes del plazo de vencimiento
y que no fueron retirados posteriormente. Si se otorga una aundiencia,
el tema de la audiencia estara limitada a hechos reales disputados o

cambio en el permise preliminar a todos los que pr
tarios escrites y/o solicitudes de audiencia, asistieron a la audiencia
o solicitaron estar en Ia lista de correo para esta solicitud. Este envio
también proporcionar4 instrucciones para peticiones pblicas 2 la Agencia
de Proteccién Ambiental de los Estados Unidos (EPA) para solicitar que
1a EPA se oponga a la emision del permiso propuesto. Después de recibir
una peticion, la EPA solo puede objetar la emision de us permiso que no
cumpla con los requisitos aplicables o los requisitos de 30 TAC Capitulo
122

Lista de correo. Ademss de enviar comentarios piblicos, una persona
puede solicitar ser incluida en una lista de correo para esta solicitud en-
viando una solicitud a la Oficina del Secretario Principal de la TCEQ a
Ia direccién anterior. Aquellos en la lista de correo recibirdn copias de los
avisos ptblicos futuros (si los hubiera) enviados por el Secretario Princi-
pal para esta solicitud.

Informacién. Para obtener informacion adicional sobre esta solicitud de
permiso o el proceso de permisos, comuniquese con la Comision de Cal-*
idad Ambiental de Texas, Programa de Educacién Publica, MC-108, P.O.
Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087 o sin cargo al 1-800-687-4040.
Puede encontrar informacién general sobre la TCEQ en
www.tceq.texas.gov. Si desea informacién en espafiol, puede llamar al
1-800-687-4040. i

“También se puede obtener mas informacién de Building Materials Invest-
ment Corporation llamando a Kevin Bush, Ingeniero Ambiental al (972)
872:2325.

Fecha de Emision de Aviso: 4 de junio de 2021

EEUU dice fue las
restricciones
tle viaje
“siguen vigentes”enla

frontera: a quiénes afecta
y fuiénes pueden viajar

Ahoras de finalizar el cierre de las fronteras
decretado el afio pasado por el coronavi-
rus, la Patrulla Fronteriza dijo que la prohi-
bicién a viajes no esenciales sigue vigente,
pero esta vez no hay fecha de término. Esta

semana altos funcionarios de los gobiernos .

de Washington y México acordaron agili-
zar trabajos para reabrirla paulatinamente
a medida que avanza el control de la pan-
demia. Canad4, mientras tanto, extendio el
cierre hasta el 21 de julio.
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dienci inistrativa de lo i Una
trativa de lo ioso es un procedimi legal similar a un proced-
imiento legal civil en un tribunal de distrito del estado.

PARA PEDIR UNA AUDIENCIA ADMINISTRATIVA DE LO CON-
TENCIOSO, USTED DEBE INCLUIR EN SU PEDIDO LOS SIGU-
IENTES DATOS: su nombre; direccién; teléfono; nombre del
solicitante y néimero del permiso propuesto; Ia ubicacién y 1a distan-
cia de su propiedad/actividad con respecto a la instalacién prop

una descripcién especifica de la forma cémo usted seria afectado ad-

Ejecutivo sobre la solicitud ser4n enviados por correo a todos los que
presentaron un comentario piiblico y a Ias personas que estén en la
lista para recibir avisos sobre esta solicitud. Si se reciben comentar-
ios, el aviso también proyeers instrucciones para pedir una recon-
sideracién de la decisién del Director Ejecutivo y para pedir una
dienci istrativa de lo i Una audi

trativa de lo cc i0so es un procedimi legal similar a un proced-
imiento legal civil en un tribunal de distrito del estado.

PARA PEDIR UNA AUDIENCIA ADMINISTRATIVA DE LO CON-
TENCIOSO, USTED DEBE INCLUIR EN SU PEDIDO LOS SIGU-
IENTES DATOS: su nombre; direccién; teléfono; nombre del
solicitante y néimero del permiso propuesto; Ia ubicacién y la distan-
cia de su propiedad/actividad con respecto a la instalacién propuesta;
una descripcién especifica de la forma cémo usted seria afectado ad-

ver te por la instalacién de una manera no comiin al piblico
en general; una lista de todos los temas en disputa de hecho que usted
present6 duramte el penodo de comentarios, y la declaracién
"[Yo/nosotros] solicito/solicitamos un/a audiencia administrativa de
lo contencioso". Si presenta por parte de un grupo o asociacién el
pedido para una audiencia administrativa de lo contencioso, debe
identificar al representante del grupo para recibir correspondencia
en el future; debe identificar un miembro del grupo con nombre y la

ver te por la instalacién de una manera no comiin al piblico
en general; una lista de todos los temas en disputa de hecho que usted
presenté durante el periode de comentarios, y la declaracién
[ Yo/nosotres| solicito/solicit: un/a audiencia administrativa de
lo contencioso”. Si presenta por parte de un grupo o asociacién el
pedide para una audiencia administrativa de lo contenci debe
identificar al representante del grupo para recibir correspondencia
en el futuro; debe identificar un miembro del grupo con nombre y la

. i IO direccién fisica que serfa afectado adver te por la instalacién o
direccién fisica que seria RGVER porla 9 la actividad propuesta; debe proveer la informacién ya indicada an-
Ia actividad propuesta; debe proveer la informacién ya indicada an- teriormente con {0 a la ubicacién del miembro afectado y Ia
teriormente con respecto a la ubicacién del miemk fectado y la distancia de In instalacion o actividad propuesta; debe explicar come

di ia de Ia instalacién o actividad prop debe explicar como
y perqué el miembro seria afectado y como los intereses que el grupo
desea proteger son pertinentes al propésito del grapo.

Después del cierre de los periodos para los pedidos y comentarios, el D:.-
rector Ejecutivo enviaré la solicitud y los pedidos para id o
por una audiencia administrativa de lo ioso a los Comisionado

de la TCEQ para su consideracién en una reunion programada de la
Comisién.

La Comisi6n sélo otorgaré una audiencia administrativa de lo centencioso
sobre los asuntos que fueron presentados antes del plazo de vencimiento
y que no fueron retirados posteriormente. Si se otorga una audiencis,
¢l tema de Ia audiencia estar4 limitada a hechos reales disputados o

y porqué el miembro seria afectado y como los intereses que el grupo
desea proteger son pertinentes al propdsito del grupo.

Después del cierre de los periodos para los pedidos y comentarios, el Di-
rector Ejecutivo enviara la solicitud y los pedidos para reconsideracion o
por una audiencia administrativa de lo cc ioso a los Cc d
de la TCEQ para su consideracién en una reunién programada de la
Comisi6n.

La Comisién s6lo otorgar una audiencia administrativa de lo ¢

sobre los asuntos que fueron presentados antes del plazo de vencimiento
¥ que no fueron retirados posteriormente. Si se otorga una audiencia,
el tema de Ia audiencia estard limitada a hechos reales disputados o

pregi mixtas de hecho y derecho relacionadas a las pr p

ciones relevantes y materiales de calidad del agua pr das du-

rante el periodo de comentarios. Si ciertos criterios se cumplen, la

TCEQ puede actnar sobre una solicitud para renovar un permisoe

pam descargar aguas residuales sin proveer una opertunidad de una
istrativa de lo contenci

LISTADE CORREO 51 somete comentarios piblicos, un pedido para
una audi administrativa de lo ioso o una ideracién de
la decision del Director'Ejecutivo, serd puesto a la lista de correo de esta
solicitud especifica para recibir futuros avisos publicos enviados por la
Oficina del Secretario Principal. Ademds, puede pedir que se ponga su
~nombre en: (1) Ia lista de correo permanente para recibir los avisos del
solicitante indicado por nombre y nimero del permiso especifico; y/o (2)
1a lista de correo de un condado especifico. Si desea que se agregue su

pr tas mixtas de hecho y derecho relacionadas a las preocupa-

ciones relevantes y materiales de calidad del agua presentadas du-

rante el periodo de comentarios. $i ciertos criterios se cumplen, la

TCEQ puede actuar sobre una solicitud para renovar un permiso

paru descargar agnas residuales sin proveer una cportunidad de una
inistrativa de lo contenci

LISTA I)E CORREO 51 somete comentarios pablicos, un pedxdo para
una iva de lo i0so o una id on de
la decisi6n del Director Ejecutivo, seré puesto a la lista de correo de esta
solicitud especifica para recibir futuros avisos piblicos enviados por la
Oficina del Secretario Principal. Ademds, puede pedir que se ponga su
nombre en: (1) Ia lista de correo permanente para recibir los avisos del
solicitante indicado por nombre y némero del permiso especifico; y/o (2)
la lista de correo de un condado especifico. Si desea que se agregue su

nombre a la lista de correo per y/o del condado, ci de-
signe oual lista(s) y envie por correo su pedido a la Oficina de la Secre-
tario Principal de Ja TCEQ a la direccién més abajo.

INFORMACION DISPONIBLE EN LINEA. Para detalles sobre el es-
tado de la solicitud, visite la Base de Datos Integrada de los Comisionados

" en www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/cid. Busque en la base de datos usando el
numero de permiso sobre esta solicitud, el cual es proveido al comienzo
de este aviso.

CONTACTOS E INFORMACION DE LA AGENCIA. Los comen-
tarios piblicos y los psdidos deben ser presentados electronicamente al
hitps://wwwi4.teeq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/, o por escrito a la
Comisién de Calidad Ambiental de Texas, Oficina del Secretario Princi-
pal (Office of Chief Clerk), MC-105, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, TX 787 11-
3087. Favor de estar consciente que cualqmer informaci6n da contacto
que provea, incluyendo su b de teléfi correo elec-
trénico y su direccién postal vendrén a formar parte del registro piiblico
de 1a agencia. Si necesita més informacién sobre esta solicitud para un
permiso o el proceso del permiso, por favor llame a El Programa de Ed-
ucacién Pablica de la TCEQ, sin cobro, al 1-800-687-4040 o visite su
'sitio Web en www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/pep. Si desea informacién en Es-
paiiol, puede [lamar al 1-800-687-4040.

También se puede obtener informacién adicional en Johnson County
Pipe, Inc. a la direccién indicada arriba o 11 do al Sr. Mario Olmos
al 817-471-6390.

Fecha de emisi6n: 24 de mayo de 2021

nombre a la lista de correo permanente y/o del condado, claramente de-
signe cual lista(s) y envie por correo su pedido a la Oficina de la Secre-
tario Principal de la TCEQ a la direccién més abajo.

INFORMACION DISPONIBLE EN LINEA. Para detalles sobre el es-

tado de la solicitud, visite la Base de Datos Integrada de los Comisionado:
en www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/cid. Busque en la base de datos usando el
nvimero de permiso sobre esta solicitud, el cual es p; do al

de este aviso.

CONTACTOS E INFORMACION DE LAAGENCIA. Los comen-
tarios plblicos y los pedidos deben ser p d al

https://www]4.tceg. ggg gov/epic/eComment/, o por escrito a la
Comisién de Calidad Ambiental de Texas, Oficina del Secretario Princi-
pal (Office of Chief Clerk), MC-105, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, TX 78711-
3087. Favor de estar consciente que cualquier informacién de’contacto
que provea, incluyendo su nombre, niimero de teléfono, correo elec-
trénico y su direccion postal vendran a formar parte del registro piblico
de la agencia. Si necesita mas informacién sobre esta solicitud para un
permiso o el proceso del permiso, por favor Hame a El Programa de Ed-
ucacién Publica de la TCEQ, sin cobro, al 1-800-687-4040 o visite su
sitio web en www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/pep. Si desea informacién en Es-
pafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

También se puede obtener informacion adicional en Aqua Texas, Inc. a
la direcci6n indicada arriba o llamando al Sr. Abel Bautista al 281-651-
0174, extensién 54119.

Fecha de emisi6n: 19 de mayo de 2021

p tas mixtas de heche y dereche relacionadas a las p p

ciones relevantes y materiales de calidad del agua presentadas du-

rante el periodo de comentarios. Si ciertos criterios se cumplen, la

TCEQ puede actuar sobre una solicitud para renovar un permiso

para ducargar aguas residuales sin proveer una oportunidad de una
dienci: inistrativa de lo

LISTADE CORREO Si somete comentarios ptiblicos, un pedido para
una audi inistrativa de lo i0so o una reconsideracién de
la decisién del Director Ejecutivo, serd puesto a la lista de correo de esta
solicitud especifica para recibir futuros avisos publicos enviados por la
Oficina del Secretario Principal. Ademds, puede pedir que se ponga su
nombre en: (1) Iz lista de correo permanente para recibir los avisos del
solicitante indicado por nombre y niimero del permiso especifico; y/o (2)
la lista de correo de un condado especifico. Si desea que se agregue su
nombre a la lista de correo permanente y/o del condado, claramente de-
signe cual lista(s) y envie por correo su pedido a la Oficina de la Secre-
tario Principal de la TCEQ a la direccién més abajo.

INFORMACION DISPONIBLE EN LINEA. Para detallés sobre el es-
tado de la solicitud, visite la Base de Datos Integrada de los Comisionados
en www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/cid. Busque en la base de datos usando el
némero de permiso sobre esta solicitud, el cual es proveido al comienzo
de este aviso.

CONTACTOS E INFORMACION DE LA AGENCIA. Los comen-
tarios publicos y los pedidos deben ser presentados electrénicamente al

ttps:// 4.tceq. v/epicl nt/, 0 por escrito a la
Comisién de Calidad Ambiental de Texas, Oficina del Secretario Princi-
pal (Office of Chief Clerk), MC-105, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, TX 78711~
3087. Favor de estar consciente que cualqu.ler informaci6n de contacto
que provea, incluyendo su de teléfi correo elec-
trénico y su direccién postal vendrén a formar parte del registro piiblico
de la agencia. Si necesita més informacion sobre esta solicitud para un
permiso o el proceso del permiso, por favor llame 2 El Programa de Ed-
ucacién Piblica de la TCEQ, sin cobro, al 1-800-687-4040 o visite su
sitio web en www.tceq.texas.gov/goto/pep. Si desea informacién en Es-
pafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

También se puede obtener informacion adicional en Aqua Texas, Inc. a
la direccion indicada arriba o llamando al Sr. Abel Bautista al 281-651-
0174, Extensién 54119,

Fecha de emisién: 17 de mayo de 2021

Tres dias antes del vencimiento del cierre
de las fronteras con México y Canada a
viajes no esenciales, la Oficina de Adua-
nas y Control Fronterizo (CBP) anunci6
que las medidas de salud publica decre-
tadas el afio pasado por la pandemia del
coronavirus “siguen vigentes”.

La agencia federal dijo en su cuenta de la
red social Twitter que “la restriccion tem-
poral de viajes no esenciales a través de
los puertos de entrada terrestres d¢ EEUU

sigue vigente”.

El anuncio agrega que “los viajes esencia-
les y el comercio continan sin impedi-

" mentos”.

A QUIEN AFECTA Y A QUIEN NO
De acuerdo con el anuncio, las restriccio-
nes de viaje impactan:

A QUIENES AFECTA
La orden limita y suspende la entrada a Es-
tados Unidos de aquellos extranjeros que:

» Estan fuera de los Estados Unidos duran-
te la fecha de vigencia de la proclama;

* No tienen una visa de inmigrante que sea
valida en la fecha de vigencia de la prohi-

=

bicion;

» No tengan un documento de viaje oficial
que no sea una visa (como una carta de
transporte, una hoja de embarque adecua-
da o un documento de permiso de entrada
anticipado) que sea vélido durante la fecha
de vigencia de esta proclamacion o emitido
en cualquier fecha posterior que permita a
él o ella viajar a Estados Unidos y buscar

la entrada o admision al pais.

QUIENES ESTAN EXENTOS
La orden no aplica a:

» Residentes legales permanentes;

« Cualquier extranjero que desee ingre-
sar a Estados Unidos con una visa de in-
migrante como médico, enfermero u otro
profesional de la salud, para realizar inves-
tigaciones médicas u otras investigaciones
destinadas a combatir la propagacion de
covid-19 o para realizar un trabajo esen-
cial para combatir, recuperarse o aliviar
los efectos del brote de covoid-19, segun
lo determine el Secretario de Estado, el Se-
cretario de Seguridad Nacional o sus res-
pectivos designados; y cualquier conyuge
e hijos solteros menores de 21 afios de
cualquier extranjero que esté acompafian-

KRR R A KNSR SRR OAS SRS KRN KD A RAR K AR R S SO KPS DI OXO R R XIS A SRS RAIXIABRS PANES KK SRR CRASEORORER RS XS RORTOT AT AT O N KA KA O 22 HW R OTS

do o siguiendo para unirse al extranjero;

» Cualquier extranjero que sea conyuge de
un ciudadano de los Estados Unidos;

Cualquier extranjero menor de 21 afios
y que sea hijo de un ciudadano de Estados
Unidos, 0 que sea un posible hijo adopta-
do que intente ingresar a Estados Unidos
de conformidad con las clasificaciones de
visa IR-4 o IH-4;

o Te invitamos a leer mas en
WWww.univision.com
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SURGEON GENERAL'S WARNING: Smoking -
By Pregnant Women May Result in Fetal
Injury, Premature Birth, And Low Birth Weight.
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Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.:02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number 02771. During the nofice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing regard-
ing this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Bivd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the applicafion and prepared a draft permit. The draft
permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director recommends
issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with the rules
governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas Administrative
Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a nofice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the Texas
Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeefing.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. It is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the opion to use your computer audio or to use your phone for parficipafing in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing the
hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, foll free,
(415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunidn en espaiiol pueden llamar ol 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mds informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Ferndndez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link: https://www.tceq.texas.
gov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmen-
tal Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. 0. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at
www14.1ceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this nofice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to
the draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests,
attended the hearing, or requested fo be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide
instructions for public petitions fo the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the
issuance of the proposed permit. Affer receiving a petifion, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is
not in compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask fo be placed on a mailing list for this applico-

tion by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk af the address above. Those on the mailing list will receive
copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please confact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.0. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 768711-3087

or foll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found af www.iceq.fexas.gov. Si desea
informacion en Espaiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush, Environ-
mental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021
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Auto/Truck

527
Public Notices

CASH FOR CARS! We buy all
cars! Junk, high-end, totaled -
it doesn't matter! Get free
towing and same day cash!
NEWER MODELS too! Call
866-535-9689 (AAN CAN)

Community Events
Automotive Services

Legal Sarvices
Pubiic Notices

Adoptions
Trave¥Getaways

530
Misc. Services

DISH TV $64.99 For 190 Chan-
nels + $14.95 High Speed Inter-
net. Free Installation, Smart HD
DVR Included, Free Voice Re-
mote. Some restrictions apply.
Promo Expires 7/21/21.
1-855-380-2501

EARN YOUR HS DIPLOMA TODAY
For more info call
1.800.470.4723 Or visit our
website:
www.diplomaathome.com

520
Financial Services

ARE YOU BEHIND $10k OR
MORE ON YOUR TAXES? Stop
wage & bank levies, liens &
audits, unfiled tax returns,
payroll issues, & resolve tax
debt FAST. Call 855-955-0702
(Hours: Mon-Fri 7am-5pm PST)
(AAN CAN)

HughesNet Satellite Internet -
Finally, no hard data limits! Call
Today for speeds up to
25mbps as low as $59.99/mo!
S$75 gift card, terms apply.
1-844-416-7147 (AAN CAN)

Never Pay For Covered Home
Repairs Again! Complete Care
Home Warranty COVERS ALL
MAJOR SYSTEMS AND APPLI-
ANCES. 30 DAY RISK FREE
200.00 OFF + 2 FREE Months!
1-877-673-0511 | Hours Mon-
Thu, Sun: 9:30 am to 8:00 I:)m
Fri: 9:30 am to 2:00 pm (al
times Eastern) (AAN CAN)

SAVE UP TO 80% ON YOUR
MEDICATION. Eliquis, Xarelto,
Viagra, Cialis and more. Li-
censed and Certified. Lowest
Price Guaranteed. Call
855-750-1612 and get free
shipping on your first order.
(Open M-F) (AAN CAN)

Still paying too much for your
MEDICATION? Save up to 90%
on RX refill! Order today and
receive free shipping on 1st
order - prescription required.
Call 1-855-750-1612 (AAN CAN)

DONATE YOUR CAR TO KIDS.
Your donation helps fund the
search for missing children.
Accepting Trucks, Motorcycles
& RV’s , too! Fast Free Pickup
- Running or Not - 24 Hour Re-
sponse - Maximum Tax Dona-
Eign ~ Call 877-266-0681 (AAN
N)

110
Computer/Tech/Engineer

SR. ENGR, FULL STACK DVLPR
sought by Harman Profes-
sional, Inc. in Richardson, TX
Dmstc trvl 5% for crdtn w/
Harman groups. Apply
jobpostingtoday.com # 14401.

530
Misc. Services

4G LTE Home Internet Now
Available! Get GotW3 with light-
ning fast speeds plus take your
service with you when you
travel! As low as $109.99/mo!
1-888-519-0171 (AAN CAN)

BECOME A PUBLISHED AUTHOR!

We edit, print and distribute
your work internationally. We
do the work... You reap the
Rewards! Call for a FREE
Author’s Submission Kit:
844-511-1836. (AAN CAN)

Cable Price Increase Again?
Switch To DIRECTV & Save + get
a $100 visa gift card! Get More
Channels For Less Money. Re-
strictions apply. Call Now!
877-693-0625 (AAN.CAN)
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527
Public Notices

PUBLIC NOTICE

Correction and Public Notice
of Ethnicity and Race identifi-
cation of Indian American &
White with the following
names listed: Nicole Renise
Corbin, Torianna Renae Spell-
man, Dershay Elon Williams,
Delaun Ayanne Williams, Keyon
Armon Corbin,Billy Denell Da-
vis, Avrial Dawn Evans, Erica
Marie Evans, Shanay Yolander
Evans, Falareo Isaiah Robinson,
AuBreyon Ve'Osjahne Dawn
Woodley, Aalishay Tahj Dawn
Woodley, Ashalyn Dawn
Woodley, Javay Dewayne
Woods, Billy D Davis,

SOFTWARE DEVELOPER

5 yrs. exp. eng. and run SAP in-
frastructure, dvlp. unix scripts
for SAP PI/PO. BS deg. and
travel to unanticipated client
locations throughout the U.S
req'd. EPSoft Technologies,
LLC, 2727 LBJ Fwy:. Suite 930,
Farmers Branch, TX 75234

SAP ANALYST
Perform SAP configurations,
manage all phases of the
project. MS deg. & travel to
unanticipated dlient locations
throughout the U.S. req'd
Mail resume: Silverxis, Inc.; 305
Cimarron Trail, Ste. 100, Irving,
75063,

JAVA DEVELOPER Il

5 yrs. exp. design, architect,
create solutions, deploy dvip
code. BS deg and travel to
unanticipated client locations
across U.S. req'd. Mail Resume:
AppsTek, Inc., 5055 Keller
Springs Rd., Suite #150,
Addison, TX 75001

SR PRINCIPAL ENGINEER,
SOLUTION ARCHITECT

Sirius XM Connected Vehicle
Services Inc. (Irving, TX) seeks
Sr Principal Engineer, Solution
Architect to dsgn, dvip, test,

& eval ntwrk layer cmponents
of Sirius XM's IT sol'ns incl

but not Itd to LAN, WAN,
Internet & Intranets, & othr
data commnc’'n engg chnnels
& systms. Anlyze biz reqs to
dvip tchnd ntwrk sol'ns & their
frmewrk & write functl reqs/
specs docs. Ensre E2E sol'ns
are prprly dsgnd & impimtd.
Dsgn data commnc’ns systms.
Prfm ntwrk moding, anlys &
planng. Dvip tchnigy roadmps,
test plans, impimt’n plans, &
prict timelines. Anlyze, engnr,
& excute sftwre func’ns. Mnge
tchnigy vendrs, & assess

vendr dvipmt/test stratgies.
Determne prdct dirct'n, & stay
abreast of dvipmts in tchnlgy
infrstrctres & how they impct
& drve cmpetitors. Regs Bach
in CompsSci or Comp Systms
Engg +7yrs exp in offrd pos

or In comp ntwrk archtct pos
All reqd exp must've incld
dsgng, dvipg, testg, & maintng
tchnel ntwrk sol'ns & their
frmewrk w/ focus on Irge-scle
IP-based ntwrks; wrkng on
tradit’l on-prem & hybrd (AWS)
cloud dvipmt on hosted &
publc systms; & srvng as tchncl
lead & advisor, dfining ntwrk
stndrds & mthdlgs to engg
teams for dvipmt of innovtve
& imprvd biz perfmnce sol'ns,
incl infrstrctre dsgn for Irge-
scle distrbtd systms. Must be
certfd as AWS Solut'ns Archtct,
Meraki Ntwrk Oprator, ITIL v3
Foundat'ns, & Cisco Ntwrk
Associate. Apply online at www.
siriusxm.com/careers

day
4343 Sngma Rd Suite 600 Dallas, TX

75+ Readers, Vendors, Wellness Practitioners.
Admission $5. Readmgs $25 /15 minutes

COMIC BOOKS WANTED!!!
Comic Books, Baseball Cards, Sports
Memorabilia & Much More! Top $$$ paid!
Call Bill at 972-539-9190.

DallasObserver.com

APPLICATION DEVELOPMENT
& SUPPORT ENGINEER I
(RICHARDSON, TX)

Conduent Business Services
seeks: Application Development
& Support Engineer I, Req.
Bachelor’s in Electronic Engr,
EE, CS, or IT & 3 yrs of exp with
COBOL programing, testing
and implementation. Must be
willing to work anywhere in
the U.S. Mail resume with Ref
#J1478943 to Megan Verona

at 1702 N Collins Blvd, Ste 260,
Richardson, TX 75080. EOE.

SOFTWARE DEVELOPER
Analyze business requirements,
provide public software
systems, write unit tests, build
and deploy front-end code us-
ing Gulp and Webpack. MS deg
req'd. Mail resume: Insubuy,
Inc., 4200 Mapleshade Ln., Suite
200, Plano, Texas 75093

PRODUCT ANALYST

Safe Dept. Drive new product
development. Analyze data
gathered and develop solu-
tions or alternative methods of
proceeding. Bachelor’s degree
in Business Administration/
Management or Engineering
and one year experience
working in a management
position in a company that
manufactures or sells com-
mercial safes. Mail your resume
to HR, Rolland Safe & Lock Co
3140 Towerwood Drive, Dallas,
TX 75234

PRODUCT SOFTWARE
ENGINEER Ilt

Wolters Kluwer United States,
Inc. seeks Product Software
Engineer lil in Coppell, TX

to implement cloud-based
systems, RESTful APIs, user
interface components and web
pages. Apply at
www_jobpostingtoday.com
Ref #86506

140
Financial/Accounting

FINANCIAL ADVISOR

Palmer & Associates seeks
Financial Advisor. Send resume
to 3610 Shire Blvd., #212,
Richardson, TX 75082. No
phone calls

STAFF ACCOUNTANT
Entercoms, Inc. seeks a “Staff
Accountant.” Employer is a
digital technology and service
company. Headquarters: Irving,
Texas. Staff Accountant works
from the company headquar-
ters. BS in accounting. Send
resume via email to emilia.
cummings@

entercoms.com with “Staff
Accountant” in the subject
line. EO.E

145
Management/Professional

OPERATIONS RESEARCH
MANAGER

(Wylie, TX). Provide analysis
&assessment of integrated
data; support a broad range of
analysis functions to identify
capabilities gaps & inconsisten-
cies & provide recommenda-
tions & solutions; formulate &
apply mathematical modeling
methods; analyze info
obtained from involved par-
ties, customers, & databases
to conceptualize & define
operational problems; evaluate
the costs & benefits of alterna-
tive solutions or approaches;
deliver effective presentations
of findings & recommenda-
tions & create visual displays of
quantitative info. Master’s deg.
in Operations Research, any
Engg, or Math + 24 mths F/T
exp in the job, or as structural
dsanr req’d; M-F, 40 hrs/wk;
Send resumes (by mail only) to
Mustafa Cirit, Origin Homes,
Inc., 114 Regency Dr., Wylie,

TX 75098.

MANAGER, PRODUCT
LIFECYCLE MANAGEMENT
Peloton Interactive, Inc. in
Plano, TX: Collab w operations,
eng & product dev teams to
analyze product lifecycle mgmt
(PLM) process rgrmnts to
improve dev of sftwr

systems. May telecommute
from any location within the
U.S. Resume to christina.ellis@
onepeloton.com.

Job code 49134.00074

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

ANALYST SENIOR

Uob Code: EH0925) sought

by Experian Information Solu-
tions, Inc. in Allen, TX. Oversee
conferencing scheduhng and
call management service. 3 yrs
exp. Apply by email at
recruitment@experian.com
(Reference Job Code)

REAL ESTATE SR ASSOC.
Labora Group, Inc. seeks Real
Estate Sr Assoc. in Dallas, Texas
to assist w/ daily operations of
constr’'n projects & mgmt of
existing real estate portfolio

in accordance w/ policies,
goals, & objectives. Req'mnts:
Master’s or foreign equiv in
Bus. Admin, Econ., Finance,
or rel. field & 1 yr of exp in
job offered or rel. occupation:
managing properties; utilizing
softw incl Propertyware &
NetSuite Softw Systs; utilizing
Microsoft Project & Excel to
dvip project schedules & man-
age project budget; advising in
comm’l & residential property
investments; liaising w/ clients
incl meeting w/ tenants to
quide tenants thru lease,
tenant constr’'n improvement,
& property mgmt processes.
Submit resume to Mark Leden-
bach, Labora Group, Inc., 400
S. Record St, Ste 1600, Dallas,
TX 75202 & indicate job code
DY05112021D0.

150
Medical/Dental/Health

ASSOCIATE VETERINARIANS
A Caring Doctor (Texas), P.C
(dba Banfield Pet Hospital) is
hiring Associate Veterinarians
in the Dallas-Fort Worth-
Arlington, Texas metro area.
DUTIES: Diagnose, treat and
control diseases and injuries
in pets; perform surgery on
pets; prescribe and administer
drugs and vaccines. Lead vet-
erinary hospital team through
daily schedule / caseload and
delegate tasks. Deliver highest
quality veterinary care and
exceptional client experience.
MIN. RQMTS: Client needs &
work volume may require 40+
hrs./week to complete es-
sential duties. Requires working
weekends & evenings. TRAVEL:
May be asked to cover shifts
as needed for Associate Vet-
erinarians on PTO at Banfield
hospitals owned and operated
by A Caring Doctor (Texas),
P.C. (dba Banfield Pet Hospital)
located within same MSA/area
of intended employment; such
coverage involves local travel
within MSA. Annual domestic
travel for vendor visits and as-
sociate education also required.
DVM (or foreign equivalent) &
TX veterinary license, Qualified
applicants interested in the
sition can apply at https://
anfield.
taleo.net/careersection/9/job-
detail fti?lang=en&job=
00100V2P or by email to
Bethany.Seegert
@banfield.com

185
Miscellaneous Job

ADVERTISING COPY WRITER
F/T: Write clear, persuasive &
original copy to promote the
sales & marketing of products.
BA in Critical Languages,
English, Comm or related. Re-
sume: Airland Inc @ 3310 Keller
Springs Rd #120, Carroliton,

TX 75006
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Consultants
12700 Park Central Dr, Ste 2100, Dallas, TX 75251 / P 800.229.6655 / P 972.661.8100 / F 972.385.9203 / trinityconsultants.com
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July 7, 2021 =t
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality > -
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105 m
Attn: Notice Team y
P.O. Box 13087 -
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 .
S 2
RE: Public Notice and Comment Hearing Requirements — Proof of Publication and Affidavit Forms “~ £

Title V Permit Number: 0-2771
Building Materials Corporation of America. — Dallas Plant — Dallas County
CN 602717464, RN 100788959

To Whom It May Concern:

Building Materials Corporation of America doing business as GAF Materials Corporation (GAF) owns and
operates an existing asphalt roofing production facility in Dallas, Texas (Dallas Plant). The Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) Account No. for the Dallas Plant is DB-0378-S. The Plant
operates under Title V Operating Permit No. O-2771 issued on June 6, 2018.

GAF submitted a Title V Operating Permit renewal application on October 10, 2019. Due to a hearing
request received during the public comment period, TCEQ scheduled a notice and comment hearing. In
accordance with the guidance package received from the TCEQ on June 4, 2021, GAF has completed the
following:

e Published a formal public notice in the following newspapers circulated in Dallas, Dallas County:
o The Dallas Observer (English) on June 17, 2021
o LaPrensa de la Comunidad (Spanish) on June 22, 2021
e A copy of the complete Title V renewal application, including subsequent revisions, statement of
basis, and the draft permit are available online at www.Publicnotice.live/TCEQ-PN.pdf, for public
viewing and copying, beginning January 21, 2021
e Signs posted at the Dallas Plant on January 21, 2021 are kept in place

The Dallas Plant is required to submit the original newspaper clippings showing the publication date and
newspaper names to the TCEQ within 10 business days after the date of publication. The Dallas Plant is also
required to submit the original affidavit of publication for air permitting and alternative language affidavit of
publication to the TCEQ within 30 calendar days after the date of publication. As such, on behalf of GAF,
Trinity is submitting the original newspaper clippings showing publication date and newspaper names in
English and Spanish languages as well as the affidavit forms.

Photocopies of these submittals are being mailed to the following, per the Instructions for Public Notice:

HEADQUARTERS
12700 Park Central Dr, Ste 2100, Dallas, TX 75251 / P 800.229.6655 / P 972.661.8100 / F 972.385.9203
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TCEQ - Page 2

July 7, 2021

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Air Section Manager Office of Air

Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office Air Permits Division, MC-163

2309 Gravel Drive Mr. Alfredo Mendoza

Fort Worth, Texas 76118-6951 Building C, Third Floor

12100 Park 35 Circle
Austin, Texas 78753-1808

Mr. Jesus Rodriguez, City of Dallas (electronic
copy)

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (504) 343-4593 or Mr. Kevin Bush of GAF at
(214) 637-8933.

Sincerely,

TRINITY CONSULTANTS
Killypa Gl

Latha Kambham, Ph.D.
Managing Consultant

Attachments

cc: Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, TCEQ Air Permits Division
Mr. Jaret Wessel, TCEQ Regional Office 4
Mr. Jesus Rodriguez, City of Dallas
Mr. Kevin Bush, GAF
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Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.:02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During
the notice and comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered
and formal comments will be received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has
scheduled the notice and comment hearing regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas,
Texas 75212-3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the
TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application
No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at
2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-3738. This application was received by the
TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft
permit. The draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The
TCEQ Executive Director recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating
permit is to improve overall compliance with the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all
applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit
will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments
by interested persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will
begin during the first 30 minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask
questions and engage in open discussion with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this
application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion period will only be addressed in the
formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After the conclusion of
the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of
registration. A five-minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is
allowed for every interested person to speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public
comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in
determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person may attend this hearing and
submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the Texas Clean Air
Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may
access the hearing via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-
webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-616-739. It is recommended that you join the webinar and register
for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing begins. You will be given the option to use your
computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance
in accessing the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to
the hearing may call, toll free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espafiol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161
e ingresar el codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacién o asistencia, comuniquese con
Jaime Fernandez al (512) 239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://lwww.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.




Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the
Chief Clerk at 512-239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087,
or electronically at www14.tceg.texas.gov/epic/eComment/. Written comments should include (1)
your name, address, and daytime telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of
this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any
changes to the draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or
hearing requests, attended the hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application.
This mailing will also provide instructions for public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the proposed permit. After receiving a petition,
the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in compliance with applicable
requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list
for this application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above.
Those on the mailing list will receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for
this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please
contact the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108,

P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087 or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the
TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.gov. Sidesea informacion en Espariol, puede llamar al
1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin
Bush, Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021



THE HONORABLE BOB HALL
TEXAS SENATE

DISTRICT ROOM E1.610
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Bob.hall@senate.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE ANGELA PAXTON
TEXAS SENATE

DISTRICT ROOM GE.5

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
angela.paxton@senate.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE RHETTA BOWERS
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM GN.10

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
rhetta.bowers@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE YVONNE DAVIS
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 4N.9

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Yvonne.davis@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE MORGAN MEYER
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E1.318

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Morgan.meyer@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE ANA-MARIA RAMOS
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E1.406

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
anamaria.ramos@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE JOHN TURNER
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E2.804

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
john.turner@house.texas.gov
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THE HONORABLE KELLY HANCOCK
TEXAS SENATE

DISTRICT ROOM 4E.2

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Kelly.hancock@senate.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE ROYCE WEST
TEXAS SENATE

DISTRICT ROOM 1E.3

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Royce.west@senate.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE ANGIE CHEN BUTTON
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 4N.5

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Angie.button@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE JESSICA GONZALEZ
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 1N.12

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
jessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE TERRY MEZA
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOME1.414

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
terry.meza@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE TONI ROSE
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E2.310

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Toni.rose@house.texas.gov;
Daniel.clayton@house.texas.gov;
District110.rose@house.texas.gov

CTATE

THE HONORABLE NATHAN JOHNSON
TEXAS SENATE

DISTRICT ROOM 3S.3

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
nathan.johnson@senate.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE RAFAEL ANCHIA
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 1N.9

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE JASMINE FELICIA
CROCKETT

TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 1N.12

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
jasmine.crockett@house.texas.gov;

THE HONORABLE JULIE JOHNSON
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E2.508

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
julie.johnson@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE VICTORIA NEAVE
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E1.216

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Victoria.neave@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE CARL SHERMAN
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM GW.11

TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
carl.sherman@house.texas.gov
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CITY OF DALLAS

DALLAS ENVIRN & HLTH SVC
1500 MARILLA ST STE 7AN
DALLAS TX 75201-6318

CANADIAN RIVER MUNICIPAL WATER
PO BOX 9
SANFORD TX 79078-0009

SECRETARY
GREATER DALLAS CHAMBER OF COMM
STE 2600
500 N AKARD ST
DALLAS TX 75201-3302

PUBLIC HEALTH REGION 2/3
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF STATE HEAL
1301 S BOWEN RD STE 200
ARLINGTON TX 76013-2262

GLENN C CLINGENPEEL

TRINITY RIVER AUTHORITY OF TEX
5300 S COLLINS ST

ARLINGTON TX 76018-1710

ZACHARY S THOMPSON

DALLAS CO HEALTH & HUMAN SERVI
2377 N STEMMONS FWY

DALLAS TX 75207-2710

THE HONORABLE JASMINE CROCKETT ST/
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES DIS”
PO BOX 2910

AUSTIN TX 78768-2910

STEPHANIE CHAMPION

LEGAL AID OF NORTHWEST TEXAS
STE 1420

400 S ZANG BLVD

DALLAS TX 75208-6600

GLENN G DRAPER PE
DRAPER ENGINEERING
3658 ASBURY ST
DALLAS TX 75205-1849
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CITY OF DALLAS
MAYOR

1500 MARILLA ST
DALLAS TX 75201-6318

DALLAS COUNTY HEALTH & HUMAN S
2377 N STEMMONS FWY
DALLAS TX 75207-2710

NORTH CENTRAL TEXAS COUNCIL OF
DEPT OF ENVIRONMENTAL

PO BOX 5888

ARLINGTON TX 76005-5888

US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS REG
CESWS-PER-R

PO BOX 17300

FORT WORTH TX 76102-0300

MR BRENTON DUNN REG MANAGER
TARRANT REGIONAL WATER DISTRIC
800 E NORTHSIDE DR

FORT WORTH TX 76102-1016

COUNTY

JENNIFER BOVEE
1305 W TUCKER BLVD
ARLINGTON TX 76013-5030

JAZMINE COLEMAN
RJN GROUP

STE 710

14755 PRESTON RD
DALLAS TX 75254-6815

MARIE EARLEY CITY ATTY
DALLAS OBSERVER

2501 OAK LAWN AVE STE 355
DALLAS TX 75219-4019

/\.Z /V’ £p 4

DALLAS COUNTY JUDGE
COUNTY COURTHOUSE
411 ELM ST

DALLAS TX 75202-3301

NORTH TEXAS MUNICIPAL WATER DI
PO BOX 2408
WYLIE TX 75098-2408

FIELD SUPERVISOR
US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
STE 140
2005 NE GREEN OAKS BLVD
ARLINGTON TX 76006-2601

ALFONSO MORUA
DALLAS WATER UTILITIES
2900 WHITE ROCK RD
DALLAS TX 75214-3800

R W CARTER

RICHARD W CARTER ASSOCIATES
PO BOX 903

MINEOLA TX 75773-0903

CONCERNED CITIZEN
DALLAS WATER UTILITIES
1500 MARILLA ST STE 4AS
DALLAS TX 75201-6318

WES KUCERA WASTEWATER DIRECTOR
ROWLETT CREEK WATER REC

2500 E CENTERVILLE RD

GARLAND TX 75040-6811

O\; / 0) / A /



EVELYN MAYO & JIM SCHERMBECK
1808 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
DALLAS TX 75226-2202

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1406

1400 HI LINE DR
DALLAS TX 75207-3435

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1721

1919 JACKSON ST
DALLAS TX 75201-4931

NORMAN D RADFORD
PO BOX 7650
DALLAS TX 75209-0650

CARRIE E SCHWEITZER
5639 E SIDE AVE
DALLAS TX 75214-4818

ESTHER VILLARREAL
1907 MCBROOM ST
DALLAS TX 75212-2522

GWENDOLYN HILL WEBB
4THFL

900 BAGBY ST
HOUSTON TX 77002-2527

OJdi7Tl

MATTHEW MILLER

LEGAL AID OF NORTHWEST TEXAS

400 S ZANG BLVD STE 1420
DALLAS TX 75208-6648

ABEL MULUGHETA

APT 3013

1110 S CESAR CHAVEZ BLVD
DALLAS TX 75201-6062

ROSANA NAREZ

TEX MEX NOTICIAS

PO BOX 1796

GRANBURY TX 76048-8796

MARTIN C REAMY PRESIDENT
MCR ENGINEERING SERVICE
PO BOX 866336

PLANO TX 75086-6336

KYTINNA SOTO OWNER
LA PRENSA COMUNIDAD
PO BOX 732

TOLAR TX 76476-0732

MS SARAH K WALLS
CANTEY HANGER LLP

STE 300

600 W6TH ST

FORT WORTH TX 76102-3684

TERRY L WHITE
505 RIGGS CIR
MESQUITE TX 75149-5844
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ABEL MULUGHETA
1139 HIDDEN RIDGE DR
MESQUITE TX 75181-4260

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1106

1630 E6TH ST
AUSTIN TX 78702-3390

ROSANA NAREZ
PO BOX 93331
SOUTHLAKE TX 76092-0113

EVELYN MAYO & JIM SCHERMBECK
1808 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
DALLAS TX 75226-2202

PAUL D TAYLOR PASTOR

PLEASANT VALLEY BAPTIST CHURCH
PO BOX 850062

MESQUITE TX 75185-0062

GWENDOLYN HILL WEBB
PO BOX 368
HOUSTON TX 77001-0368

SHANDRANET STARR WILLIAMS
4833 CLAMDIGGER WAY
GARLAND TX 75043-6475



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

CAD # 122 174
TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MR WAYNE SCOTT
PLANT MANAGER
BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
2600 SINGLETON BLVD
DALLAS TX 75212-3738

Re: Notice and Comment Hearing Public Notice Authorization Package
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Mr. Scott:

During the public comment period for the above-referenced federal operating permit, a hearing request
was submitted to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ). The TCEQ has scheduled a
notice and comment hearing as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

The purpose of the notice and comment hearing is for you and the TCEQ to answer questions and
engage in discussion with the public concerning the federal operating permit application. The hearing is a
formal proceeding and will be conducted in accordance with the Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561 (relating
to Federal Operating Permit Hearing), as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and Title 30
Texas Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.340 (Relating to Notice and Comment Hearing). The
procedure will start with an informal discussion and then proceed to the hearing.

You are now required to publish notice for this hearing. To help you meet the requirements associated
with this notice, we have enclosed the following items:

«  Notice for Newspaper Publication;
« Instructions for Hearing Notice; and
- Affidavit of Publication.

Please note that it is very important that you follow all directions in the enclosed instructions. If you
do not, you may be required to republish the notice. One of the most common mistakes we see is the
unauthorized changing of notice wording or font. If you have any questions, please contact us before you
proceed with publication.

The following items and time limitations are also described in the enclosed instructions. However, due to
their importance, we want to highlight them for you.

P.O. Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?  tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper



Mr. Wayne Scott

Page 2
June 4, 2021
1) Publish information required by 30 TAC § 122.340(e)(1) - (3) in one issue of a newspaper of
general circulation in the municipality in which the site or proposed site is located, or the
municipality nearest to the location of the site or proposed site. Refer to the Enclosed Notice.
2) Provide copies of the publication to the TCEQ central office.
3) Signs must remain posted, and a copy of the complete permit application, including any subsequent

revisions, the statement of basis, and the draft permit must remain in the public place through the
public hearing which may mark the end of the public comment period.

Please proceed with these notification procedures no later than June 27, 2021, since the hearing notice
must be published at least 30 days prior to the hearing. If the notice and comment hearing public notice
cannot be published by June 27, 2021, please immediately call Mr. Johnny Bowers at (512) 239-6770 so
a new notice may be developed and the hearing date may be rescheduled.

It is the responsibility of the applicant to furnish the actual newspaper tear sheet which includes the name
of the publication, the date of the publication, the published public notice, the original enclosed Affidavit of
Publication, Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form, and a Form OP-CRO1 (Certification by
Responsible Official). All requested information should be submitted as instructed in the enclosed
Instructions for notice and comment hearing.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. If you have any questions, please telephone
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

<\B‘M % oo

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager

Operating Permits Section

Air Permits Division

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

cc:  Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Notice for Newspaper Publication

Instructions for Hearing Notice
Affidavit of Publication
Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form

Project Number: 30975



bce:  Mr. David Greer, Public Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy



Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.:02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. Itis recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espariol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.htmil.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.qov. Sidesea
informacion en Espariol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Instructions for Public Notice
For Federal Operating Permit

Notice of Notice and Comment Hearing

A hearing has been requested on issues related to your application and the commission is granting this
request. Now you must comply with the following instructions:

Notice Review

We have included in the hearing notice all of the information which we believe is necessary.
Please read it carefully, and notify the permit specialist listed in the cover letter immediately if it
contains any errors or omissions. You are responsible for ensuring the accuracy of all information
published. You may not change the text of the notice without prior approval from the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ).

Newspaper Notice

You must publish the enclosed Notice of Hearing no less than 30 calendar days before the
hearing.

You must publish the enclosed Notice of Hearing at your expense, in the public notice section
of one issue of a newspaper that is of general circulation in the municipality in which the site or
proposed site is located or proposed to be located or in the municipality nearest to the location
or proposed location of the site.

Proof of Publication and Notice and Comment Hearing Verification

Check the publication to ensure that the articles were accurately published.

You must submit an original newspaper clipping of the published notice which shows the
complete notice that was published, date of publication and the name of the newspaper to the
TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ Air Permits Division (APD), and to each local program
with jurisdiction over your site, within 10 business days after the date of publication.

You must submit an original publisher’s affidavit to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk within
30 calendar days after the date of each publication. You must use the enclosed affidavit.
The affidavit must clearly identify the applicant’'s name and permit number.

You must submit the Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form to the Office of the Chief
Clerk and return a copy of this form to the Air Permits Division, within 10 business days of the
end of the public comment period. You must use this form to verify that you have met sign
posting requirements. It is also used to verify that you placed a copy of the application, the
statement of basis, and draft permit in a public place in the county in which the site is located or
proposed to be located.

You must submit the signed original Form OP-CRO1 (Certification by Responsible Official) to
the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk and return a copy of the form to the TCEQ APD within 10
business days of the end of the public comment period.



«  You are encouraged to submit the affidavit with the original newspaper clipping described
above; however, the affidavit must be submitted no later than 30 calendar days after
publication of notice.

«  The original publisher’s affidavit, Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form, Form OP-
CRO1 (Certification by Responsible Official), and an original newspaper clipping of the
published notice must be mailed to the TCEQ Office of Chief Clerk. Originals or copies of this
information must be mailed to the TCEQ APD.

Texas Commission on Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Environmental Quality Air Permits Division, MC-163

Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105 Attn: Permit Reviewer (listed in the cover letter)
Attn: Notice Team P.O. Box 13087

P.O. Box 13087 Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

+ Please ensure that the affidavit, Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form, Form OP-
CRO1, and newspaper clipping you send to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk are originals
and that all blanks on the affidavit are filled in correctly. Photocopies of newspaper clippings
and affidavits will not be accepted. The original or a copy of the affidavit, Notice Comment
Hearing Verification Form, Form OP-CRO1, and newspaper clipping may be submitted to the
TCEQ APD.

Failure to Publish and Submit Proof of Publication
You must comply with all requirements described in the instructions. Failure to publish the
notice or submit proof and certification of publication on time is a violation of the provisions of
Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 122.136(d) and § 122.340, and the TCEQ APD will forward
this information to the TCEQ Enforcement Division to begin the enforcement process.

Sign Posting and Application in a Public Viewing Place
Signs must remain in place and be legible and a copy of the complete permit application, including
any subsequent revisions, the statement of basis, and the draft permit must remain in the public
place through the public hearing which may mark the end of the public comment period.

General Information

When contacting the commission regarding this application, please refer to the permit number at the top
of the Notice of Notice and Comment Hearing.

If you have questions or need assistance regarding this notice, please contact the permit reviewer listed
in the cover letter.



TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk Applicant Name:_Building Materials Investment Corporation
MC-105 Attn: Notice Team Permit No.: 02771
P.O. Box 13087 Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF §

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

, who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name

of Person Representing Newspaper)

the of the
(Title of Person Representing Newspaper) (Name of the Newspaper)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in , Texas;
(The municipality or nearest municipality in which the site or proposed site is located)

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the following date(s):

(newspaper representative’s signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the day of , 20

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office.

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas
[Seal]

Print or Type Name of Notary Public

My Commission Expires

TCEQ - 20479(APDG 5946v8, Revised 9/18)



TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk Applicant Name:_Building Materials Investment Corporation
MC-105 Attn: Notice Team Permit No.: 02771
P.O. Box 13087 Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF §

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

. who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name

of Person Representing Newspaper)

the of the

(Title of Person Representing Newspaper) (Name of the Newspaper)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in , Texas;
(The municipality or county in which the site or proposed site is located)

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the following date(s):

(Newspaper Representative’s Signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the day of , 20

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office.

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas
[Seal]

Print or Type Name of Notary Public

My Commission Expires

TCEQ - 20480(APDG 5947v8, Revised 9/18)



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Federal Operating Permit (Title V)
Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form
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Applicant Name:

Site or Facility Name:
TCEQ Account Number (if applicable):

Permit Number:

Regulated Entity Number:

Customer Number:

All applicants must complete all applicable portions of this form. The completed form should be sent to the TCEQ to the
attention of the Office of the Chief Clerk. For more information regarding public notice, refer to the instructions in the
public notice package.

FEDERAL OPERATING PERMIT (TITLE V) NOTICE AND COMMENT HEARING VERIFICATION

| verify that the required signs were posted in accordance with the regulations and [JYES[]NO
instructions of the TCEQ.

| verify that original tear sheets of the newspaper notices and the requested affidavits |[_] YES [ ] NO
have been furnished in accordance with the regulations and instruction of the TCEQ.

| verify that a copy of the complete air quality application and draft permit, and any ] YES[INO
revisions, were available for review and copying at the public place indicated below
throughout the duration of the public comment period.

Name of Public Place:

Address of Public Place:

Signed by:
Title: Date:

TCEQ - 20562 (Revised 03/10) Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form
This form is for use by facilities subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. APDG 6043v1



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MS LISA TAYLOR

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Ms. Taylor:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

C\BW‘ L CRoor

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

ce: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.0.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceg.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper



bce:  Mr. David Greer, Public Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy



Texas Federal Operating Permit Program
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Public Participation

Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ's notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 EIm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
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Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.: 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. It is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunién en espafiol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https:/lwww.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.htmil.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at
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www14.tceg.texas.qov/epic/leComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.gov. Si desea
informacion en Espafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commaissioner
Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MS ESTHER VILLARREAL
1907 MCBROOM ST
DALLAS TX 75212-2522

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Ms. Villarreal:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

ce: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.0.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?  tceg.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper



bce: Mr. David Greer, Pu&Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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Public Participation
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Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ's notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 Elm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
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Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.: 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Bivd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. It is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espafiol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://lwww.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at
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www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.qov. Sidesea
informacion en Espafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021
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Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner
Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MS EVELYN MAYO
1808 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
DALLAS, TX, 75226 -2202

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Ms. Mayo:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

ce: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.O.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?  tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper



bcec:  Mr. David Greer, Pl&: Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ’s notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 EIm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087



Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.: 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. It is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espafol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://www.tceq.texas.qov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/leComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.gov. Sidesea
informacion en Espafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MR NORMAN HOWDEN

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Mr. Howden:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (612) 239-1335.

(BM L CRoore

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

Ce: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.O.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?  tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper



bcc:  Mr. David Greer, Publlc Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ’s notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 Elm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087



Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.: 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. It is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espafol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://lwww.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



www14.tceg.texas.gov/epic/leComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.gov. Sidesea
informacion en Espafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021
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Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner
Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MS NORMA NELSON

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Ms. Nelson:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

ge: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.O.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?  tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper




bcc: Mr. David Greer, PL& Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy



Texas Federal Operating Permit Program
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Public Participation
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Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ's notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 Elm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087



Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.: 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. Itis recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunién en espafiol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://www.tceg.texas.qov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.htmi.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



. . o

www14.tceg.texas.qov/epic/leComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.gov. Sidesea
informacion en Espafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MS JOYCE HALL

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Ms. Hall:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (5612) 239-1335.

Sincerely,

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas

Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.0O.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-37087 . 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceg.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper



bcc: Mr. David Greer, Pub% Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ's notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 Elm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
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Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.: 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. It is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunién en espafiol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://www.tceq.texas.qov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.htmi.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/leComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.gov. Sidesea
informacion en Espafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner
Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MS EVELYN MAYO
1808 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
DALLAS TX 75226-2202

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Ms. Mayo:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

C\BM L oo

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cC. Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.0.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tcegq.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper



bee:  Mr. David Greer, Public Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ's notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 EIm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
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Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.: 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://lwww.qotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. Itis recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (5612) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espafiol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacién o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://lwww.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at
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www14.tceg.texas.qov/epicleComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.gov. Sidesea
informacion en Espariol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MR JIM SCHERMBECK
1808 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
DALLAS TX 75226-2202

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Mr. Schermbeck:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

ot & Chn

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

ce! Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.0.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?  tceg.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper



bce:  Mr. David Greer, Pu&Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ’s notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 EIm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087



Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.: 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. It is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espafiol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at
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www14.tceg.texas.gov/epic/leComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceg.texas.qov. Sidesea
informacion en Espafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021
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Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner
Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TExAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MS CARRIE E SCHWEITZER
5639 E SIDE AVE
DALLAS TX 75214-4818

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Ms. Schweitzer:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

CBM L oo

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

CC: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.O.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?  tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper



bce: Mr. David Greer, Public Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ's notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 Elm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087



Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.. 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://lwww.qotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. It is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunién en espafiol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://www.tceq.texas.qgov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at
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www14.tceqg.texas.gov/epic/eComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.gov. Sidesea
informacion en Espariol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MS STEPHANIE CHAMPION
400 S ZANG BLVD
DALLAS TX 75208-6600

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Ms. Champion:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.0.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?  tcegq.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper



bcc: Mr. David Greer, Pub%Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ's notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 EIm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087



Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.: 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. It is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espafiol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://lwww.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



' 'I ]

www14.tceg.texas.qov/epic/eComment/. \Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.qov. Sidesea
informacion en Esparfiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner
Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MS ELIZABETH ALEXANDER

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: O2771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Ms. Alexander:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

ém % oo

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

ek Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.0O.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?  tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled paper



bcc:  Mr. David Greer, Pub’c Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ's notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 Elm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087



Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.. 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://lwww.qotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. Itis recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espariol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://lwww.tceq.texas.qov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



www14.tceq.texas.qov/epic/leComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceqd.texas.qov. Sidesea
informacion en Espariol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021
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Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner
Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
MR WAYNE SCOTT
PLANT MANAGER
BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
2600 SINGLETON BLVD
DALLAS TX 75212-3738

Re: Notice and Comment Hearing Public Notice Authorization Package
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Mr. Scott:

During the public comment period for the above-referenced federal operating permit, a hearing request
was submitted to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ). The TCEQ has scheduled a
notice and comment hearing as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

The purpose of the notice and comment hearing is for you and the TCEQ to answer questions and
engage in discussion with the public concerning the federal operating permit application. The hearing is a
formal proceeding and will be conducted in accordance with the Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561 (relating
to Federal Operating Permit Hearing), as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and Title 30
Texas Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.340 (Relating to Notice and Comment Hearing). The
procedure will start with an informal discussion and then proceed to the hearing.

You are now required to publish notice for this hearing. To help you meet the requirements associated
with this notice, we have enclosed the following items:

«  Notice for Newspaper Publication;
« Instructions for Hearing Notice; and
«  Affidavit of Publication.

Please note that it is very important that you follow all directions in the enclosed instructions. If you
do not, you may be required to republish the notice. One of the most common mistakes we see is the
unauthorized changing of notice wording or font. If you have any questions, please contact us before you
proceed with publication.

The following items and time limitations are also described in the enclosed instructions. However, due to
their importance, we want to highlight them for you.

P.O.Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?  tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper



Mr. Wayne Scott
Page 2
June 4, 2021

1) Publish information required by 30 TAC § 122.340(e)(1) - (3) in one issue of a newspaper of
general circulation in the municipality in which the site or proposed site is located, or the
municipality nearest to the location of the site or proposed site. Refer to the Enclosed Notice.

2) Provide copies of the publication to the TCEQ central office.

3) Signs must remain posted, and a copy of the complete permit application, including any subsequent
revisions, the statement of basis, and the draft permit must remain in the public place through the
public hearing which may mark the end of the public comment period.

Please proceed with these notification procedures no later than June 27, 2021, since the hearing notice
must be published at least 30 days prior to the hearing. If the notice and comment hearing public notice
cannot be published by June 27, 2021, please immediately call Mr. Johnny Bowers at (512) 239-6770 so
a new notice may be developed and the hearing date may be rescheduled.

It is the responsibility of the applicant to furnish the actual newspaper tear sheet which includes the name
of the publication, the date of the publication, the published public notice, the original enclosed Affidavit of
Publication, Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form, and a Form OP-CRO1 (Certification by
Responsible Official). All requested information should be submitted as instructed in the enclosed
Instructions for notice and comment hearing.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. If you have any questions, please telephone
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager

Operating Permits Section

Air Permits Division

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

cc:  Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Notice for Newspaper Publication
Instructions for Hearing Notice
Affidavit of Publication
Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form

Project Number: 30975



bce:  Mr. David Greer, Public Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy



Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.:02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. It is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espafiol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://lwww.tceq.texas.qov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



www14.tceg.texas.gov/epicleComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.qov. Sidesea
informacién en Espaiiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Instructions for Public Notice
For Federal Operating Permit

Notice of Notice and Comment Hearing

A hearing has been requested on issues related to your application and the commission is granting this
request. Now you must comply with the following instructions:

Notice Review

We have included in the hearing notice all of the information which we believe is necessary.
Please read it carefully, and notify the permit specialist listed in the cover letter immediately if it
contains any errors or omissions. You are responsible for ensuring the accuracy of all information
published. You may not change the text of the notice without prior approval from the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ).

Newspaper Notice

You must publish the enclosed Notice of Hearing no less than 30 calendar days before the
hearing.

You must publish the enclosed Notice of Hearing at your expense, in the public notice section
of one issue of a newspaper that is of general circulation in the municipality in which the site or
proposed site is located or proposed to be located or in the municipality nearest to the location
or proposed location of the site.

Proof of Publication and Notice and Comment Hearing Verification

Check the publication to ensure that the articles were accurately published.

You must submit an original newspaper clipping of the published notice which shows the
complete notice that was published, date of publication and the name of the newspaper to the
TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk, TCEQ Air Permits Division (APD), and to each local program
with jurisdiction over your site, within 10 business days after the date of publication.

You must submit an original publisher’s affidavit to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk within
30 calendar days after the date of each publication. You must use the enclosed affidavit.
The affidavit must clearly identify the applicant's name and permit number.

You must submit the Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form to the Office of the Chief
Clerk and return a copy of this form to the Air Permits Division, within 10 business days of the
end of the public comment period. You must use this form to verify that you have met sign
posting requirements. It is also used to verify that you placed a copy of the application, the
statement of basis, and draft permit in a public place in the county in which the site is located or
proposed to be located.

You must submit the signed original Form OP-CRO1 (Certification by Responsible Official) to
the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk and return a copy of the form to the TCEQ APD within 10
business days of the end of the public comment period.



«  You are encouraged to submit the affidavit with the original newspaper clipping described
above; however, the affidavit must be submitted no later than 30 calendar days after
publication of notice.

«  The original publisher’s affidavit, Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form, Form OP-
CRO1 (Certification by Responsible Official), and an original newspaper clipping of the
published notice must be mailed to the TCEQ Office of Chief Clerk. Originals or copies of this
information must be mailed to the TCEQ APD.

Texas Commission on Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Environmental Quality Air Permits Division, MC-163

Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105 Attn: Permit Reviewer (listed in the cover letter)
Attn: Notice Team P.O. Box 13087

P.O. Box 13087 Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

«  Please ensure that the affidavit, Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form, Form OP-
CRO1, and newspaper clipping you send to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk are originals
and that all blanks on the affidavit are filled in correctly. Photocopies of newspaper clippings
and affidavits will not be accepted. The original or a copy of the affidavit, Notice Comment
Hearing Verification Form, Form OP-CRO1, and newspaper clipping may be submitted to the
TCEQ APD.

Failure to Publish and Submit Proof of Publication
You must comply with all requirements described in the instructions. Failure to publish the
notice or submit proof and certification of publication on time is a violation of the provisions of
Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 122.136(d) and § 122.340, and the TCEQ APD will forward
this information to the TCEQ Enforcement Division to begin the enforcement process.

Sign Posting and Application in a Public Viewing Place
Signs must remain in place and be legible and a copy of the complete permit application, including
any subsequent revisions, the statement of basis, and the draft permit must remain in the public
place through the public hearing which may mark the end of the public comment period.

General Information

When contacting the commission regarding this application, please refer to the permit number at the top
of the Notice of Notice and Comment Hearing.

If you have questions or need assistance regarding this notice, please contact the permit reviewer listed
in the cover letter.



TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk Applicant Name:_Building Materials Investment Corporation
MC-105 Attn: Notice Team Permit No.. 02771
P.O. Box 13087 Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF §

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

, Who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name

of Person Representing Newspaper)

the of the
(Title of Person Representing Newspaper) (Name of the Newspaper)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in , Texas;
(The municipality or nearest municipality in which the site or proposed site is located)

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the following date(s):

(newspaper representative’s signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the day of , 20

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office.

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas
[Seal]

Print or Type Name of Notary Public

My Commission Expires

TCEQ - 20479(APDG 5946v8, Revised 9/18)



TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk Applicant Name:_Building Materials Investment Corporation
MC-105 Attn: Notice Team Permit No.: 02771
P.O. Box 13087 Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF §

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

, who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name

of Person Representing Newspaper)

the of the
(Title of Person Representing Newspaper) (Name of the Newspaper)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in , Texas;
(The municipality or county in which the site or proposed site is located)

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the following date(s):

(Newspaper Representative’s Signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the day of , 20

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office.

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas
[Seal]

Print or Type Name of Notary Public

My Commission Expires

TCEQ - 20480(APDG 5947v8, Revised 9/18)



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Federal Operating Permit (Title V)
Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form
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Applicant Name:

Site or Facility Name:
TCEQ Account Number (if applicable):

Permit Number:

Regulated Entity Number:

Customer Number:

All applicants must complete all applicable portions of this form. The completed form should be sent to the TCEQ to the
attention of the Office of the Chief Clerk. For more information regarding public notice, refer to the instructions in the
public notice package.

FEDERAL OPERATING PERMIT (TITLE V) NOTICE AND COMMENT HEARING VERIFICATION

| verify that the required signs were posted in accordance with the regulations and []YES[]NO
instructions of the TCEQ.

| verify that original tear sheets of the newspaper notices and the requested affidavits |[_] YES [ ] NO
have been furnished in accordance with the regulations and instruction of the TCEQ.

| verify that a copy of the complete air quality application and draft permit, and any [JYES[]INO
revisions, were available for review and copying at the public place indicated below
throughout the duration of the public comment period.

Name of Public Place:
Address of Public Place:

Signed by:
Title: Date:

TCEQ - 20562 (Revised 03/10) Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form
This form is for use by facilities subject to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. APDG 6043v1



Jon Niermann, Chairman
Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Execulive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 4, 2021
THE HONORABLE JASMINE CROCKETT
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
PO BOX 2910
AUSTIN TX 78768-2910

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials Investment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Dear Representative Crockett:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site
operating permit. A decision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during
the 30-day public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you
before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) executive director takes final action to
issue or deny the federal operating permit.

A Notice and Comment Hearing has been scheduled, as detailed in the enclosed notice. A copy of the
TCEQ Fact Sheet entitled “Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation” which provides
additional details of the notice and comment hearing process is also enclosed.

Thank you for your interest in this matter. If you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials Investment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Enclosure: Fact Sheet (Texas Federal Operating Permit Program Public Participation)
Copy of Notice and Comment Hearing

Project Number: 30975

P.Q. Box 13087 - Austin, Texas 78711-3087 - 512-239-1000 - tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service?  tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey

printed on recycled paper



bce:  Mr. David Greer, PL% Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)
Program. Using federal guidelines, including those for public participation, Texas has implemented such
a program. The purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each
site, subject to the program, a permit that codifies rules and regulations governing air pollution control into
a consolidated, enforceable document.

The requirements that must be met if there is to be an opportunity for public participation differ somewhat
from those of other Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation in the process: a
public comment period, a notice and comment hearing, and a public petition period. The opportunities
are described below. (NOTE: This permit program does not address issues such as best available
control technology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or
authorize the facility to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review
Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Comment

The public comment period will be extended 30 days after the date on which the notice and comment
hearing is published in the newspaper. The period for submitting written comments is automatically
extended to the close of any hearing. At the hearing, the period for submitting written comments may be
extended beyond the close of the hearing. Throughout the public comment period, the following
information will be available for inspection during normal business hours at the TCEQ Austin Central
Office and the appropriate regional office: the complete application (except sections relating to
confidential information), the draft FOP, the statement of basis, any compliance plans associated with the
permit, and the compliance certification. Any person may submit written comments on the draft FOP
during the public comment period. Comments should be submitted to the TCEQ at the address at the
end of this document.

The TCEQ will respond to all comments submitted during the public comment period. Changes to the
draft permit will only be incorporated based on comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for
compliance with the FOP regulation.

Notice and Comment Hearing

The Notice and Comment Hearing allows any person who may be affected by emissions from a site
regulated by the program, the opportunity to request a Notice and Comment Hearing. If such a request is
granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and
formal comment period. The public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussions with
the applicant and TCEQ staff during the informal period. There will be no open discussions during the
formal comment period. Written responses to comments will only be addressed to oral and written
comments submitted during the formal comment period during the hearing and written comments
received during the public comment period, which is extended through the hearing. Any person may
attend the hearing and submit oral or written comments. Any person may submit comments in writing or
electronically before the hearing, as outlined in the notice and comment hearing notice. Please refer to
the enclosed copy of the Notice and Comment Hearing for additional information.



Public Petition

After completion of the public comment period or notice and comment hearing (if requested and granted),
the proposed FOP and any responses to public comments are sent to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review. If the EPA determines that the permit does not ensure compliance with the
FOP regulation, or determines that applicable requirements are not adequately addressed, the EPA has
45 days from the receipt of the permit to comment on the permit or formally object to its issuance.

If the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ,
including the applicant, may petition the EPA to object to the issuance of the permit within 60 days of the
expiration of the EPA’s 45-day review period. The end of the EPA review period will be indicated in the
TCEQ’s notice of proposed final action on the application, which is submitted to EPA, the applicant, any
person who commented during the comment period, and those who request to be on the mailing list for
the permit. The petitioner must provide a copy of the petition to the TCEQ and the applicant, as well as,
the EPA. The petition shall be based only on objections to the permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment period, unless the petitioner demonstrates that it was impracticable
to raise such objections within the public comment period or that the grounds for such objections arose
after the public comment period. Public petitions must be submitted to the EPA at the address as follows:

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Air Permits Section (ARPE)

Renaissance Tower

1201 Elm St., Suite 500

Dallas, Texas 75270-2102

Comments on the draft FOP or a copy of the public petition should be sent to the TCEQ at the address as
follows:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division (Mail Code 163)

P. O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087
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Notice and Comment Hearing
Draft Permit No.: 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number O2771. During the notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formal comments will be
received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date: July 29, 2021
Time: 7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewal of Federal
Operating Permit (herein referred to as permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975 to authorize operation of the Dallas
Plant. The area addressed by the application is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-
3738. This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The TCEQ Executive Director has completed the technical review of the application and prepared a draft permit. The
draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the site must operate. The TCEQ Executive Director
recommends issuance of the draft permit. The purpose of a federal operating permit is to improve overall compliance with
the rules governing air pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas
Administrative Code (30 TAC) § 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Comment Hearing. The hearing will be structured for the receipt of oral or written comments by interested
persons. Registration and an informal discussion period with commission staff members will begin during the first 30
minutes. During the informal discussion period, the public is encouraged to ask questions and engage in open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. Issues raised during this discussion
period will only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. Individuals may present oral statements when called upon in order of registration. A five-
minute time limit may be established at the hearing to assure that enough time is allowed for every interested person to
speak. The purpose of this hearing will be to receive formal public comment which the TCEQ will consider in determining
whether to revise and/or issue the permit and in determining the accuracy and completeness of the permit. Any person
may attend this hearing and submit written or oral comments. The hearing will be conducted in accordance with the
Texas Clean Air Act § 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC § 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast by following this link: https://www.gotomeeting.com/webinar/join-webinar and entering Webinar ID 192-
616-739. Itis recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 15 minutes before the hearing
begins. You will be given the option to use your computer audio or to use your phone for participating in the webinar.

Those without internet access may call (512) 239-1201 at least one day prior to the hearing for assistance in accessing
the hearing and participating telephonically. Members of the public who wish to only listen to the hearing may call, toll
free, (415) 655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espafiol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mas informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fernandez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://lwww.tceq.texas.qov/agency/decisions/hearings/calendar.html.

Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the Chief Clerk at 512-
239-3300 or 1-800-RELAY-TX (TDD) at least five business days prior to the hearing.

Any person may also submit written comments before the hearing to the Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at
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www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/leComment/. Written comments should include (1) your name, address, and daytime
telephone number, and (2) the draft permit number found at the top of this notice.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted: written comments, and/or hearing requests, attended the
hearing, or requested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for
public petitions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the
proposed permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in
compliance with applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this application.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087
or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. General information about the TCEQ can be found at www.tceq.texas.qgov. Sidesea
informacion en Espafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: June 4, 2021



¢
\

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Public Notice Verification Form

Air Permit / ZZ/r) 5/

301440 gyy310 43K

Applicant Name: Building Materials Investment Corporation

Site or Facility Name: GAF Materials
Application Received Date: July 29, 2020

TCEQ Account Number (if applicable): DB-0378S

Permit Number: 02771
Regulated Entity Number (RN): RN100788959

Customer Number (CN): CN602717464

information regarding public notice, refer to the instructions in the public notice package.

All applicants must complete all applicable portions of this form. Send this completed form to the TCEQ to the attention
of the Office of the Chief Clerk within 10 business days after the end of the designated comment period. For more

Alternative Language Checklist

| have contacted the appropriate school district. X Yes [ ] No
School District: Dallas Independent School District Phone Number: 972-925-6783

Person Contacted: Ms. Sylvia Martinez Date: July 1, 2020

Is a bilingual education program (BEP) required by the Texas Education Code in the district?

[1Yes [ ]No
If answer is “NO,” skip to first question in verification box on next page.

(Note: A BEP is different from “English as a Second Language” (ESL) program; and Elementary/Middle schools that
only offer ESL will not trigger notice in an alternative language.)

Notice in an alternative language is required if a BEP is required in the District, and one of the following conditions is
met:
1s

students in the elementary or middle school nearest the facility are enrolled in a program at that
school;

X Yes []No
2. students from the elementary or middle school nearest the facility attend a BEP at another []Yes X No
location; or
3. the school district that otherwise would be required to provide a BEP has been granted an []Yes X No
exception from the requirements to provide the program, as provided for in 19 Texas
Administrative Code 89.1207(a).
If the answer is “NO” to 1, 2, and 3 above, then alternative language notice is not required.

The name of the elementary school nearest to the proposed or existing facility is:
C.F. Carr Elementary School

The name of the middle school nearest to the proposed or existing facility is:
Thomas A Edison Middle Learning Center

The following language(s) is/are utilized in the bilingual program:
Spanish

If notice in an alternative language is required, then applicants must publish alternative language notice(s) and
post alternative language sign(s), as outlined in the Instructions for Public Notice and certify compliance with
those requirements on this form.

TCEQ-20244 (APDG 5772v8, Revised 5/18) Public Notice Verification Form
This form is for use by facilities subject to air quality permit
requirements and may be revised periodically.

Page 1 of 4



Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Public Notice Verification Form
Air Permit

Applicant Name: Building Materials Investment Corporation

Site or Facility Name: GAF Materials

Application Received Date: July 29, 2020

TCEQ Account Number (if applicable): DB-0378S Permit Number: 02771

Regulated Entity Number (RN): RN100788959 Customer Number (CN): CN602717464

For more information regarding public notice, refer to the instructions in the public notice package.

Alte(nativg Language Verification

1. A BEP is required by the Texas Education Code in the area addressed by this permit Yes [] No
application and is subject to alternative language public notice requirements.
If “NO,” skip 2 through 6 and complete signature, title, date, and name of
applicant.

2. The applicant has conducted a diligent search for a newspaper or publication of X Yes []No
general circulation in both the municipality and county in which the facility is located
(or proposed to be located).

3. A newspaper or publication could not be found in any of the alternative language(s) |[] Yes [X] No
in which notice is required.

4. The publishers of the newspaper listed below refused to publish the notice as [] Yes [] No XI N/A
requested, and another newspaper or publication in the same language and of
general circulation could not be found in the municipality or county in which the
facility is located (or proposed to be located).

Newspaper: La Prensa de la Comunidad Language: Spanish

5. Proof of publication of the newspaper alternative language notice(s) and the X Yes [1No
requested affidavits have been sent to the TCEQ.

6. Alternative language signs were posted as required by the TCEQ. XYes [] No

This form must be signed and dated by a designated representative acting on behalf of the applicant after the
end of the designated comment period. Send this completed form to the TCEQ to the attention of the Office of the
Chief Clerk within 10 business days after the end of the designated comment period. The TCEQ will not accept this
form if submitted prior to that date.

Verified by (signature): W o / M‘
L A

Applicant: Building Materials Corporation of America

Title:Plant Manager Date: 3/24/2021

TCEQ-20244 (APDG 5772v8, Revised 05/18) Public Notice Verification Form
This form is for use by facilities subject to air quality permit
requirements and may be revised periodically. Page 2 of 4



Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Public Notice Verification Form
Air Permit

Applicant Name: Building Materials Investment Corporation

Site or Facility Name: GAF Materials

Application Received Date: July 29, 2020

TCEQ Account Number (if applicable): DB-0378S Permit Number: 02771

Regulated Entity Number (RN): RN100788959 Customer Number (CN): CN602717464

For more information regarding public notice, refer to the instructions in the public notice package.

New Sourc;e 'Rev4i:ew Permit Notice Verification ~(Coinplete this secﬁoh, if applicable) .

Proof of publication of the newspaper notices and the requested affidavits have been
furnished in accordance with the regulations and instructions of the TCEQ.

[]Yes [INo

Notice of Receipt of Application and Intent to Obtain Permit (15t Notice):

Required signs (for 1st notice) were posted in accordance with the regulations and
instructions of the TCEQ.

[JYes [INo

A copy of the administratively complete air quality application, and any revisions, were
available for review and copying at the public place indicated below throughout the
duration of the public comment period.

[] Yes [INo

The public place indicated below provides public access to the internet (for PSD,

nonattainment, or FCAA 112(g) Permit).

[ Yes [ No I N/A

Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision (2"¢ Notice, if applicable):

A copy of the complete air quality application (including any subsequent revisions to the
application), executive director’s preliminary decision (which includes the draft permit), the
preliminary determination summary and air quality analysis (if applicable), are available for
review and copying at the public place indicated below from the first day after newspaper
publication, and will remain available until either:

(1) the TCEQ acts on the application; or

(2) the application is referred to the State Office of Administrative Hearings (SOAH)

for hearing

[ Yes []No

Name of Public Place:

Address of Public Place:

City: State: ZIP Code:

form if submitted prior to that date.

This form must be signed and dated by a designated representative acting on behalf of the applicant after the
end of the designated comment period. Send this completed form to the TCEQ to the attention of the Office of the
Chief Clerk within 10 business days after the end of the designated comment period. The TCEQ will not accept this

Verified by (signature):

Applicant:

Title: Date:

TCEQ-20244 (APDG 5772v8, Revised 05/18) Public Notice Verification Form
This form is for use by facilities subject to air quality permit
requirements and may be revised periodically.

Page 3 of 4




Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Public Notice Verification Form
Air Permit

Applicant Name: Building Materials Investment Corporation

Site or Facility Name: GAF Materials

Application Received Date: July 29, 2020

TCEQ Account Number (if applicable): DB-0378S Permit Number: 02771

Regulated Entity Number (RN): RN100788959 Customer Number (CN): CN602717464

For more information regarding public notice, refer to the instructions in the public notice package.

Fegeral Operating Permit (Title V) Notice Verificatidn (Co:ﬁplete this section, if applicable)

| verify that the required signs were posted in accordance with the regulations and M Yes [ ] No
instructions of the TCEQ.
| verify that proof of publication of the newspaper notices and the requested affidavits M Yes [ ] No

have been furnished in accordance with the regulations and instruction of the TCEQ.

| verify that a copy of the complete air quality application (including any subsequent M Yes [ ]No
revisions to the application) and draft permit were available for review and copying at the
public place indicated below throughout the duration of the public comment period.

Name of Public Place: www.Publicnotice.live/TCEQ-PN.pdf

Address of Public Place:www.Publicnotice.live/TCEQ-PN.pdf

City: State: ZIP Code:

This form must be signed and dated by a designated representative acting on behalf of the applicant after the
end of the designated comment period. Send this completed form to the TCEQ to the attention of the Office of the
Chief Clerk within 10 business days after the end of the designated comment period. The TCEQ will not accept this
form if submitted prior to that date.

Verified by (signature): ///,,/ M
PP 4

Applicant: Building Materials Corporation of America

Title: Plant Manager Date: 3/24/2021

TCEQ-20244 (APDG 5772v8, Revised 05/18) Public Notice Verification Form
This form is for use by facilities subject to air quality permit
requirements and may be revised periodically. Page 4 of 4



Form OP-CRO1
Certification by Responsible Official
Federal Operating Permit Program

3IHI

= o
=2

ez

All initial permit application, revision, renewal, and reopening submittals requiring certification mustbe addE

sed u
this form. Updates to site operating permit (SOP) and temporary operating permit (TOP) applications-dther #an pﬁb%

—iny e

notice verification materials, must be certified prior to authorization of public notice or start of pubh@nnou@eme@mgm
Updates to general operating permit (GOP) applications must be certified prior to receiving an authogjzation to opm;@m}
~—.‘

under a GOP. =) e
T Ve '.;".‘U%

I Identifying Information fr?u 2 ;

RN: RN100788959 CN: CN602717464 Account No.: DB-0378S

Permit No.: O-2771 Project No.: TBA

Area Name: Dallas Plant Company Name: Building Materials Investment Corporation

II.  Certification Type (Please mark the appropriate box)

[X] Responsible Official [] Duly Authorized Representative

III. Submittal Type (Please mark the appropriate box) (Only one response can be accepted per form)
[] SOP/TOP Initial Permit Application [[] Update to Permit Application

[] GOP Initial Permit Application [] Permit Revision, Renewal, or Reopening

[X] Other: _Public Notice Verification Form for Title V Permit Renewal Application

IV. Certification of Truth

only.

I Wayne Scott certify that I am the RO

This certification does not extend to information which is designated by the TCEQ as information for reference

9

and that, based on information and belief formed after reasonable inquiry, the statements and information
the time period or on the specific date(s) below, are true, accurate, and complete:

Note. Enter Either a Time Period OR Specific Date(s) for each certification. This section must be comple
certification is not valid without documentation date(s).

(Certifier Name printed or typed) (RO or DAR)

dated during

ted. The

Time Period: From to
Start Date End Date
Specific Dates: 3/24/2021
Date 1 Date 2 Date 3 Date 4 Date 5 Date 6
Signature: (/ /0?/4" // M Signature Date: 3/24/2021
Title: Plant Manager
TCEQ-10009 (APDG 5836v6, Revised 08/18) OP-CRO1
This form is for use by facilities subject to air quality permit requirements and
Page 1 of 1

may be revised periodically. (Title V Release 08/18)
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12700 Park Central Dr, Ste 2100, Dallas, TX 75251 / P 800.229.6655 / P 972.661.8100 / F 972.385.9203 / trinityconsultants.com
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March 24, 2021

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105
Attn: Notice Team

P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

90 € W4 9C YN WL

301440 SHY3

RE: Public Notice Requirements — Public Notice Verification Form
Title V Permit Number: O-2771

Building Materials Corporation of America. — Dallas Plant — Dallas County
CN 602717464, RN 100788959

To Whom It May Concern:

Building Materials Corporation of America doing business as GAF Materials Corporation (GAF) owns and
operates an existing asphalt roofing production facility in Dallas, Texas (Dallas Plant). The Texas

Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) Account No. for the Dallas Plant is DB-0378-S. The Plant
operates under Title V Operating Permit No. O-2771 issued on June 6, 2018.

GAF submitted a Title V Operating Permit renewal application on October 10, 2019. The Dallas Plant is

required to publish a formal public notice in a newspaper of general circulation in the municipality nearest to
the facility location. In accordance with the guidance package received from the TCEQ on December 30,
2020 and the revised notice received on January 13, 2021, GAF has completed the following:

The Dallas Observer (English) on January 21, 2021
o La Prensa de la Comunidad (Spanish) on February 9, 2021

Placed a copy of the complete Title V renewal application, including subsequent revisions, statement
of basis, and the draft permit online at www.Publicnotice.live/TCEQ-PN.pdf, for public viewing and
copying, beginning January 21, 2021

Published a formal public notice in the following newspapers circulated in Dallas, Dallas County:
O

Prepared and posted signs at the Dallas Plant on January 21, 2021
Submitted the original newspaper clippings and affidavits of publication to the TCEQ on February 21,
2021

The public comment period ended on March 11, 2021. The Dallas Plant is required to submit the Public

Notice Verification Form within 10 business days after the end of the comment period. As such, on behalf of
GAF, Trinity is submitting the Public Notice Verification Form and signed OP-CRO1 form.

HEADQUARTERS

12700 Park Central Dr, Ste 2100, Dallas, TX 75251 / P 800.229.6655 / P 972.661.8100 / F 972.385.9203



TCEQ - Page 2
March 24, 2021

Photocopies of this submittal are being mailed to the following, per the Instructions for Public Notice:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Air Section Manager

Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office

2309 Gravel Drive

Fort Worth, Texas 76118-6951

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of Air

Air Permits Division, MC-163

Mr. Alfredo Mendoza

Building C, Third Floor

12100 Park 35 Circle

Austin, Texas 78753-1808

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (504) 343-4593 or Mr. Kevin Bush of GAF at

(214) 637-8933.
Sincerely,

TRINITY CONSULTANTS
K'l(g.f'.‘/‘q €% s eyl
Latha Kambham, Ph.D.
Managing Consultant

Attachments

cc: Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, TCEQ Air Permits Division

Ms. Elizabeth Smith, TCEQ Regional Office 4
Mr. Kevin Bush, GAF



TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk Applicant Name:_Building Materials Investment Corporation

MC-105 Attn: Notice Team Permit No.: 02771

P.O. Box 13087 Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF \V ﬂ\\as §

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared -

M&)ﬁf—}&gﬂ , who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name

of Person Representing Newspaper)

the A(\Muv.s\ at Dicecter ofthe _ LaMac Obxcergec
(Title of Person-Representing Newspaper) (Name of the Newspaper)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in /70\\‘\% , Texas;
(The municipality or nearest municipality in which the site or proposed site is located)

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the following date(s):

T)N\vw'\ll Q\_ZBZ\ /ﬂ Pl o

Ca

(newspaper representative’s signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the Q ) day of ‘S&OW \Il ,20_Z )

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office.

Notary F‘ubllc and for the State of Texas
* ?*":‘ Notary Public, State of Texas

§’§ Comm. Expires 11-15.2021 |} VMY\ ’YU HO \Q{A(r\ﬁﬂw(

{ Print or Type) Name of|Notary Public

\\\l il

D
\:\YPgI, KIMBERLY S. HOLLEYHE =AD

[Seal]

TR

%,

H Notary ID 131352846

1S - 202

My Commission Expires

TCEQ - 20479(APDG 5946v8, Revised 9/18)



TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk Applicant Name: uildin%aterials Investment Corporation
MC-105 Attn: Notice Team Permit No.: 02771

P.O. Box 13087 Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

STATE OF TEXAS § ,

COUNTY OF (}\\f )@ §

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

%U’P\ﬂ AN % , who being by me duly sworn, deposes and sayé; that (s)he is (Name
of Person Representing Newspaper) E -
the Q Lo of the LCL LN L@V\/\\m idAd P P
(Title of Person Representing Newspaper) (Name of the Newspaper)
that said newspaper is generally circulated in %lﬁ( Lkﬂ% , Texas;

(The municipality or county in which the site or proposed site is located)

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the following date(s):

G lkb 703l
e

" (Wewspaper Representative’s Signature)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the O( day of %V) , 20 f ‘

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office. M

~ Notary Public in and for the State of Texas

[Seal V%, LAURIE REED ; : 0/
/ lotary Public, State of Texas
3 Comm. Expires 07-30-2024 j,r/ f K{{

Print or Type Name of Notary Public

130/ w24

My Commission Expires

TCEQ - 20480(APDG 6947v8, Revised 9/18)
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I dallasobserver.com I

CONTENTS

\ DISH

MUSIC

CLASSIFIED

| DALLAS OBSERVER ’

JANUARY 21-27,2021

DOMESTICS OPEN-cLOSE
$1.75 Sun. Mon. Wed. Thur.

$ 2 7 5 IMPORTS  OPEN-cLOSE

Sun. Mon. Wed. Thur.

$2.50 U CALL ITS oPEN-cLosE

Tues.

2150 Ccllifornia Crossing Rd, Dallas * 469-420-9770
!}/DallasbucksCabarei @/Bucks(:abarei :

@

oURBe PASURE
CUCIRIESE

LIQUIDS
AVAILABLE!

12045 Shiloh Rd. 1966 W. NW Highway 1720 W. Mockingbird Ln

214-327-0551 972-869-1098 214-638-0765
www.sexysite.com  Open 24/7!

TEXA‘S COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Revised Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

Draft Permit No.: 02771

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials Investment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Bivd, Dallas, TX 75212-3738,
has applied to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) for a renewal and revision of Federal Operating
Permit (herein referred to as Permit) No. 02771, Application No. 30975, to authorize operation of the Dallas Plant,

an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility. The area addressed by the application is located at
2600 Singleton Bivd in Dallas, Dallas County, Texas 75212-3738. This link to an electronic map of the site or facility's
general location is provided as a public courtesy and not part of the application or notice. For exact location, refer

to the application. You can find an electronic map of the facility at: ttp [[www tceq.texas.gov/assets/public/
b610/ind

=r. This application was received by

the TCEQon JuIy 29, 2020

The purpose of a federal operating permit s to improve overall compliance with the rules governing air pollution
control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 122.10 (30 TAC
§122.10). The draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the area must operate. The permit will
not authorize new construction. The executive director has completed the technical review of the application and has
made a preliminary decision to prepare a draft permit for public comment and review. The executive director recom-
mends issuance of this draft permit. The permit application, statement of basis, and draft permit will be available for
viewing and copying at the TCEQ Central Office, 12100 Park 35 Circle, Building E, First Floor, Austin, Texas 78753; the
TCEQ Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office, 2309 Gravel Dr, Fort Worth, Texas 76118-6951: and at https://www.pub-
licnotice.live/TCEQ-PN.pdf, beginning the first day of publication of this notice. The draft permit and statement of
basis are available at the TCEQ Website:

www.tceg.texas.gov[gotoz tvnotice

At the TCEQ central and regional offices, relevant supporting materials for the draft permit, as well as the New Source
Review permits which have been incorporated by reference, may be reviewed and copied. Any person with difficulties
obtaining these materials due to travel constraints may contact the TCEQ central office file room at (512) 239-2900.

Public Comment/Notice and Comment Hearing. Any person may submit written comments on the draft
permit. Comments relating to the accuracy, completeness, and appropriateness of the permit conditions may result
in changes to the draft permit.

A person who may be affected by the emission of air pollutants from the permitted area may request

a notice and comment hearing. The purpose of the notice and comment hearing is to provide an additional
opportunity to submit comments on the draft permit. The permit may be changed based on comments pertaining to
whether the permit provides for compliance with 30 TAC Chapter 122 (examples may include that the permit does not
contain all applicable requirements or the public notice procedures were not satisfied). The TCEQ may grant a notice
and comment hearing on the application if a written hearing request is received within 30 days after publication of
the newspaper notice. The hearing request must include the basis for the request, including a description of how the
person may be affected by the emission of air pollutants from the application area. The request should also specify
the conditions of the draft permit that are inappropriate or specify how the preliminary decision to issue or deny the
permit is inappropriate. All reasonably ascertainable issues must be raised and all reasonably available arguments
must be submitted by the end of the public comment period. If a notice and comment hearing is granted, all individu-
als that submitted written comments or a hearing request will receive written notice of the hearing. This notice will
identify the date, time, and location for the hearing.

Written public comments and/or requests for a notice and comment hearing should be submitted to the
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105, P.0. Box 13087, Austin,
Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at www14.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/ and be received within
30 days after the date of newspaper publication of this notice. Please be aware that any contact informa-
tion you provide, including your name, phone number, email address and physical address will become part of the
agency’s public record.

A notice of proposed final action that includes a response to comments and identification of any changes
to the draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted public comments, a hearing request, or re-
quested to be on the mailing list for this application. This mailing will also provide instructions for public peti-
tions to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to request that the EPA object to the issuance of the proposed
permit. After receiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in compliance with
the applicable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. In addition to submitting public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the Office of the Chief Clerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies of future public notices (if any) mailed by the Chief Clerk for this appliation.

Information. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.0. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-
3087 or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. Si desea informacidn en Espaiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials Investment Corporation by calling Mr. Kevin Bush at
(972) 872-2325.

Notice Issuance Date: December 30, 2020

{
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Kaitlyn Romoser atrap6 por primera vez al
Covid-19 en marzo, probablemente en un

_vigje a.Dinamarca y Suecia, justo cuando

el alcance de la pandemia se estaba vol-
viendo claro. Romoser, que tiene 23 afios
e investigador de laboratorio en College
Station, Texas, dio positivo y tuvo algunos
dias de sintomas leves parecidos a un res-
friado.

En las semanas siguientes, se recupero a
lo que se sintié como una recuperacion

completa. Incluso se hizo otra prueba,
que resulté negativa, para unirse a un es-

tudio como una de las primeras donantes

de plasma sanguineo convaleciente en un
intento por ayudar a otros.

Seis meses después, en septiembre, Ro-
moser volvié a enfermarse, después de un

(POR QUE TANTA msxsrmcm EN LAVARSE LAS MANOS? |

<10 QUE NOS AYUDA A ELININARLO.

A5 QUE POR MAS SIMPLE QUE SUENE, LINARNGS
LAS MANDS ES DE NUESTRAS HEJORES o
QPCIONES COMTRA £L CONID-5.

viaje a Florida con su padre. Esta segunda
pelea fue mucho peor. Perdio el sentido del
gusto y el olfato y sufrié persistentes dolo-
res de cabeza y fatiga. Ella dio positivo por
Covid-19 una vez mas, junto con su gato.

Cobeértura completa del brote
‘ de coronavirus
Romoser cree que fue un caso claro de

.reinfeccion, en lugar de un misterioso re-

surgimiento de la infeccién original que
quedo inactiva. Debido a que el coronavi-
rus, como otros virus, muta regularmente

‘a'medida que se multiplica y se propaga a
" través de una comunidad, una nueva infec-

cién tendria una huella genética diferente.

~Pero debido a que ninguno de los laborato-

rios habia guardado sus muestras de prue-
ba para la secuenciacion genética, no habia
forma de confirmar su sospecha.

“Serfa bueno tener pruebas”, dijo Romo-

ser. “Literalmente me han llamado menti-
roso, porque la gente no quiere creer que
es posible volver a infectarse.*;Por qué
mentiria sobre estar enfermo?
Mientras millones de estadounidenses lu-
chan por recuperarse del Covid-19 y mi-
llones mas luchan por la proteccion que
ofrecen las vacunas, los funcionarios de
~ salud de EE. UU. Pueden estar pasando
por alto un subgrupo inquietante de sobre-
vivientes: aquellos que se infectan mas de
~ una vez. Identificar qué tan comin es la
reinfeccion entre las personas que contra-
jeron Covid-19, asi como qué tan rapido
se vuelven vulnerables y por qué, tiene im-
plicaciones importantes para nuestra com-
prensién de la inmunidad y los esfuerzos
de la nacién para disefiar un programa de
vacunacion efectivo.

Los cientificos han confirmado que son
posibles las reinfecciones después de la
enfermedad inicial causada por el virus
SARS-CoV-2, pero hasta ahora las han
caracterizado como raras. Se han compro-

bado menos de 50 casos en todo el mundo,
segin un rastreador de reinfecciones glo-
bal. Solo cinco se han comprobado en los
EE. UU

“Predigo que estamos perdiendo casos de
reinfeccion”, dijo. “Son muy dificiles de
determinar, por lo que‘!se necesitan equipos
especializados para hacer ese trabajo, o un
laboratorio central”.

Tales casos son diferentes de los casos del
llamado Covid-19 de larga distancia, en el
que la infeccién original desencadena sin-
tomas debilitantes que persisten durante
meses 'y se pueden seguir detectando par-
ticulas virales.

La reinfeccion ocurre cuando una persona
se infecta con Covid-19, elimina esa cepa y
se vuelve a infectar con una cepa diferente,
lo que genera preocupaciones sobre la in-
munidad sostenida contra la enfermedad.
Tales reinfecciones ocurren fe,gularmente :
con otros cuatro coronavirus que circulan
entre los humanos y causan resfriados co-
munes. :

INFORMATE AQUI
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Desarrolle en su Hijo un
Coraz6on de Sonador

Si alguien me ensefié a so-
fiar fue ella; mi mama.

Ella era una mujer peque-

fia de estatura, morena,
con sexto grado de la es-
cuela, es decir, sin estu-
dios, abandonada por su
mam4 y lastimada en su
infancia. Ella no tenfa ca-
pacidad para sonar,  pero
cuando Dios se revel6 a

su vida; se desperto en ella

una admirable habilidad de
trabajar, de sofiar, de creer
y de siempre mirar las co-
sas en posmvo ‘

Mi mama nos ensefno que
ese terreno se podla com-

prar. Nos ensefid que ese
edificio se podia construir.

Nos ensefié que luego de

construir esto; habia que
comprar otro terreno, y
construir algo mas grande.
Nos ensefio desde nifios a
sofiar con nuestra casa pro-

pia. Esa era mi mama. Ella

me enseno a sofar.

Los padres tienen un gran:

reto: ensefiar :a sus hijos
a sonar. Hay padres que
continuamente les dicen a
sus hijos: “No podemos’,

“tt no lo vas a lograr”, “no

hay como”. Dejando en su
hijo este sinsabor de deses-

peranza o de incapacidad |

aprendida.

Los suefios nos permiten

Ver en nuestra imagina-
Hagales preguntas, com

¢ A donde te ves cuando'.'

cion; lo que 'va a ocurrit
en el futuro. Tienen que

ver con el proposito que.
debemos cumplir, con la

mision que vamos a VIvir,
Nos proyectan en el tiem-

po, y generan dentro de

nosotros ilusion, - alegria,
pasion, y entusiasmo. Por
eso, un buien padre y una
buena madre le ayudan
a su hijo a enconfrar sus
suefios al aceptarlo, amar-
lo y bendecirlo. Nosotros
debemos impulsar a nues-
tros hijos al destino para el
cual nacieron, y ayudarles

a descubrir su proposito en

la vida.

Le comparto varias reco-
mendaciones para desarro-
llar en nuestros hijos el an-

helo de sofiar y llegar alto:

1. Fomente en ellos fe y
esperanza.

Inviteles a ver més alla de
lo que tienen frente a sus
0jos. Los suefios no tienen
nada que ver con cuanta
abundancia usted tenga.
Aungue yo no lo vea clar
yo tengo que impulsarlos a
la gr andeza. A cudl gran-
deza? Aquella de la que
hablo Jesus: “ustedes ha-
ran cosas todavia mayores
de las que yo he hecho.”

S TEA) lBsic

es ¢l mensaje que debemos
sembrar en el corazon de

nuestros hijos. Ellos nacie-
ron para romper las marcas
alcanzadas por nosotros.
Lea mas en; (Cémo for-

mar espnrltualmente a mis

hijos?

2 Sea ejemplo de algmen‘
- capaz de construir una
historia.

No viva como victima
quejandose por todo y de
todos; sus hijos necesitan
el ejemplo de un luchador.
Recuerde, la capacidad de
disfrutar la vida no la de-

- termina el lugar de donde

vengo, el color de mi piel,
la estatura que tengo, el
salario que yo gano; mas

. bien, la determina la acti-

tud que tengo en mi cora-

zon, la fe que apasiona mi

alma y el gozo que dejo

que domme mi vida. Lea
mas en: _Hexede un buen
nombre

3. 1nv1telos a pensar en

su futuro.

seas grande?”, “7qué stie

“fios te gustaria cumpli

Tenemos éxito al cumpli

nuestros suefios y cuando

alcanzamos aquello para lo

cual hemos sido apartados
y elegidos. No significa |

que mi mision ‘es. alcan-
zar X cantidad de cosas

o ser multimillonario; ese
no es el suefio que debe-
mos sembrar en el cora-

zon de nuestros hijos. Pero

si debemos ensenarles a
ser mayordomos fieles
de los recursos que Dios
ha puesto en sus manos y

animarlos a multiplicarlo.

Lea mas en: Impulse a sus

Hijos al Destino Correcto

4. No les imponga sus

pl’OplOS suefnos.

no pueden nacer de mis
deseos impuestos o mis
suefios  frustrados.  Los
suefios son algo personal,
auténtico, y vienen del co-

razén. Los sueilos nacen:

cuando despierto la ilusion
de llevar adelante algo que
me apasiona y con lo cual
me identifico. Quiere decir
que el llamado y la mision

‘que debemos cumplir es
personal no se puede im-
poner y no sé puede imitar.

El p10p051to es una inspi-
racion personal que cada

‘uno tiene q ¢ aprender

a descubrir. Lea mas en:.

- Qué debo decirle
“hijos todos 10s dias?
5. Ayude a sus hijos a

aceptarse a si mismos. .
Ayude asus huos a encon—

lnv1erta tlempo en el
para ayudarles a descubrir
su inteligencia dominante |
y acompafielos a realizar |
lo que les gusta y les apa-
siona. L.ea mas en: ()Como
fortalecer el autoestuna de
su hijo?

Asi qﬁe no temas, porque yo
estoy contigo; no te angus-

| ties, porque yo soy tu Dios.

Te fortaleceré y te ayudaré;

te sostendré con mi diestra

victoriosa. (Isaias 41:10)

(Cémo vencer el miedo?
Ese sentimiento que parali-
za o nos lleva a hacer cosas
estiipidas para evitar aquello
que tememos... La Biblia
dice que la solucion para el
miedo es el amor.

§ no e dejes
E'ser nuevas mod

que se suman El CSB mundo '

8| sin siquiera reflexionar un

vir lo que Dios

" ellos Tenemos

‘de sus hljos :

;De qué | f
destruir los suefios. de sus
hijos? Con palabras que

: descahﬁcan .como: “No
podemos™,

- “nosotros - no
nacimos para esto”, “‘otros
si pueden 0 cuando los
comparamos. Lea mas:

‘Criando - Nifios Sanos y
. Resﬂlentes
Los suefios de mis 111)0‘;_

Ensefie a sus h} j0S a soffar.

‘ Haga que siempre tengan
un suefio que les inspi-

re, les rete, y les desafie.
Quien no tiene un suefio
que le inspire llegara a
cualquier lugar o8¢ pare-

cera a alguien mads, menos

a él mismo. Porreso, al

‘ animar a que nuestros hi-.
jos tengan suefios. p 'jplos

in_fo@laprensacomunidad.com + 409/549.2160

Puedes vencer el miedo

Cuando el amor de Dios en-
tra en tu corazon, €l expulsa
el. miedo. Puedes encontrar
en Jesus la fuerza que nece-

sitas para enfrentar tus mle-

dos.

3 cosas que puedes hacer
hoy para vencer tus miedos:

« Ora a Dios tan pronto em-

pieces a sentir miedo o an-
siedad

» Habla con un hermano en

la fe sobre tu miedo y pidele

vlo que es verdadero. Oi'a a
_ Dios y busca conocerle Vde“

no ensefien el Evangeli

_ dadero de Jesueristo.

la ebperanza y el amor que

§ tencmos en nuesim Senor

_* Ora y pide a Dios sincera-
_mente que te ensene la ver-

que ore por ti
 Recuerda todas las veces
que Dios te ha protegido. El
es fiel y continuard hacién-
dolo.

Para orar:

Sefior, reconozco que tengo
‘miedq, pero también reco-
nozco que tu estas conmigo.

AytGdame a sentir tu amor
y tu paz durante este dia y
librame de todo el temor.
Amén.

. Sirve a D s con dedzcacmn sl
_yconunafe fervorosa.

§ docirinas, h mbres o 1deas"'
ienon. fundamento ;
; damento.‘ Todo ‘1_0'de as es

Mis ovejas oyen mi voz; yo
las conozco y ellas me si-
guen. - Juan 10:27

& Jesus dijo que sus ovejas ha-

cen 2 cosas: lo oyen y lo si-
guen. Dios guia a aquel que
es salvo. Es un gran privile
gio poder oir la voz de Dios
a través de la Biblia y del Es-
piritu Santo, pero eso no bas-
ta. Necesitamos obedecer.
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