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July 30, 2021

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105
Attn: Notice Team
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 787 lt-3087
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RE: Pubtic Notice and Comment Hearng Requhements - Notice and Hearing Verifrcation foffi ;
Titte v permit Number: 0_2771 

. 
RECEIVED

Building Materials Investment Corporation - Dallas Plant - Dallas County
cN 602717464, RN 100788959

To Whom It May Concern:

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. 0-2771 issued on June 6, 2018.

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 17,2027
o La Prensa de la Comunidad (Spanish) on June 22,202I

. 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.liveffCEQ-PN.pdf , for public
viewing and copying, beginning January 21,2027

. Signs posted at the Dallas Plant on January 2L,2021are kept in place

. Submitted the newspaper clippings and affidavits to TCEQ on July 7,2021

The Dallas Plant is required to submit the Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form and Form OP-

CROLto the TCEQ within 10 business of the end of the public comment period. As such, GAF is submitting
lhe Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form and Form OP-CRO./, Photocopies of these submittals are

being mailed to the following, per the Instructions for Public Notice:

Nov 0 3 2a23

TCEQ CENTI?ri_ rtLE HOOM

t't
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TCEQ - Page2
July 30, 2021

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Air Section Manager Office of Air
Dallas/For.t Worth Regional Office Air Permits Division, MC-163
2309 Gravel Drive Mr, Alfredo Mendoza
ForL 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,

,J/(k
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
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TEXAS COMMTSSTON ON ENVTRONMENTAL QUALTTY
Federal Operating Permit (Title V)

Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form

Applicant Name: Buildi Materials I nvestment Corporation

Site or Facility Name:

TCEQ Account Number (if applicablel' DB-0378S [i . r.
;l:! 1\)
-bipermit Number: 02771 ,,_ ,

Regulated Entity Numbe; RN1 00788959 ;:E
Customer Number: CN6027 17 464 -'r"l

a-) N
:j-Jr{

All applicants must complete all applicable portions of this form. The completed
attention of the Office of the Chief Clerk. For more information regarding public
public notice package.

form should be sent tflfie TCF.Q to thi*-
notice, refer to the instructions in the

Dallas Plant

FEDERAL OpERATtNc PeRur (rrle v) NolcE Aruo Coruruerur HenRlruc VeRtrtcattott

I verify that the required signs were posted in accordance with the regulations and
instructions of the TCEQ. Q9,uo
I 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. @ro
I 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
throughout the duration of the public comment period.

9**o
Name of Public Place: www.Publicnotice.liveffCEQ-PN.pdf

Address of Public Place: y,rq,1ry. Pu b Iicnotice. I ive/TC EQ-PN . pdf

Sisned ov, l/rf (/H
Title:Plsnl Manager Date:713012021

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



Form OP-CROI
,,EqflHffi8#,Al.

Certification by Responsible Official
Federal OperatingPermitfrogranf0?l AU$ -2 p,'{ 4, l5

All initial permit application, revision, renewal, and reopening submirtals requiffipEtifiqSo,n"rqrs$q gddressed using
this form. Updates to site operating permit (SOP) and temporary operating permlt fbf)hfplibihlUfi{&'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.

I. Identifying Information

RN:RN100788959 CN: CN602717464 Account No.: DB-0378S

Perrnit No.: 0-2771 Project No.: 30975

Area Name: Dallas Plant Company Name: Building Materials Investment Corporation

II. Certification Type (Please mark the appropriate box)

I Responsible Official E Outy Authorized Representative

III. Submittal Type (Please mark the appropriate box) (Only one response can be accepted per.form)

E SOplfOP Initial Permit Application E Update to Permit Application

f] COp Initial Permit Application I eermit Revision, Renewal, or Reopening

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

IV. Certification of Truth

This
only

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

I, Wavne Scott certify that I 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 SpeciJic Date(s) for each certification. This section must be completed. The
certification is not valid without documentation date(s).

Time Period: From 
stort Dot" 

to
End Date

SpecificDates: 113012021
Date I Date 2 Date 3 Date 4 Date 5 Date 6

Signature:

Title: Plant Manager

Signature Date: 113012021

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



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

H

PUBCOMMENT.OCC

Wednesday, )uly 14,2021 B:05 AM
PUBCOMMENT-APD; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC
CORRECTION: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

WD1_Request for ln Person Hearing_7.6.211.pdf
troP

I aa 114

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

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 277L

PM

From: champions@lanwt.org <champions@lanwt.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 6,2O2L 5:46 PM

To: P U BCO M M E NT-OCC <PU BCOM M E NT-OCC@tceq.texas.sov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BU I LDI NG MATERIALS INVESTM ENT 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 REVITALIZAlION PROJECT

400 S. Zang Blvd., Ste. 1420, Dallas, 'fexas 75208
469-458-9009 email: crp@lanw.org

With CRP ofllces in Amarillo, Dallas, Fort Worlh, 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, TX787ll-3087

Electronic submission at: www I4.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 I (WDl) 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 202l,we specifically asked for an opportunity for
residents to orally voice their concems 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 WDI members to determine an
appropriate time and place for the hearing. Had that coordination taken place, we could have
voiced our conce(ls 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.l 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

I Texas Commission on Environnrental Quality, l[i.ssion Statement and Agency Philosophy, (July 2"d 202l,ll:00
AM) https ://www.tceq.texas.gov/aeency/m i ssion.htm I

Bringing justice to Norlh and llest Texans since 195 I

LSCI;ixr;i::::'



greater responsiveness to the public and additional opportunities for public participation."2 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 Texans3 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.a Courts have consistently held that the
provisions of the Act are mandatory and are to be liberally construed in favor of open
government.5 Towards this end, municipalities and state agencies across Texas have resumed in-
person meetings.6 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 I-345 right here in
Dallas.T

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 l-
mile radius of the GAF facility is 91% people of color, 73o/olow-income and l7o/olinguistically
isolated compared with state averages of 58o/o people of color, 35% low-income and 8olo

linguistically isolated.8 Dallas ranks among the nation's worst cities for broadband internet
connectivity,e where internet access is largely correlated with socio-economic status and zip-
code.r0In 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. I I

2 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Resolution Concerning Public Participation, April 22, 1996, (luly
2,2021,1 1 :15 AM), https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/participation/permitting-
participation/particip_res.html
3 "Open Meetings Act Handbook2020," Office of the Attorney General of Texas, 2020,

https;//www.texasattorne),general.gov/sites/default/files/files/divisions/open-sovernment/openmeetinss hb.pdf
4 TEX. GOV'T CODE $ s5l
s See City of Laredov. Escamilla,2l9 S.W.3d 14, l9 (Tex. App.-San Antonio 2006, pet. denied); Willmannv. 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)
6 Amaris E. Rodriguez , Local governments move toward allowing public at meetings again (June 7th,2021),
y'rrlps://wacotrib.com/news/local/qovt-and-politics/waco-local-govenrnrents-rnove-toward-allowins-public-at-

rneetines-aeain/artic le_e0a9 I fd0-c7e9- I I eb-8620-0b945efe I Tef.htrnl
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, I l:00AM), https://www.txdot.eov/inside-txdot/eet-
involved/about/heari nes-meetings/dal las/06222 l htm I
8 U.S. EPA, EJSCREEN Dernographic Indicators, available at: https://ejscreen.epa.sov
e Corbett Smith, "A third of Dallas farnilies are without home internet, making online learning all the nTore

difficult," The Dallas Morning News, May 8,2020, https://www.dallasnews.com/newsipublic-health/2020l05/08/a-
third-of-dallas-families-are-without-home-internet-rnaking-online-learning-all-the-rnore-difficult/ be
I0 Emily Donaldson, "Many Dallas fanrilies still don't have reliable internet. Here are some possible solutions," Ifre
Dallas Morning News, July 5,2021, https://www.dallasnews.com/news/education/2021l07/05/nrany-dallas-fantilies-
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 Reseqrch Center, lune 22,2021 ,

https://www.pewresearch.ore/fact-tank/2021l06/22ld igital-divide-persists-even-as-arnericans-withJower-incomes-
nrake-sains-in-tech-adoption/
rr Brooklyn Cooper, "How hot spots are bridging southern Dallas' digital divide during the coronavirus pandemic,"
't-he Dallas MorningNews, August 28,2020, https://www.dallasnews.corn/news/public-health/2020/08/28lhow-hot-
spots-are-bridqing-southern-dal las-di gital-divide-d uring-the-coronavirus-pandernic/



Given the severity of the "digital divide" in West Dallas, holding a public meeting exclusively
online on a topic conceming 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 wellas 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. O2771 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. ZangBlvd., Ste. 1420
Dallas, TX75208
(214) 243-2s83
champions@lanwt.org

a
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Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

H

From: La urie G ha ris <La urie.Gharis@tceq.texas.gov>
Sent: Sunday, February 28,2O2t7:27 pM

To: PUBCOM M ENT-OCC <PU BCOM M ENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Cc: CH I EFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>
subject: Fwd: I strongly object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal permit

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Monday, March 1, 2021 8:54 AM
PU BcoM M ENT-occ2; PUBcoM M ENT-oprc; pu BcoM M ENT-ELD; pu BcoM M ENT-APD
Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
FW: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF,s Federal permit

From: Elizabeth Alexa nder <ealexa nder@copper. net>
Date: February 28,2O2L at7:22:3O pM CST
To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.Bov>, Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.sov>,
omar.Narvaez(odallascitvhall.com, iasmineforl00@smail.com, rafael.anchia@house.texas.sov.
iessica.gonzalez(Ohouse.texas.qov. rovce.weSt(asenate.texas.gov, marc.veasev@mail.house.pov,
E lba.Ga rcia DDS@da llasco u ntv.ors
Subject: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federat permit
Reply-To: ealexander@copper.net

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #02771

Building Materials tnvestment Corporation/GAF

2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx752t2

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

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



) 
f industria! Particulate ,",,"jo,,ution, and the ninthpower station. lt is the 4th largest source of industria! Particulat

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.2O%o

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. lt's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover

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

Sincerely,

2



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Monday, February 22,2021 2:19 PM

PUBCOM M ENT-OCC2; PU BCOMM ENT-OPIC; PUBCOMM ENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT.APD

Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
FW: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

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

Sent: Friday, February L9,202L 2:09 PM

To: P U BCO M M E NT-OCC <PU BCO M M ENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Cc: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Deornette Monteleone <Deornette.Monteleone@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: I 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: 5L2-739-4582

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

www.tceq.texa s.qov/custome rsu rvev

From: Ca rrie Schweitzer <Ceschweitzer@sbcgloba l. net>

Sent: Friday, February 79, Z.OZL 2:02 PM

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

Omar.Narvaez@dallascitvhall.com: iasmineforl00(osmail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.sov;

iessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov: rovce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasev@mail.house.sov:

Elba.GarciaDDS@dallascountv.ore
Subject: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit#O277t

Building Materials lnvestment Corporation/GAF

2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx752L2

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

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

1



l'm requesting a public meeting on

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. lt is the 4th largest source

of industrial Particutate Matter pollution, and the ninth largest source of industria! 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 indusilies

to Black and Brown neighborhoods. lt's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover from that racist past. lt should not be

allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,

o
this matter.

2



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subiect:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Monday, February 22,2021 2:23 PM

PUBCOM MENT-OCC2; PUBCOM MENT-OPIC; PU BCOMMENT-ELD; PU BCOM M ENT-APD

Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
FW: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

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

Sent: Thursday, February t8,202L 11:44 AM
To: PU BCOM M ENT-OCC < PU BCO M M ENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Cc: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Deornette Monteleone <Deornette.Monteleone@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: I 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 18,2021at!L:24:52 AM CST

To: CH I E FCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.sov>, La urie G ha ris <@>,
Omar.Narvaez@dallascitvhall.com. iasmineforl00(@email.com. rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov.

iessica.eonzalez@house.texas.gov. rovce.west@senate.texas.gov, marc.veasev@mail.house.gov.

Elba.Garcia DDS@dallascountv.ore
Subject: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit
Reply-To: lisatm p(@swbe ll.net

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit#0277L

Building Materia ls I nvestment Corporation/GAF

2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx75212

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

I object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in

West Dallas and l'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. tt is the 4th largest source of industrial Particulate
largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

o
Matter pollution,

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.2OYo

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. lt's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover

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

Sincerely,

and the ninth

2



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Monday, February 22,2021 2:24 PM

PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
FW: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

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

Sent: Wednesday, February L7,2O2L 8:08 AM
To: PU BCOM M E NT-OCC <PU BCOM M ENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Cc: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Deornette Monteleone <Deornette.Monteleone@tceq.texas.gov>

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

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Joyce Hall <hallmi@sbceloba l.net>
Date: February 16,202tat 10:37:56 PM CST

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.sov>, Laurie Gharis <@>,
Omar.Narvaez@dallascitvhall.com. iasmineforl00@smail.com, rafael.anchia(@house.texas.sov.

iessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov. rovce.west@senate.texas.gov. marc.veasev@mail.house.gov.

Elba.Garcia DDS@da llascountv.ors
Subject: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit
Reply-To: ha llmi (osbceloba L net

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit#0277L

Building Materials lnvestment Corporation/GAF

2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas fx752t2

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

I object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in

West Dallas and l'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 potluter in Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility



power station. lt is the 4th largest source of industrial Particulate Matter
largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.

o
pollution,

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.20Yo

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 poltution. At least three early childhood program or day care centers and six

school campuses are tocated 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. lt's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover

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

Sincerely,

and the ninth

2



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Monday, February 22,2021 2:25 PM

PU BCOMMENT-OCC2; PU BCOM MENT-OPIC; PU BCOM MENT-ELD; PU BCOM MENT-APD

Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
FW: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

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

Sent: Tuesday, February L6,202L 8:20 PM

To: PU BCO M M ENT-OCC <PU BCOM M E NT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

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

From: Norman Howden <rrgrandad @gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, February L3,2021 4:55 PM

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

Omar.Narvaez@dallascitvhall.com; iasmineforl00@email.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov;

iessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov; rovce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasev@mail.house.gov:

Elba.Ga rcia DDS@da llasco u ntv.ors
Subiect: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit#0277L

Building Materia ls lnvestment Corporation/GAF

2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx75272

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

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

l'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

Daltas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement ptant or utility power station. lt is the 4th 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 approximatety one third of the Dallas average. 20o/o 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. lt's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover from that racist past. lt should not be

allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,

2



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

H

PUBCOMMENT.OCC

Monday, February 22,2021 2:25 PM

PUBCOM MENT-OCC2; PU BCOM MENT-OPIC; PU BCOMMENT-ELD; PU BCOM M ENT-APD

Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
FW: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

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

Sent: Tuesday, February 76,202L 11:57 AM
To: PU BCO M M E NT-OCC <PU BCOM M E NT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Cc: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Deornette Monteleone <Deornette.Monteleone@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: I 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: 5L2-739-4582

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

www.tceq.texa s. gov/custo m e rsu rvev

From: Norman Howden <rrgrandad@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, February L3,2O2L 4:55 PM

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

Omar.Narvaez@dallascitvhall.com: iasmineforl00@gmail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.sov:

iessica.sonzalez@house.texas.sov: rovce.west@senate.texas.Rov; marc.veasev@mail.house.gov:

Elba.Garcia DDS@dallascountv.ore

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

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit#0277L

Build ing Materia ls I nvestment Corporation/GAF

2500 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx75272

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

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

1



l'm requesting a public meeting on

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. lt is the 4th largest source

of industrial Particulate Matter poltution, 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. 2OYo 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. lt's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover from that racist past. lt should not be

allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,

o
this matter.

2



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Monday, February 22,202'1 2:28 PM

PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
FW: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

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

Sent: Sunday, February 14,202L 11:59 AM
To: PU BCOM M E NT-OCC <PU BCO M M E NT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: I 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 L4,2O2tat 10:59:32 AM CST

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

Omar.Narvaez@dallascitvhall.com. iasmine{o1100@gmail.com. rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov.

iessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov, rovce.west@senate.texas.sov. marc.veasev@mail.house.gov.

Elba.Ga rcia DDS@da llascountv.org
Subject: I Strongly Obiect to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit
Reply-To: norma @ readers2 leaders.org

REr Federal Operating Permit Titte V

Draft Permil#0277L

Building M ateria ls I nvestment Corporation/GAF

2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx752L2

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

I object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in

West Dallas and l'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 poltuter in Datlas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility
power station. lt is the 4th largest source of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the ninth



largest source of industrial 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' 2O%o

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

schoot 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. lt's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover

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

Sincerely,

o
Carbon

2



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Monday, February 22,2021 2:29 PM

PUBCOMM ENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PU BCOM M ENT-APD

Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
FW: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

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

Sent: Saturday, February L3,2OZL 5:35 PM

To: PU BCO M M ENT-OCC <PU BCO M M ENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

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

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Evelyn Mayo <emavo@pqc.edu>
Date: February 13,2A2LaL4:49:46 PM CST

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

Omar.Narvaez@dallascitvhall.com, iasmineforl00@gmail.com. rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov.

iessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov, rovce.west@senate.texas.gov, marc.veasev@mail.house.gov.

El ba.Ga rcia DDS@da llascountv.ore
Subject: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit
Reply-To: emavo@pqc.edu

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit#O277L

Building Materials lnvestment Corporation/GAF

2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx752L2

RN100788959

Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

I object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in

West Dallas and l'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. lt is the 4th largest source of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the ninth



o
largest source of industria! 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.2Wo

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. lt's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover

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

Sincerely,

2



Elisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent Monday, February 22,20212:30 PM

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

Subject FW: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 Building Materials lnvestment

Corporation/GAF 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx75212 RN100788959

H

From: La u rie G ha ris <La u rie.G ha ris@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Saturday, February L3,2021 5:34 PM

To: PU BCO M M E NT-OCC <PU BCO M M ENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit#0277L Building Materials lnvestment Corporation/GAF

2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx752tZ RN100788959

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Esther Villarreal <espete0@Rmail.com>

Date: February L3,202Lat2:48:02 PM CST

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

Subiect: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit#O277L Building Materials !nvestment
Corporation/GAF 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx752t,2 RN100788959

Federal Operating Permit Title V
Draft Permit#0277L
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx75272
RN100788959

Dear Madam,
I object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory
located in West Dallas and l'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. lt 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. 20o/o 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

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. lt's now a dangerous and

obsolete leftover from that racist past. lt should not be allowed to obtain a new federal operating

permit.
Sincerely

Esther Villarreal
1907 McBroom St, Dallas 752t2
630-946-8496
espeteO@smail.com

o
environmental health

2



' Etisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attachments:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Monday, February 22, 2021 2:22 PM
pUBcoMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

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

/GAF
Comments on GAF's TITLE V Permit Renewal.docx

From: La urie G ha ris <La u rie.G ha ris@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Friday, February L9,2O2L 1:34 PM

To: P U BCO M M E NT-OCC <PU BCOM M E NT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Cc: CH IEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Comments on Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft PermiI#0277L IGAF

Laurie Gharis

Office of the Chief Clerk

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

Cell Phone: 5L2-739-4582

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

www.tceq.texa s. gov/custo m e rsu rvev

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

Sent: Friday, February L9,2O2t 1:21PM
To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.Rov>; Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.sov>

Cc: Omar.Narvaez@dallascitvhall.com; iasmineforl00@email.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas'sov;

iessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov; rovce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasev@mail.house'gov;

Elba.Ga rcia DDS@da llascountv.ore
Subject: Comments on Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit#0277t IGAF

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk

To \A/hom lt May Concern,

Our comments on behalf of ourselves and West Dallas residents concerning the renewal of the rederal operating Permlt

Title V Draft permit #0277t, for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation/GAF at 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 @tonl-tace

{font-family:',Cambria Math"; panose-1:2 4 5 3 5 4 6 32 4; mso-font-charset:0; mso-generic-font-family:roman; mso-font-
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S11 0;)p.MsoNorma[ li.MsoNormal, div.MsoNormal {mso-style-unhide:no; mso-style-qformatyes; mso-style-parent:"";

margirilOin; mso-pagination:widow-orphan; font-size:12.0pt; font-family:"Times New Roman",serif; mso-fareast-font-
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let us know if you have any trouble downloading them. Thank you.

Jim Schermbeck
Downwinders at Risk
806-787-6567

I
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Comments on:
Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit#0277L RN100788959
Bu ildi ng M ateria ls I nvestment Corporation/GAF

2500 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx752L2

Submitted by Downwinders at Risk Education Fund

February Lgth,2o2L
to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Office of the Chief Clerk

MC 105, P.O. box 13087

Austi n, Texas 7 87 tl-3087

Downwinders at Risk is a27-year-old environmentaljustice 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.

ln this matter we specifically represent West Dallas resident Esther Villarreal who resides at 1907

McBroom St Dallas 752L2,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 Clifl 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 539.602, 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. lt is the 4th 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. lts annual volumes have ranged

from 59 to 25 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.

ln the largest effort of its kind, a nationwide Harvard School of Public Health study of more than

60 million senior citizens published in2017linked long-term exposure to PM pollution to
thousands of premature deaths annually, even ot levels well below the legol limits set by the U.S.

Environmentol 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. ln

20L4, 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. ln 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

lnventory 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 necessaryto 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 .O'a, property should be subject ,o . .r,t tive 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

L. 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. lts closest competitors are the County's two other
asphalt shingle factories, although GAF's Sulfur Dioxide annual pollution easily eclipses their
combined totals. ln 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. lts 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. lt 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.



oo
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. ln 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 lrving 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 36Yoof all lndustrial 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 lndicate 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 2OL9, TAMKO 26J. 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 lncomplete combustion taking place. lncomplete

combustion can in turn lead to the release of toxic Products of lncomplete Combustion which are

usually not accounted for in EPA Risk Assessments despite their documented harms at low levels

of exposure.
4



f EPA should fully review Gt s production processes and sources ttsure the most efficient
combustion possible in all sources of CO pollution.

ll. 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 20th Century racist zoning that allowed
large polluting factories to locate within close proximity of People of Color neighborhoods and

Dallas Housing Authority units, lt'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. ln the early L990's the waste from RSR created the nation's largest Superfund site. From

the l-980's on, West Dallas has been a national environmentaljustice symbol.

GAF's continued operation is furthering that racist legacy. lt's releasing copious amounts of
noxious air pollution into West Dallas residential neighborhoods with impunity. lt'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,IX75226
972-230-3185
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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 lnvestment
Corporation/GAF 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx75212 RN100788959

H

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

Sent: Thursday, February L8,202t 9:36 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit#0277L Building Materials lnvestment Corporation/GAF 2600

Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 752t2 RN 100788959

From: Esther Villa rreal <espete0@smail.com>

Sent: Saturday, February L3,2O2t 2:49 PM

To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.Rov>

Subject: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit#0277L Building Materials lnvestment Corporation/GAF 2600

Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 752L2 RN100788959

Dear Sir or Madam,
I object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory
located in West Dallas and l'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. lt 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. lt's now a dangerous and

obsolete leftover from that racist past. lt should not be allowed to obtain a new federal operating
permit.
Sincerely

Esther Villarreal
1907 McBroom St, Dallas n<75272
630-946-8496
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' Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Monday, February 22,2021 1:1 1 PM

PUBCOM MENT-OCC2; PU BCOM MENT-OPIC; PU BCOM MENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

WD1-GAF Public Comment-2.19.21 w Attachements.pdf

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

Sent: Friday, February L9,202t 4:39 PM

To: PU BCO M M E NT-OCC <PU BCOM M E NT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENW NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER:2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNW: DALLAS

PRINCTPAL NAME: BU I LDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTM E NT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Stephanie Champion

E-MAIL: cha m pions@ lanwt.ors

COMPANY: Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas

ADDRESS:4OO S ZANG BLVD STE 1420

DALLAS TX 75208-6648

PHONE: 4694589009

FAX:

COMMENTS: See attachment



Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas
COMMUNIry REVITALIZ ATION PROJECT

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

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

February 19,2021

Ms. Laurie Gharis
Office ofthe Chief Clerk
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC-105
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, T)(78711-3087

Electronic submission at: Wwwl4.tceq.texas. gov/epic/eComr+enU

Re: Public Comments and Request for Notice and Comment Hearing on Draft Federal

Operating Permit C2771: 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 l, a coalition of West Dallas
residents and neighborhood associations that comprise the residential neighborhoods

immediately adjacent to and surrounding the GAF Materials facility located at2600 Singleton

Blvd, Dallas Texas 75212. West Dallas I 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 02771would 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 I (WD1) is a coalition of West Dallas residents and neighborhood

associations dedicated to advocating for the protection and preservation ofits neighborhoods and

the health and safety of its residents. WDl members live in close proximity to the asphalt shingle

and coating materials manufacturing facility operated by GAF Materials located at2600
Singleton Blvd, DallasTX75212 and are directly impacted by the harmful emissions of the

facility including sulfur dioxide (SOz) and particulate matter (PM).Numerous members of WDI

Bringing justice to North and l{est Texans since l95l

LSCI*ffiiifi"fi'



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 WDI 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
o'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

nebuliier 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

gaidener who grows plants and vegetables and even teaches Forest School to preschoolers in her

ixtensive home garden. She spends a significant amount of time outdoors while at home and has

grave concerns about the quality ofthe 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 WDl 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. Unforrunately, 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, WDI has numerous other members who are directly
and adversely impacted by emissions from GAF.

IL REQUEST FORHEARING

WDI 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.l 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

' 42 U.S.C. $ 7661a(b)(6);40 CFR $ 70.7(h); 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 122340
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Commission in person. In addition, WDI 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."2 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 r"qu"rt is reasonable, the executive director shall hold a hearing."3 Here, members of
WDI 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).4 ln2019, the facility emitted over 125 tons of SOz and was

the largest SOz polluter in Dallas County.s Short-term SOz exposure is known to have harmful
effects on the respiratory system making breathing difficult and exacerbating the symptoms of
asthma, particularly in children.6 Uigh concentrations of SOz in the air lead to the formation of
other sulfur oxides (SO, which can react with other compounds to form small particles which
contribute to PM pollution.T 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.s At high concentrations, SO* 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 l-mile radius of
the GAF facility isglo/opeople of color, T3Yolow-income and l7% linguistically isolated

compared with state averages of 58% people of color, 35% low-income and 8% linguistically
isolated.e Not only have these communities been historically disproportionately impacted by

environmental injustices but recently by the COVID-I9 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

2 42U.s.C. $ 7661a(b)(6)
3 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 122.340(d)
4 TCEQ, 2019 Point Source Emissions Inventory, available at: https://www.tceq.texas.sov/airoualiW/point-source-

eilcontaminant-summary-reports
5 Id.
6 U.S. EPA, Sulfur Dioxide Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/so2-pollution/sulfur-dioxide-basics.
7Id.
8 U.S. EPA, Particulate Matter (PM) Basics, available aI https://www.epa.eov/pm-pollutioilparticulate-matteq-pm'
basics#effects
e U.S. EPA, EJSCREEN Demographic Indicators, available at: hftps://eiscregn'epa.eov



and reporting requirements to assure compliance with applicable emissions limits and

requirements.

IIL REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF COMMENT PERTOD

Due to the emergency conditions surrounding the ongoing winter storm and disaster

declaration,l0 WDI requests a reasonable extension of the public comment period. Commenters

and their attomeys, 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 WDI 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."ll Congress added Title V to the CAA in 1990 to better track and assure compliance

wiih the CAA and to facilitate enforcement against facilities that do not comply.12

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.l3 Where necessary, the

permitting agency must supplement direct requirements with additional monitoring, reporting, or

iecordkeeping "to assure cbmpliance with the permit terms and conditions."14

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.l5

r0 Office of the Texas Governor, available at:

https://gov.texas.eov/uoloads/filesipresslDlSASTER-severe-weatherJINAL-02-12-202l.pdf

" 42 U.S.C. $ 740(bxl)
'2 42 U.S.C. $ 766lc(a)-(c)
r3 42 U.S.C. $ 7661c(a)
14 42 U.S.C. $ 7661c(c)
15 30 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."16 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:

o Shall not administer its program in a manner that: l) 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.l7

o 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].r8

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

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

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:

. The failure to include an adequate statement of basis;
o The failure to ensure compliance with all applicable requirements;

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

o The failure to include a compliance plan that would prevent the ongoing violations of
General Condition 13 of NSR Permit 77llA.

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

'6 42 U.S.C. $ 20ood

'7 40 c.F.R. $ 7.35(b)

'8 40 C.F.R. $ 7.35(c)

'e 40 C.F.R. $ 7.35(aX7)
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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. lnstead, 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.2o 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."2r

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 specifr 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.
2t Order Partially Granting and Partially Denying Petition for Objection to Permit 01498, Petition YI-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 identi$ 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.
C2164, Chevron Phillips Chemical Company, Philtex Plant (Aug. 6, 2010) at fl7 (draft permit
fails to meet 40 C.F.R. $ 70.6(aXl) 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. VI20l4-04 and VI-2014-05, at l1-15 (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,T2T F.3d274,300 (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 g 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
permiued 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.

GAF's certified PBR registration number 14740 establishes emission limits substantially
lower than the emission limits in $ 106.4(a)(l) 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 authorizedby 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, T2T 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 speciS monitoring, testing, and recordkeeping
conditions necessary to assure compliance with applicable PBR
requirements.
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Each Title V permit must contain monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting conditions

that assure compliance with all applicable requirements. 42 U.S.C. $ 766lc(a) and (c); 40 C.F.R.

g 70.6(aX3) ana (cXt); In the Matter of Wheelabrator Baltimore ("Wheelabrator OrdeC'), Permit

No.24-510-01886 at 10 (April 14,2OlO). Emission limits inNSRpermits, includingPBRs,
incorporated by reference into the Draft Permit are applicable requirements. 40 C.F.R. $ 70.2;

DraftPermit, 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(aX5); 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 3l,2}ll). 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.i83(2XC), 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 authorizebrazing, 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 262to 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(aX2), 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 $ l06.263,which applies to routine maintenance, startup, and

shutdown of emission units and temporary units establishes daily emission limits, ld. at $
106.263(dX1), requires a case-by-case permit for activities that exceed these limits, id. at $
106.263(dX2), 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 g 106.a(a)(l)-(3) in any rolling l2-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 authorizedby 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(9), 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, s€et e.E.t 30 Tex. Admin. Code $$
106.8(c) and L06.263(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 Inthe Maffer of United States Steel-Granite City Works ("Granite City II Order"), Order
on Petition No. V-201l-2 at9- 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

io 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 $ I16.116(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: (l) 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. 771 1A when next renewed or amended. (Attachment A), Registration

Letter for Certified PBR Registration No. 14740, Project No. 270215. This registration was

issued in2017 and was last revised on January 5, 2018. Permit No. 771lA was last amended on

April20, 2018. See TCEQ's NSR Permit Tracking Webpage at:

32450. 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(dX2) and the

Draft Permit must include a compliance schedule to address this ongoing violation. 42 U.S.C. $$

7661b(bxl);766tc(a),

Additionally, GAF has claimed the following unregistered PBRs that may establish limits
for facilities authorized by Permit No. 771 lA: 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. 77l lA, 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 $ I l6l l6(dX2).

Commenters are aware that the TCEQ reads its rule at 30 Tex. Admin. Code $

116.116(dX2) to provide two options for incorporating PBR requirements into previously issued

permitsr (l) 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 2t; https://www.tceo.texas.sov/assets/public/permitting/airlmemos/Bbr-soc06.pdf
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and

Consolidation of certain PBRs and SPs by reference is mandatory. All SPs and PBRs that
directly affect the emissions ofpermitted 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 incomoration is voluntary. If the permit holder
requests incorporation (that is, reauthor'uation 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.

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. at2-3.

This reading of 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ I16.116(dX2) ("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 puzzlingequivocation 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 $ 116.1l6(dX2). Tex. Health & Safety Code $

382.0511(a) provides that "[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). 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 permil" as the statute requires. The process of consolidating multiple permits into a
single permit, as it applies to 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ I16.116(dX2) is properly characterizedby
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. 771 lA 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 authorizedby 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. 741lA. 30 Tex. Admin. Code $

t iA.t tO(a)(l). 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 authorizedby 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. 771lA, Standard Permit No. 91414,

Certified PBR Registration No. 14740, and representations establishing GAF eligibility to claim

unregistered PBRs. 40 C.F.R. g 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. SS 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. S 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 Tala@) 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 $ I la(c) ("other than emissions data"); 40 C.F.R. $2.301(0.

The Draft Permit is deficient because it improperly incorporates confidential permit
terms. Specifically, Special Condition No. 30 of Permit No. 771 1A 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. 771 lA such rates and parameters are

enforceable conditions of Permit No. 7711A. 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 116.116(a)(l). 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.'u).23

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
77LlA: Special Condition 9 of Air NSR PermitTTllA 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."2a The Draft Permit and NSR Permit
77llA 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.25

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 l7 of NSR Permit
77llA: Special Condition 17 of Air NSR PermitTTlIA 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 77lla
during Maintenance, Startup, and Shutdown activities. NSR Permit 77llA briefly references

MSS activities, stating:

2a Air NSR PermitTTllA, Special Condition 9.
25 AirNSRPermitTTllA, 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 $ I16.119, 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 affributed 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

spilies before units stabilize during startups (5 to l5 minutes), overall products of
combustion are expected to be within hourly range limits for normal loads during
production operations.26

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

ihat 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 ioads during production operations"2T 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. 771 lA 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. 771 lA. See In the Matter of Scherer Steam Electric

Generating Plant, Order on Petition Nos. IV-20l2-l,lV-2012-2,IY-2012-3,Ly'2012'4, andlY'
2012-5, at I 8 (Jan. 3l , 2Ol1) (finding that where SlP-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 Air NSR Pe rmit 77 ll A, Source Analysis & Technical Review at 3 (March 27 , 2018).
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. 771 1A 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.2s 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.,lnthe Matter
of Northeast Maryland Waste Disposal, Order on Petition No. III-2019-2 at 9 (December I l,
2020) ("An annual stack test alone is insufficient to assure compliance with a l-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. at8-9:' see

also, 40 C.F.R. $ 70.7(aX5). Permit No. 77 I I A 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, SOz,

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 and28 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 77llA 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(aX5).

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 UniVGroup/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 apart 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 PermitTTllA. Basically, there is no

way to tell (even with the Draft Permit and Air NSR PermitTTll{ 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 I 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,2e 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 Permit77llA.30 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 possible3l 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 l-l and l-3 (with fabric filter control
equipment), and COOLI (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-l and 1-3) be increased to at
least once per week, and monitoring frequency for the uncontrolled equipment (COOLI) 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.32 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

2e Air NSR PermitTTllA Special Conditions at 3-4; Draft Permit at32 et seq.
30 Draft Permit at32 et seq.
3t Air NSR 77ll{ 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 95Yo for PM/PMIO . . . .").
32 Draft Permit at 44-46.
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regulatory standard.33 It is important that the public and federal regulators are able to discem

trow ttre 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? tf 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

Diaft 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(0 used to support the non-

applicability of those requirements identified in the "Permit Shield" attachment to

the Title V permit.3a

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 [ofl TCEQ's legal and

factual basis for all determinations of non-applicability for those requirements

identified in the "Permit Shield" attachment to the permit.3s

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.36

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(0(3XiD.

33 See, e.g., Objection to Federal Part 70 Operating Permit Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company, Houston Chemical

Plant, TCEQ Permit No. a l22l (Jatuary 8, 2010).
3a Objection to Federal Part 70 Operating Permit ExxonMobil Corporation, Colonial Storage Facility (March 5,

2010).
3s Id.
36 Letter from Carl E. Edlund, P.E., Director, Multimedia Planning & Permitting Division, EPA Region 6 to fuchard

Hyde, P.E., Director, Office of Permitting, Remediation, and Registration, TCEQ, Re: Title V Objections (March

18, 20l l).
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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 l3 of NSR permit 77ll{ 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: (l) 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 77ll1. 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."37 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.

\rI. 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 Tract205 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.38 According to the EPA's own EJSCREEN tool,
the population within a l-mile radius of the GAF facility is 9l%o people of color, 73o/olow-
income and l7o/o linguistically isolated.3e 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 PermitTTl lA, Special condition 16.
38 2019 ACS S-Year Estimates Data Profiles available at:

hups://data.census.eov/cedsci/table?e:1400000US481 13020500&tid:ACSDJ5Y20l9.DPO5&hidePreview:false
3e U.S. EPA, EJSCREEN Demographic Indicators, available at: https://eiscreen.eoa.gov
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In 2019 , GAF was the highest emitter of SOz in Dallas County with over 1 25 tons

emitted and the fourth highest "riitt". 
of PMz s with 26.31 tons emitted.ao As discussed in more

detail above, short-term SO, 
"*porure 

is known to have harmful effects on the respiratory system

making breathing difficult and ixacerbating the symptoms of asthma, particularly in children.al

Long-tirm exposure to persistent levels of SOz has been linked to lasting and detrimental

changes to lung function.a2 High concentrations of SOz in the air also contributes to PM

polluiion, smai-l particles which can penetrate the lungs and bloodstream, causing serious health

problems.a3

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-familyiesidencis and small businesses. So not only do the facility's harmful emissions

adv:ersely afiect 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 counterpartsaa and that landfills, hazardous waste sites and other

industrial facilities are mlst often located in communities of color.as The West Dallas

community is a prime example of this injustice. West Dallas is home to one of the nation's

largest Suierfund 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. Everrtoday, West Dallas has the highest concentration of heavy industrial zoning of
aiy zipcode in the City of Dallas and some of the worst air pollution.a6 A recent study by UT
Southwestern Medical Center found that there is up to a 1S-year difference in life expectancy

depending on the zip code in which one resides in the City of Dallas.aT West Dallas residents are

impacted by the cumulative harmful emissions from numerous industrial operators in the area

40 TCEe, 2019 Point Source Emissions Inventory, available 41; https://www.tceq.texas.eov/airqualitv/point'source-

eilcontaminant-summary-rePorts
., U-S. EPA, S,rtfr. Dt""ide Basics, available at: https://www.epa.sov/so2-pollution/sulfur-dioxide-basics
42 U.S. EPA, Integrated Science Assessment for Sulfur Oxides - Health Criteria. EPA/600/R-081047F (Sept. 2008)

available at:
httes://cfpub.eea.eov/ncea/risldrecordisolay.cfm?deid=198843&CFID=67772989&CFTOKEN:91583296
n, US. BiA, Particulate Matter (PM) Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/pm-pollution/narticulate-matter-om'
basics#effects
., C*1". f". American Progress, 5 Things to Know About Communities of Color and Environmental Justice (Apr.

2016) availabls x1: https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/race/news/2016/04/25l136361/5-thines'to-know-about-
communities-of-color-and-environmental-j ustice/
45 Id.
a6 Paul Quinn College, Poisoned by Zip Code,(Spring 2020) available at:

https://static Lsquarispace.con/static/ibft+b+3+Ot t a034b52 I I 3b9/V5ec5b8a8b4ac6740e2506c26/l 59001 6 I 70482/

Executive+Summary Vl Rl.pdf
4? UT Southwestern Medical Center, Life Expectancy by ZIP Code in Texas (Feb. 2019), available at:

httos ://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.

Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas
Community Revitalization Proj ect
400 S. ZangBlvd., 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, T)(78705

Gabriel Clark-Leach
Environmental Integrity Project
1206 San Antonio
Austin, TX 78701

Respectfully,

Stephanie Charhpion
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TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Permlt No.: 147140 Company Name: Building Materials lnvestment Corporation APD ReYiewer: John Gott, P.E.

Project No.: 2702',t5 Unit Name: GAF Materials PBR IVo(s). 106.261, 106.262,
106.472

GENERAL lI'IFORMATION
Reoulated Entitv No.: RN1 00788959 Prolect Type: Permit by Rule Application

Customer Reference No.: cN605251487 Date Received by TCEQ: JuneT,20'17

Citv/Countv: Dallas, Dallas County Date Received bv Revlewer: June 12,2017

Phvslcal Locatlon: 2600 Sinoleton Blvd

(214) 637-8933Tech nical ContacU Consultant
Name and Tltle:

YES NO .. COMMENTS

ls confidential information included in thqqpp!9q!!94 x Conlidential version of PBR submittal.

Has the PBR fee been paid? X

ls this reqistration certified? X

ls this an APWL site? x
Are there any upstream or downstream affects associated
with this reqistration?

X All emissions are included.

ls planned MSS included in the registration? X

Are there affected NSR or Title V authorizations for the
oroiect?

X lf yes, vvhat is the number(s): NSR 7711A, 0-2771

ls each PBR > 251250lpy? X

Are PBR sitewide emissions > 251250loy? N/A N/A Site has been to public notice.

Are there permit limits on using PBRS at the site? x
ls PSD or Nonattainment netting required? x
Do NSPS, NESHAP, or MACT standards apply to this
reoistration?

X

Does NOx Cap and Trade apply to this registration? X

ls the facility in compliance with all other applicable rules and
reoulations?

X

toauthorizeLine3sealantapplicationsystemthatincludesonenewLineuhr I tqo wt U[gu U rE gr r n-orvr ro

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 io 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 se-alant

application system includes one'new Line 3 sealant run tank, associated self-seal applicator, laminate self-seal applicator, asphalt fume filter and a

l-ieatec heat6r. The company is claiming all emissions under PBR '1 06.261 and 106.262. The company is using the TCEQ memo by.,Mr. Richard

Hyde dated September t, ZObO to constiuA tne sealant run tank under PBR 106.472 (1) while the emissloRs 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 seilant 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 ofthe proposed project.

The Heatec heater is.used to provide heat required by the Line 3 sealant application syste,r.n, and the heater is authorized under PBR 106.183. The

Dallas Plant maintains onsite aocumentation and as iuch, emis$ions a$sociated with this healer are not inoluded in this FRB,registration" Tie
heater has less than 1 tpv for

Co

GENERAL RULES GHECK



TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Permit No.: 147140 Company Name; Building Materials lnvestment Corporation APD Reyiewer; John Gott, P.E.

Pqect No.: 270215 unit Name: GAF Materials PBR No{s).: 106.261, 106.262,
106.472

o The emission poinl(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.
o There are no changes to or addition of any pollution abatement equipment.
o Visible emissions to the atmosphere, from any point or fugitive source, do not exceed 5.0 % opacity in any six-minute period.

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

SIllEZS_(Mar ch 1 4, 1@7 arnended September 4, 2000)
tiliA OaOing or unloading equipment for railcars, tank trucks, or drunrs; storage containers, reservoirs, tanks: and change of service d material
loaded, unloaded, or stored is permitted by rule, provided that no visible emissions result and the chernicals loaded, unloaded, or stored are limited
as cited by the company to:

(1) the follou,ing list asphalt, resins, soaps lube oils,
(2) water or wasta /ater;
(3) aqueous salt solutions;

fuel oils, polymers, detergents, lube oil additives, vegetable oils;

(4) aqueous caustic solutions, except anYnonia solutions;
(5) inorganic acids except oleum, hydrofluoric, and hydrochloric acids;
(6) aqueous anmonia solutions if vented through a water scrubber;
(7) hydrochloric acid if vented thror€h a water scrubber;
(8) acetic acid if vented through a water scrubber; and

PBR 106.261(2)

Emission Limit Actual Emlssions

Lb/hr Tpy tbrhr tPv

co 6.00 10.00 0.00335 0.01

Air Contaminant L D K Emission Limit Actual Emissions

ft lbrhr lb/hr tpv

Asphalt Petroleum
"Fume"

5 450 92.5
0.0541 0.2368

0.050273 0.1900729

H2S 1.1 450 92.5 0.01't9 0.0521 0.00166 0.00621

PBR 106.26{(3)

Emlsslon Llmlt Actual Emisslons

Air Contaminant lblhr tpv lb/hr

Carbonyl Sulfide 1.00 4.38 4.36E-5 1.63E-4

ui TOTAL VOC EMISSIONS: 0.05- 0.19-

both lbs/hr and tpy are equal to the tpy of VOC in the ESTIMATED EMISSIONS block below and are

acceptable speciated emission estimates.

I need the emissions that you areTo: Mr. Kevin Bush

Email--please find attached the emission calculation for the Line 3
Heatec Heater that includes the heater size and hours of operations for

for the time to discuss the asphalt
The laminate sealant is approximately 90% blown asphalt and 10olo

polymer modified asphalt. The self-seal sealant is laminate sealant

Fm: Lele Bao
972-661-8100

EPN / Emlssion Source voc co PM PMro PM 2,5 HzS Carbonyl
Sulfide

lbs/hr tnv lbs/hr tov lbs/hr tpy lbs/hr tpv lbs/hr tpy lbsrhr tDV tbsrhr tDV

CFL2 / Line Sealant
System- Mist Elimination
Svstem

0.05 0.19 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.0'1 0.01 <0.01 <0.01

2

I' pBR ,106.262

mg/m3

I

I



TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

1 1 0' exists to the nearest
line and 450'to the nearest

Mr. John Gott, P.E.

July 12,2017

SIGNATURE:

PRINTED NAME: Sushil Gautam, Ph.D. Mr. Samuel Short, Mgr.

DATE: June 15,2017 June 19,2017
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# UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 6

1201 ELM STREET, SUITE 5OO

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 (TCEO 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(bxl), EPA is objecting to the proposed

permitting action. Section 505(bxl) 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 Part70.
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)(a) 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 7l . 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

p.og.u1n. ii you have qu.riiom or wish to discuss this further, please contact Cynthia Kaleri, Air Permits

b.riion Chiif 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)



1.

Obiections 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.

o NSR permit 96220 includes references to the initial permit application's confidential file
dated November 201I at special conditions 4(A), 11, and 12. Special Condition 4(A) in
permit 96220, establishes a production rate for polymer production. Special Condition I I in
permit 96220, enforces a limitation on the products to be stored in seven storage tanks.
Special Condition l2 in permit96220, enforces a limitation on the products to be loaded and

unloaded at three loading racks.
. NSR permit 28441, at Special Condition 4, references confidential information contained in

the associated August 2014 permit amendment application. Special Condition 4 in permit
28441establishes an operational production limitation on the Toluene Disproportionation
Unit.

o 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 I la(c) of the CAA.42
U.S.C. g Tala(c). However, the CAA specifically limits this protection: "The contents of a [title V]
permit shall not be entitled to [confidential] protection under section [ 14(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. g 7661c(a). EPA regulations further require that the contents of a title V permit include
o'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(aXl). Further, "terms and conditions in apart 70 permit... are enforceable by the

Administrator and citizens under the Act." 40 C.F.R. $70.6(bX1). Additionally, information which is
considered emission data, as well as standards or limitations, are also not entitled to confidential
treatment. See CAA $ I la(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 EnconMobil 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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goveming 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. $

741{@)Q); id. g 7604(a)(1), (0(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 $ 382.041cannot 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 (106.261and 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 (106.261and106.262),148594(106.261 and106.262),147480(106.262),147270
(106.261and 106.262),145967 (106.262),145938 (106.261), 144055 (106.261and106.262),
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 t06.262), 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 (106.26r
and t06.262),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 l0 6.262), I 5 l22l (l 0 6.261), | 5320 I (106.261 and I 06.26 2), and I 5 I 078 ( I 06.26 I and

106.262). The emissions calculations in the PBR registrations are emissions data under CAA 114(c)

and 40 C.F.R. g 2.301(a)(2XD@) 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)(2XD@). 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 $ 50a(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.L83,106.266,
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 databasel

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 April2, 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)(2XBXi)
("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 at37 ("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

I https://www.tceg.texas.eov/permittinq/airlnav/air-status oermits.html
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permit since it is not in compliance with the requirements of CAA $ 50a(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-REQI 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 20211upon issuance of its
renewal. The renewal application for NSR permit 20211was 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 permitz02ll
are listed in the title V permit. Once NSR permit 20211is issued, ExxonMobil should submit a

minor revision application for the title V permit upon the issuance of the renewal for NSR permit

202lL The following PBRs are shown to be consolidated by incorporation into the renewal of NSR
permit 20211:

o PBR 106.26l,registrations 102554, 123403,41621,43766,52417,71653,75416,76270,
and87877

o PBRs 106.262, registrations 1 23403. 437 00, 487 43, 7 617 9, 7 627 0, 7 9993
o PBR l06.264,registrations 102544, 102545, 102549, 102550, 10255 l, 102552, 102553,

102558
o PBR 106.478, registration 39479
o PBR 106.533, registrations 39222,71466
o Standard Exemption 76, registrations 103414, 103151

o Standard Exemption 46, registration 103165
o Standard Exemption 51, registration 22750
. Standard Exemption 86, registrations 22764, 22765, 22766, 34349
o Standard Exemption 87, registration 23981
o StandardExemption l06registrations 103133, 103152,103159, 103167,103170, 103175,

103179, 23448, 3 I 854, 32592, 34522, 34849
o Standard Exemption I 18 registration23260,23989, 31317, 34522, 34849
o Standard Exemption 7, registration 103178
o 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 FSl2 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 (2613s),5827 (103169), SE 76 (32622), SE 76 (103141), SE 76 (103147), SE 106 (33s18),

sE 106 (103134), SE 76 (103139), pBR 106.262 (3ss07), PBR 106.261 (102559), PBR 106.261 and

t06.262 (36806), pBR 106.264 (t02557), pBR 106.512 (38991), PBR r06.261 (38990), PBR
t06.262 (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 (s5061L001), pBR 106.124 (55900), PBR 106.124 (70174), PBR
106.262 (71881), PBR 106.261 (72234), PBR 106.261 (74s42), 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 I 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 at3l. 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 Wite Paper Number I and

Wite Poper 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; ^Brg
River Steel Order at 8-9, 14-20; and the ExxonMobil Boytown Olefins Plant Order at 14. See

response to comments at Response l, 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 propeiy 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 l0; Yuhuang II Order at 7 -8; PacifiCorp-Hunter Order at 16, 17 , 18, I 8 n.33, l9;
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. Sierua Club v. EPA,

536 F.3d 673 (D.C. Cir. 2008); see Motiva Order at25-26.2

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

. 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.

o 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

2 TCEq's argument that EPA's interpretation in Hunter and Big River Sleel 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 l, 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.

Page 8 of 11



days/year. The EPA assumes that this PBR authorization is for Air Preheater I106
(F1l06SG) and/or Air Preheater 1206 (Fl206SGU). Both of these emission units are in
NSR permit36476lPSDTX996Ml. 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.

o PBR 106.261Facilities (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 speciff 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.

o 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.

o 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.

o PBR 106.371Cooling 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

Lvaiuate 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 authoizedby the PBRs listed above are

insignificanf 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)(3Xi).

Whit, fop"r Number 2 at32.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

iecord 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.

l. 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 l8
years later, but the PBR is still shown to be "effective" on the TCEQ website. Another example

is PBR 106.2611106.262 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

Permlt No,: 147140 Company Name: Building Materials lnvestment Corporation Amber Huddle

278775 GAF Materials
Revision: Add Adhesive Storage Tank

1 06.261, 106.262, 106.472

December 6, 2017

BDAHLGREN@GAF.CO
M

Phone No,:
Fax No.:

Responsible Officlal/ Prlmary
Gontact Name and Tltle:

Technlcal ContacU Consultant
Name and Title:

ls confidential information included in the application? x Confictential information included in application

Has the PBR fee been paid? X Voucher no. 343838

ls this registration certified? X PI-7 CERT

ls this an APWL site? X

Are there any upstream or downstream affec{s associated
with this registration?

x

ls planned MSS included in the registration? X

Are there affected NSR or Title V authorizations for the
project?

X NSR Permit no.7711A, Standard Permit No. 91414, 0-2771

ls each PBR > 251250lpy? X

Are PBR sitewide emissions > 251250lpy? X N/A - Site has been to public notice

Are there permit limits on using PBRS at the site? X

ls PSD or Nonattainment netting required? X Project emissions are below netting thresholds

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

X

Does NOx Cap and Trade apply to this registration? x Not located in HGB

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

X

ORf is a nationwide manufacturer of building material products. The GAF Dallas Plant manufactures asphalt shingles for the roofing industry. There

are two asphatt roofing lines at the GAF Dallis 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

an<i packaged. The elisting Line 3 sealant application system is installed to apply self-seal asphalt and laminate self-seal asphalt to the asphalt

roofing sheets. The Line 5 sealant application system includes one new Line 3 sealant run tank (Facility ldentification Number [FlNl: T-22),

associated self-seal applicator (FlN: SEALAP), laminate self-seal applicator (FlN: SEALAP), and a Heallgq !ea!g (ll!.!IB9I_

Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, doing business as GAF Materials Corporation (GAF) has submitted a Pl-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 (FlN: TK-AD [authorized under 5106.472) for the

existing Line 3 sealant application. The proposed 3120 Adhesive Storage Tank will also feed the existing self-seal applicator a1d lary@e self-seal
applicator to apply dots/stripes to the shingles system (authorized under S106.261 and $106.262). The Line 3 Heatec heater (FlN: HTB ) authorized
under PBR 106.1'83 that is cunently used to provide heat required by the Line 3 sealant applioation system will be decommissioned as part of this
pro1ect. The Line 3 sealant application system \,vill utilize the heat from the existing Line 1 Heatec heater (FlN: HTRI) claimed under'PBR 5106;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
as a result of the proposed project.

oo

,RMATION. ,

Mr. Bruce Dahlgren
Plant Manager

214-637-8970 Email:

Mr. Kevin Bush

Environmental Engineer
Phone No.:
Fax No.:

214-637-8933 Email: KBUSH@GAF.COM

GENERAL RULES.CHECK YES I NO COMMENTS



TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

Permlt No,: 147140 Company Name: Building Materials lnvestment Corporation APD Reviewer: Amber Huddle

Project No.: 278775 Unit Name: GAF Materials

Revision: Add Adhesive Storage Tank
PBR IVo(s).; 1 U6.261, 1t)6.262,'196.4/2

o The emission point(s) associated with the facilities or changes lo facilities are located at least 450 fi. from the nearest off-site receptor.

o 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.
o Visible emissions to the atmosphere, from any point or fugitive source, do not exceed 5.0 opacity in any six-minute period.

o This registration is not for authorization for construction or to change a facility authorized under another section ofthis chapter or under
$tandard permit.

S106.472 Oroanic and lnorqanlc Liquld Loadino and Unloadlnq
Liquid loading and unloading equipment are permitted by rule, provided that no visible emissions result, and the chemical is limited to asphalt.

PBR r05.251(2)

Emission Limlt Actual Emissions

lbrhr tpv lb/hr I tpv

co I ooo _J 10.00
::'ii 

:, r:: :: :: : :, .'r,11::::::: ::, llllllliill,lllr-liil l'll

001 t 00,

Air Contaminant L D K Emlssion Limit Actual Emissions

mg/m3 lt lb/hr tpy lb/hr tpv

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 r06.261(3)
11

Emlsslon Llmit Actual Emissions

Air contaminant lb/hr tpy lb/hr

Carbonyl Sulfide 1.00 4.38 <0.0't <0.01

EPN / Emission Source voc co PM PMro
tll

HrS

lbslhr tpy lbs/hr tpv lbs/hr tpv lbslhr tpy lbs/hr tpv lbs/hr tpv lbs/hr tpv

CFL2 / Line 3 Sealant Adhesive
System - Mist Elimination System

0.98 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

TOTAL EMISSIONS (TPY): 0.58 0.05 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.02 <0.01

tDv

PM z.o Carbonyl
Sulfide

Site Review Required? x 1t2t20'18 Amber Huddle

PBR Distance Limits Met?
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' EIisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
to:
Subject:
Attachments:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Monday, February 22,20211:13 PM

PUBCOM MENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT.OPIC; PU BCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOM MENT-APD

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Comments on GAF's TITLE V Permit Renewal4.docx

From: evelynmayol3@gmail.com <evelynmayol3@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, February L9,2O2L 1:46 PM

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

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGUTATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER:2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BU I LDI NG MATE RIALS I NVESTM E NT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Evelyn Mayo

E-MAIL: evelvnmavol3@smail.com

COMPANY: Downwinders At Risk

ADDRESS: 1808 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY

DALLAS TX75226-2202

PHONE: 8067876567

FAX:

COMMENTS: Comments attached as word document.



Comments on:
Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit #O277t RN100788959

Bu i ldi ng M ateria ls I nvestment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx752L2

Submitted by Downwinders at Risk Education Fund

February lgth,2021
to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Office of the Chief Clerk
MC 105, P,O. box 13087

Austi n, Texas 7 87 Ll-3087

Downwinders at Risk is a27-year-old environmentaljustice 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.

ln this matter we specifically represent West Dallas resident Esther Villarreal who resides at L907

McBroom St Dallas 752L2,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 Clifl 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 539.602, 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. lt is the 4th largest source of industrial Particulate Matter pollution, and the

ninth largest source of industrial Carbon Monoxide.



A. GAF's Particulate Matter Air Pollution

L. GAF is a Large PM Air Polluter

GAF is the largest PM polluter in West Dallas by a wide margin. lts 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.

ln the largest effort of its kind, a nationwide Harvard School of Public Health study of more than

60 million senior citizens published in2017linked long-term exposure to PM pollution to

thousands of premature deaths annually, even ot levels well below the legol limits set by the U.S.

Environmentol 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. ln

20L4, 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. ln 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 forthat 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

lnventory 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 il'r, property should be subject,o , .rt.tive 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

L. GAF is Dallas Coun!y'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. lts closest competitors are the County's two other
asphalt shingle factories, although GAF's Sulfur Dioxide annual pollution easily eclipses their
combined totals. ln 2019 the factory reported releasing over l-25 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. lts 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. lt 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.



Children with asthma seem
o
to be

o
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. ln 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 lrving 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 36Yoof all lndustrial 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 lndicate 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 lncomplete combustion taking place. lncomplete

combustion can in turn lead to the release of toxic Products of lncomplete 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 Gp, s production processes and sourc.r atruru the most efficient
combustion possible in all sources of CO pollution.

ll. 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 , 45o/o 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 20th Century racist zoning that allowed
large polluting factories to locate within close proximity of People of Color neighborhoods and

Dallas Housing Authority units. lt'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. ln 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 environmentaljustice symbol.

GAF's continued operation is furthering that racist legacy. lt's releasing copious amounts of
noxious air pollution into West Dallas residential neighborhoods with impunity. lt'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
L808 South Good Latimer Expy #202

Dallas,IX75226
972-230-3185
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EIisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

H

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Monday, February 1,202112:49 PM

PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

FW: Request for public hearing
Dear Neighbor (2).pdf; 201230 Operating 02771.pdf

iror, ;r;; t.;;rron .ri.u. tatierson @tceq.texas.gov>
Sent: Monday, February L,202L 9:58 AM
To: P U BCO M M E NT-OCC < PU BCOM M E NT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Request for public hearing

Sent: Friday, January 29,202L 2:31 PM

To: Brad Patterson <Brad. Patterson @tceq.texas.gov>
Cc: Kim Strong <kim.strons@tceq.texas.sov>
Subject: Fw: Request for public hearing

Brad,

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

Thanks,
Alfredo

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

Sent: Friday, January 29,2O2L 11:16 AM
To: Alfredo Mendoza <alfredo.mendoza@tceq.texas.gov>

Cc: Jesse Chacon <iesse.chacon@tce >

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 <Bervl.Thatcher@Tceq.Texas.Gov>

Cc: Ferrell Fields <Ferrell.Fields@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Request for public hearing

Hi Sam and Beryl-l 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 I told her I would check if it was subject to a public hearing. Please advise.



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

Thanks!

Legislative Liaison
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
s',t2-963-9730

From: Jasmine Crockett <Jasmine.Crockett@house.texas.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 28,202L 4:00 PM

To: Lo renzo Da nielson <Lo renzo. Da nielson @tceq.texas.qov>
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 lOO

JesvuNr CnocKETT
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 45olo 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 t5-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-l9 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 funher peqpetuates 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 given formal notice. In addition to that, however, they deserve to publicly testify regarding the issuing of this

permit. Tiinsparency 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.

State ve Jasmine Crockett, Esq.

House District 100

CAPTTOL GFFTCE: RO. BOX rOrO InUSrm, TEXAS ?8?68-2srO l(SrZ) +Or.OSArlJnSl,rrNE,CROCKETT@/HOUSE.TEXAS.GOV



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Notice of Draft Fedoral Operating Permit

Draft Permit No.: 02771

Application and Draft Fermit. Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas,
TX75212-3738, has applied to the Texas Commission on EnvironmentalQuality OCEO) for a renewal
and revision of Federal Operating Permit (herein referred to as PermiQ No. 02771, Application
No. 30975, to authorize operation of the Dallas Plant, an Asphalt Shlngle and Coating Materials
Manufacturing facility. The area addressed by the appllcation is located at 2600 Singleton Blvd ln Dallas,
Dallas County, Texas 75212-3738. This link to an electronic map of the slte or facllity's general location is
provided as a public courtesy and not part of the appllcation or notice. For exact location, refer to the
application. You can find an electronic map of the facility at:
trttp://www.tceq.texas.gov/assets/public/hb61Ofindex.html?lat=32.777777 &lng=-
96.863333&zoom=13&type=r, This application was received by the TCEQ on July 29,2020.

The purpose of a federal operatlng permit ls to lmprove overallcompllance with the rules governlng air
pollution control by clearly listing all applicable requirements, as defined in Title 30 Texas Administratlve
Code $ '122.10 (30 TAC S 122.10). The draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which
the area must operate. The permitwill not authorize new construction. The executive dlrector has
completed the technical review of the application and has made a prelimlnary decision to prepare a draft
permit for public comment and review. The executive director recommends issuance of this draft permlt.

The permit appllcation, statement of basis, and draft permit will be available for viewing and copylng 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, Texas75212-3734, beginning the first day of publication of
this notice, The draft permit and statement of basis are available at the TCEQ Website:

www.tceo.texas.oovlooto/tvnotice

At the TCEQ central and regional offices, relevant supporting materials for the drafl permit, as well as the
New Source Review permits which have been incorporated by reference, may be revlewed and copied.
Any person wtth difficulties obtaining these materials due to travel constraints may contact the TCEQ
central oflice file room at (512) 239-2900.

Public CommenUNotice and Comment Hearing. Any person may submit written comments on the
draft parmit 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 emlssion 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 opportonityto submit comments on the draft permit. The permit may be changed"basedon--
comments pertaining to whether the permit provides for compliance with 30 TAC Chapter 122 (examples
may include that the permit does not contaln all applicable requlrements or the public notice procedures
were not satisfied). The TCEQ may grant a notice and comment hearing on the application lf a written
hearing request is received within 30 days after publicatlon of the newspaper notice. The hearing request
must include the basis for the request, including a description of how the porson may be affected by the
emission of alr pollutants from the application area. The request should also speciff the conditions of the
draft permit that are inappropriate or speclfy how the preliminary declsion to lssue or deny the permit is
inappropriate. All reasonably ascertainable issues must be raised and all reasonably available arguments
must be submifted by the end of the public comment perlod. lf a notice and comment hearing ls granted,
all individuals that submitted written comments or a hearing request will receive written notice of the
hearing. This notice will identiff the date, time, and location for the hearing.

Written public comments and/or requests for a notice and commont hearing should be submitted
to the Texas Commisslon on Environmental Quallty, Office of the Chlef Glerk, MC-105, P.O. Box
13087, Austln, Texas 78711-3087, or electronlcally at wwwl4.tceo.texas.qov/eoic/eCommenU



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 flnal action that includes a response to comments and ldentlficatlon of any
changes to the draft permlt will be mailed to everyone who submitted public comments, a hearing
request or requested to be on the mailing list for thls applicatlon. 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 lssuance 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.

Malllng Llst. ln addltion to submittlng public comments, a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list
for this application by sending a request to the Oflice 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 Chlef Clerk for this
application.

tnformatlon. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please
contact the Texas Commlssion on Environmental Quallty, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box
13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087 or toll free at '1-800-687-4040. Si desea informaci6n en Espafiol,
puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

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

Notice lssuance Date: December 30,2020



Texas Commission 0n Environmental Quality
INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

Date: July 29, zoz;-

To: Office of the Chief Clerk Docket Room

From: Brad. Patterson, Office of the Chief ar"*O(

Re: Building Materials fnvestment Corporation; Draft Permit No. oz77r

Attached please find the following materials from the notice and comment hearing on
Building Materials Investment Corporation's Draft Permit No. oz77r, held virtually July
29,2O2t:

1. zCDs, and
2. the registration list

Approximately 9o 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 O
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

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



State/Province ZiplPostalCode Organization

Would you like
provide fomal

Would you like to oral comments
be added to the during the
mailing list (Y/N)? hearing (Y/N)?FiEt Name

Ashley
Sona
Joe
James
David
Lauaa

Adair
mary
Paula
Allen
Elizabeth
Claire

*
Sophie
Gabrielle
Latha
Amullo
lsaac
irlanrn
Collin
SCHERRON
Jesus
Dan
PAUL
Wayne
Danny
Joe
Kevin
Genifer
Jayce
Ruth
Jasmine
FREDRICK
Martine

Sharon
Abel

;"
Julao

Victoria
Marsha
Trustee Maxie
Richard
Bnttani
Laura
Ronnie
Jim
Kaylee
Patsy
Debbie
Raul .

Destany
Starlel
Richard [{ARK
Victor
r4
Kidus.

Last Name
Hutto
Chaudhary

Bader
Villalobos
Chavez

Aranda
pa€s
Hutchison
McGill
Alexander
Hwdl
Howard
Randolph
CEnshette
Austin
Hmells
Kambham
Gaaa
Roberts
Reveles
Yarbrough
RICHARD
Azate
Landig
SOKAL
S@tt
Worell
Careon
Shaeberger
Hafrisn
Proctor
EmeGon
CrGkeft
ERVING
Trinka
Richey
Mulugheta
Hllton
Jenkinson
Love
Florcz
Ferell Ortiz
Jackson
Johnson
Guldi
Hite
Cadena
Mestas
Schembeck
Chien
Jacksn
Solis
Reyes
Ramirez
Ramirez
Gra@
Toledo
Haris
Gima

Stephmville

Dallas
Oenton

Dallas
Dallas

DALLAS
Dallas
Austin
Dallas

OALLAS
lrving

Austin
DESOTO
Dallas
Ft Worth

Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Allen
Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Oallas
Dallas
Oallas

75214
75219-3816

75212
75137

75234
752'11

75216$723
75241
75230
75215
75212

76401

75206
76201

76002
750'13

75225
75212
7A701
75220

752'11

78764
75115
75212
76133

75208
752'12

75224
75241-7334
75203

75201
75212
75266
75013
752't2-2538
752't2
75212
75212
75212
75212
75230
75212

Email
ashleyhutto@me @m
sonachaud@gmail.com
Joseph.vu@dailascityhall.com
no@yah@.@m
dvillalobos@organizetexas org
Laquintero@dallasisd org

adairaranda@gmail.@m
ml_.paras@yahoo.m
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Jon Niermarul Chairman

Emily Lindley, C ommissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

Trxas CouurssroN oN Euvm.omusNrar Quarrry
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

June 24, 2021

The Honorable Jasmine Crockett
Texas House of Representatives
P.O. Box 2910
Austin, Texas 787 68-2910

Re: Building Materials Investment Corporation / Application No. 02771

Dear Representative Crockett:

Thank you for your letter to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO requesting
a public meeting regarding Building Materials Investment Corporation / Application No. O2771,
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 752L2-3738.

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 TCEQhas 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 recoglrize 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 concenring 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
kecutive Director

P.O. Box 13087 . Austin,TexasT8Tll-3087 . 512-239-1000 . tceq.teKas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.te>ras.gov/customersurvey
l



Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janeck a, Commis sioner

Toby Baker, Executiue Director

Trxes CoruurssroN oN ENVTRoNMENTAL QUALITv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preuenting Pollution

July 30,2021

Genaro Viniegra Jr.
genarovinie qra@ qmail.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 wiII 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 approvai 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://wwwl4.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eClD/. 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,

/a!,,,-%)M),re
Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

Air Permits Division
Environment al Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at lwvw.tceq.texas.govlgoto/comments *

P.O. Box go87 . Austin, Texas 787rr-5087 , 512-239-10oo . tceq.texas.gov

Howis our customerservice? tceq.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 

tr Opffi
From: scherron.richard@mail.house.gov <scherron.richard@mail.house.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 29,20219:31 PM

To: P U BCO M M E NT-OCC <PU BCO M M E NT-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

PRINCI PAL NAM E: BU I LDI NG MATE RIALS I NVESTM E NT CO RPO RATIO N

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Scherron Richard

E-MAIL: scherron.richa rd @ mail. house.gov

COMPANY: Office of Congressman Marc Veasey

ADDRESS: 1881 SYLVAN AVE STE 108

DALLAS rX75208-2084

PHONE: 2144377497

FAX:

COMMENTS: Statement from Congressman Marc Veasey
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MARC A. VEASEY
33R0 DrsrFrcr, TrxAS

COMMITTEE ON ENER6Y
AND COMMERCE

SuBc0MMrttaE oN CoMMUNrcaroNs
AND TECHNOLffiY

Suacouurner oN ENEscY

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES
SuscoMMrmI oN TACICAL Atn

AND LAND FoRc€s

SuacoMMrrEE oN Mtl,ratY PLn$oNNEL@ongress of tbs Wniteb States
Tbouse of Srpreeentatibes

@agbingtou, B€ 20515-4333

July 29,2021

Office of the Chief Clerk
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC-105
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX787l l-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, Iocated 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 I 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,

2348 R^YruR& Hou$r Orrr:r 8!ilur\r
WasHrNGroN, DC 20515

i20?) 2?t9897

1881 S"IVAN AVEBU;, Sutre 108
UATLAS, TX 75208

\214i 14't'-1347

l*-h
Marc Veasey
Member of Congress

6r07 BBr:N iw<)oo SrArts R()Ao, gurlr 200
F.rFr W{)R1r,. TX 76112

iBl 7) 920.'908fi

,lllr1, n r)\r q! / Y^ I ir riiF, r



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

PM

From: cham pions@ lanwt.org <cham pions@ la nwt.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 6,202L 5:46 PM

To: PU BCOM M ENT-OCC <PU BCO M M ENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER:277L

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BU I LDI NG MATE RIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Stephanie Champion

E-MAIL: cha mpions@lanwt.org

COMPANY: Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas

ADDRESS:400 S ZANG BLVD STE 1420

DALLAS TX 75208-6648

PHONE: 21,42432583

FAX:

COMMENTS: See attachment

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Wednesday, )u\y7,2021 10:49 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

WD1_Request for ln Person Hearing-7.6.211.pdf

troP
@



& ,- Legal Aid of NorthWest Texasn -r 
ffyy#'Jy,::.".:liiJ:$Jl""J,:l3ff;'

I* 46e-1s8-e00e emair: crp?ran*1.ore

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

Iuly 6,2021

Ms. Laurie Gharis
Office of the Chief Clerk
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC-105
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX787ll-3087

Electronic submission at : www I 4.tceq.texas. sov/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 19,202l,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 (WDl) to the Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality (TCEO. 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 202l,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 WDI members to determine an
appropriate time and place for the hearing. Had that coordination taken place, we could have
voiced our concerls 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.r In its Resolution Coneerning 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

I Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, tr[ission Statement and Agency Philosophy, (July 2"d 2021 , I I :00
AM) https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/miss ion.html

Bringing justice to North and West Texans since I95 I

LSClixmj}:::'



greater responsiveness to the public and additional opportunities for public participation."2 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 Texans3 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.4 Courts have consistently held that the

provisions of the Act are mandatory and are to be liberally construed in favor of open

government.s Towards this end, municipalities and state agencies across Texas have resumed in-
person meetings.6 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 I-345 right here in

Dallas.T

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 l-
mile radius of the GAF facility is 9lo/o people of color, 73oh low-income and 1 7% linguistically
isolated compared with state averages of 58%o people of color, 35% low-income and 8oZ

tinguistically isolated.8 Dallas ranks among the nation's worst cities for broadband internet
connectivity,e where internet access is largely correlated with socio-economic status and zip-
code.r0 In West Dallas'zip code of 75212 where the GAF facility is located, nearly half of all
households lack internet aicess, placing it in the bottom 5 of Dallas zip codes for connectivity.ll

2 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Resolution Concerning Public Participation, April 22. 1996, (July
2,2021,1 I :l 5 AM), https://www.tceq.texas.sov/agency/decisions/participation/permittins-
participation/particip-res.htnrl
i "Open Meetings Act Handbook2020," Office of the Attorney General of Texas, 2020,

https://www.texasattornevseneral.gov/sites/default/files/files/divisions/open-eovernment/openmeetines hb.pdf
4 TEX. GOV',T CODE $ 551
s See City of Laredo v. Escamilla,2l9 S.W.3d 14, l9 (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); T'oyah lndep. Sch. Dist. v.

Pecos-Barstow Indep. Sch. Dist.,466 S.W.2d 377,380 (Tex. App.-San Antonio 1971, no writ)
6 Amaris E. Rodriguez, Local governments moye toward allowing public at meetings again (June 7th,2021),
fillps://wacotrib.com/news/local/govt-arrd-politics/waco-local-governments-move-torvard-allowine-public-at'
meetines-aeaidarticle-e0a9 I fd0-c7e9- I I eb-8620-0b945efel Tef.html
7 Texas Department of Tlansportation, Virlual Public Meeting with ln-Person Option - 1345 from I-30 to lloodall
Rodgers Freeway (Spur 366) (July 2nd, 2021,11:00AM), https://www.txdot.sov/inside-txdot/eet-
i nvolved/about/hearinss-meetines/dallas/06222 I .html
8 U.S. EPA, EJSCREEN Demographic Indicators, available at: https://ejscreen.epa.gov
e 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/2020105/08/a-
third-of-dallas-families-are-without-horne-internet-rnakins-online-learning-all-the-rnore-difficult/ be
r0 Emily Donaldson, "Many Dallas families still don't have reliable internet. Here are some possible solutions," Tfie

Dallas Morning News, July 5,2021, https://www.dallasnews.com/news/education/2021l07l05/rnany-dallas-fanrilies-
stilf -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 Cenler,lune 22,2027,
https://www.pewresearch.ore/fact-tank/2021l06/22ldigita[-divide-persists-even-as-americans-with-lower-incomes-
make-sa ins-i n-tech-adoption/
rr Brooklyn Cooper, "How hot spots are bridging southern Dallas' digital divide during the coronavirus pandemic,"

T'he Dallas Morning News, August 28,2020, https://www.dallasnews.com/news/public-health/2020/08/28ihow-hot-
spots-are-bridqing-southem-dallas-digital-divide-during-the-coronavirus-pandem icl



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.

ln 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 rnaking and the permitting process, we urge TCEQ to hold the
Notice and Comment Hearing on Draft Federal Operating Permit No. O2771 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 Proj ect
400 S. ZangBlvd., Ste. 1420
Dallas, TX75208
(214) 243-2s83
champions@lanwt.ore

J



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Wednesday,luly 28,2021 10:28 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: antonioargotelT80@gmail.com <antonioargotelT80@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 27,2027 8:20 PM
To: PU BCOM M ENT-OCC <PUBCOM M ENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGUTATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BUILDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Deron Valjean Patterson

E-MAlL: antonioarsote1780@smail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 7619 APPLECROSS LN

DALLAS TX75248-2317

PHONE: 4698493090

FAX:

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



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Thursday, )uly 29,2021 9:51 AM
PU BCOM M ENT-OCC2; PU BCOM M ENT-OPIC; PU BCOM M ENT- ELD; PU BCOM M ENT-APD
FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: karenojacobs@sbcglobal.net <karenojacobs@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Thursday, July 29,202'1,9:49 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: BUILDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Karen Owens Jacobs

E-MAIL: karenoiacobs@sbcglobal.net

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 1800 N FIELD ST APT 3510
DALLAS TX7s202-2778

PHONE: 9728858297

FAX:

COMMENTS: GAF Materials is asking for a 5 year renewalof theirTitle V FederalOperating 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. lt is time to stop this practice.



t.

Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

PUBCOMMENT_OCC

Thursday, )uly 29,2021 9:47 AM
PU BCOM M ENT-OCC2; PU BCOM M ENT-OPIC; PU BCOM M ENT-ELD; PU BCOMM ENT-APD
FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

TCEQ CEPAC Letter _ CM BLACKMON_ 7.28.202'1.docx

From: Clifford.Sparks@dallascityhall.com <Clifford.Sparks@da llascityha ll.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 28, 202L8:.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: BU I LDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN505251487

FROM

NAME: MRS Paula Blackmon

E-MAI L: Clifford.Spa rks@ Dallascitvha I l.com

COMPANY: City of Dallas

ADDRESS: 1500 MARILLA ST

DALLAS TX 75201-6318

PHONE: 469222948L

FAX:

COMMENTS: ln addition to my comments please feelfree to reference the City of Dallas'CECAP plan here:
https://www.da I lascl imateaction.com



CITY OF DALLAS

July 28,2021

Toby Baker
Executive Director
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX7B711-3087

Dear Mr. Baker:

I am writing on behalf of the City of Dallas to express our concerns with the operating
permit renewal effort for the Building Materials lnvestment 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 cilmate 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). l'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:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

PUBCOMMENT_OCC

Thursday, luly 29,2021 9:54 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
FW: I Oppose the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

From: CH I EFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Thursday, July 29,202L 9:29 AM
To: PUBCOMMENT-OCC <PUBCOMMENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Cc: Lau rie G haris <La urie.Gha ris@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: I Oppose the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

From: Genaro Viniegra Jr <genaroviniegra @gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29,2O2L 9:10 AM
To: CHIEFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>; Laurie Gharis <Laurie.Gharis@tceq.texas.sov>;

Omar.Narvaez@dallascityhall.com; iasmineforl00@gmail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov;

iessica.gonz,alez@house.texas.gov; rovce.west@senate.texas.gov; mA(g.veasev@mail.house.gov;
E I ba.Ga rcia DDS@da llascou ntv.ors
Subject: I Oppose the Renewalof GAF's Federal Permit

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V
Draft Permit#02771.
Building Materia ls I nvestment Corporation/GAF
2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx75272
RN100788959

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

I object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory located in West Dallas. This
facility istoo 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. lt is the 4th 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 recentty 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 .otr", to do so. A federal operating O"rrn,trld consider whether a polluting
factory is complying with allapplicable state and local laws before granting its own permit. lf 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 t9
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. lt's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover from that racist past. lt should not be

allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subiect:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Thursday, luly 29,2021 1:33 PM

PU BCOM M ENT-OCC2; PU BCOM M ENT-OPIC; PU BCOMM ENT- ELD; PU BCOM M ENT-APD

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

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

Sent: Thursday, July 29,2O2L L2:L1 PM

To: PU BCOM M ENT-OCC <PU BCOM M ENT-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: ashellev@citizen.ors

COMPANY: Public Citizen

ADDRESS: 309 E 11TH ST Suite 2

AUSTTN TX7870L-2787

PHONE: 5t24771.155

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: wwwl4.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/ Re: Public Comment on Draft Federal

Operating Permit 2771: Building Materials lnvestment 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
lnvestment Corporation, more aptly known as GAF Materials. We would welcome the opportunity to discuss our



recommendations further. ptuuru*trct Adrian Shelley at asrrellev@citizen.t 12-477-1,155. Public Citizen is

requesting that the renewal of the federalTitle 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
lntegrity 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 3O.Texas

Administrative Code 5106.4 and the PBR's requirements. The draft permit fails to identify any facilities subject to the
incorporated PBRs as outlined in 55106.227, L06.263 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-b.e 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 5106.4.
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 TCEQfails 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 forTCEQto
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 3O%o 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 detrimentalchanges 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 Denialof this Title V Renewal Permit The renewalof 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

Re p rese ntativ e 21,4.55-/ .227 1



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC
Thursday, July 29,2021 1:32 PM

PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: caguldi03@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 ENW NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER:2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRTNCIPAL NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Christine A Guldi

E-MAIL: caeuldi03@gmail.com

COMPANY: Dallas Sierra Club

ADDRESS: 7228 LA SOBRI NA DR

DALLAS TX 75248-3048

PHONE: 9722395878

FAX:

COMMENTS: ln 2019, just eighty days before a renewal application for permit 277twas 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

277t.The report on the non compliance was dated7129/2019. The report on the agency review was dated 10/912019.

The deviations do not appear at all in the annual enforcement report that covers 2019.1did not comb through the entire



history of permit 2771,, butr t.f"t.rample as indicative of laxness by GAF;TCEe. TCEe 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. lts NOX emissions are ignored. The company apparently shows no interest in cleaning
up its process by switching from naturalgas 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:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

PUBCOMMENT.OCC

Thursday, )uly 29,2021 1:30 PM

PUBCOM M ENT-OCC2; PUBCOM M ENT-OPIC; PU BCOM M ENT-ELD; PU BCOM M ENT-APD

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

210729 - GAF Facility Comment Letter.pdf

From: omar.narvaez@dallascityhall.com <omar.narvaez@dallascityhall.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29,2OZt 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: BU I LDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: THE HONORABLE Omar Narvaez

E-MAl[: oma r.narvaez@dallascityhall.com

COMPANY: City of Dallas

ADDRESS: 1500 MARILLA ST #5FS

DALLAS TX 75201-6318

PHONE: 2L46704199

FAX:

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

t



RE:

July 29,202L

Office of the Chief Clerk, MC 105

TCEQ

PO Box L3087

Austin, TX787lt-3087
FAX: 512-239-3311

Draft Permit No.:02771

Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
2600 Singleton Blvd., Dallas, TX752t2-3738

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.

0277L, Application No. 30975). This draft permit raises concerns on localair quality, plant controls to
best control air pollution, and most critically, this plant is operating in an area with significant ongoing

environmental justice concerns.

I 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

hasbeendeemedtobein"severenon-attainment"forgroundlevel ozone. DFWwasunabletomeet
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 lmplementation Plan, which we would anticipate would

apply to most air quality constituents . ln 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
(SOz) 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 I 1500 Marilla, Dallas, Texas 75201



Draft Permit No.:02771
July 29,2021

Page2

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

o Limestone (ACGIH 3mg/m3)

r Oxidized Asphalt (ACGIH 0.5 mg/m3)

o Crystalline Silica (ACGIH 0.025 mglm3)

o Fiberglass Mat (fibers) (ACGIH l fiber per cubic centimeter)

o Titanium Dioxide (L0 mg/m3)

Note; ACGIH is American Conference of lndustrial Hygienists. They have established Threshold
Limit Values (TLV) and Biological Exposure lndices (BEl) 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 centerjust a few hundred feet away.

Since 1"990, 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 ls no record this facility is using this technology. Particulate compliance within the
permitisbasedonvisual opacityoftheairbyatrainedobserver. Watervaporinparticularcanmake
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
)uly 29,202L

Page 3

income with respect to the development, implementation and enforcement of environmental laws,

regulations and policies (https://www.epa.gov/environmentaliustice/learn-about-environmenta!-

iustice)." 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:

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

. The public's contribution can influence the regulatory agency's decision;

o Community concerns will be considered in the decision-making process; and

o 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 Environmentaljustice concerns: The West
Dallas neighborhood where GAF is operating is a90% 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 environmentaljustice 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 PMro, PM 2.5, NOz, CO, and SOzon 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,

0,,4/
Omar Narvaez

City of Dallas, Council District 6

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



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021 9:57 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: reyespdsm @gma il.com <reyespdsm @gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29,2027 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: 277L

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAt NAME: BUI LDING MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Raul Reyes

E-MAIL: revespdsm@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 3455 BORGER ST

DALLAS TX752L2-2724

PHONE: 4698803811-

FAX:

COMMENTS: My name is Raul Reyes, I reside at 3455 Borger St. in West Dallas, Dallas County. I am current President of
West Dallasl, but most important I am father of 3 children and have lived in west Dallas all 47 years of my life and in the
last 26 years I have raised a family and worked in West Dallas. I am here to speak against the renewal or issuance of
Draft Permit No. 02771 been requested by Building Materials lnvestment Corporation or GAF Materials locally called. I

oppose such permit because the permit is deficient in proving it protects the health of people and the environment. The



permit doesn't tell us, tf," .or*rt or the employees of GAF what specifi. e rion, 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 I 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. I attended high schoolat 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 I visited the library and as an adult I 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. I am homeowner and have no intentions of leaving West Dallas, I have attended school, I work in the
community, I have raised my family, I shop at the shopping center that is literally counter cornered to this large plant
site, I at times attend service at the church across the street, I 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 I 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 I did when I was a

teen lgo 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 I refuse to accept to live in these conditions,
today and in our future, I 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.

2



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021 9:57 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-ApD
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: PU BCO M M E NT-OCC < PU BCO M M E NT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

REGUTATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER:2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNW: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BU I LDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Janie Cisneros

E-MAIL: ianie.cisneros@smail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2821 BEDFORD ST

DALLAS TX75212-4906

PHONE: 2147080990

FAX:

COMMENTS: Follow up to my previous comments: the GAF renewal permit was not publicly available. I went to the
West Dallas Branch Public Library and it was not present. The staff also searched and did not find it. lwas 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. I think its great that one can access offline at a local library however it needs to be there. Consider an online
option as well.
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Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
lo:
Subject:
Attachments:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021 9:55 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOM MENT-OPIC; PUBCOMM ENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Letter- Comment to TCEQ on GAF Materials Permit- 072921.docx

From: elba.garciadds@dallascounty.org <elba.garciadds@dallascounty.org>

Sent: Thursday, July 29,20215:51 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@dallascountv.org

COMPANY: Dallas County (Commissioner)

ADDRESS: 411 ELM ST Second Floor

DALLAS TX 7s202-3301

PHONE: 21-46536670

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: wwwl4.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eComment/ Re: Public Comment on Draft

Federal Operating Permit 2777: Building Materials lnvestment 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 lnvestment



r.

Corporation, more commonly nrt as GAF Materials. lt is our understandi.;., 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 renewalof the federalTitle V permit for GAF Materials be denied for the
following reasons: Lack of Required lnformation Makes the Permit Deficient: o 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. o 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. o Though the draft permit and TCEQ rules require GAF to maintain records
documenting and demonstrating compliance, the draft federal permit is deficient as the TCEe fails to specify the
monitoring methods the plant is required to follow to assure that all units are compliant. o 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. o 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: o 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. o 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. o 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. o 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. o lt 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. r 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: o 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. o
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. o West Dallas has a well
known history of disproportionate impacts from industrialfacilities 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. o 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 industrialoperations or policies. o 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, Dr. Elba Garcia Dallas County Commissioner
District 4
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DR. ELBA GARCIA
DALLAS COUNTY COMN{ISSIONER

DISTRICT 4

luly 29,2021

Office of the Chief Clerk
Texas Cornmission on Environmental Quality
MC-105
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX 7871l-3087
Electronic submission at: wwwl4.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:

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 lnore units to be added at an existing facility without a full review of the overall pemit. 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 cornplete information regarding emission limits on individual units at the plant could cause GAF to
exceed its overall pennit lirnitations. 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. Il.t.tNOIS [)i\1,],,\S,',I't,l,x,\s 75211 214,339_8381 trAX: 214_337_9558
411 lil,M S't'l{lil,l'l' t),\1,1.,\S.'t'1,X,\S 75202 21 4-6\7-6670 l.'AX: 214-653 7057



GAF is a Major Pollution #"" with Little Accountability:

o 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.

o Especially concerning are the 125 tons per year of sulfur dioxide (SOz), 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.
o 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 ofthe facility.
o There is also a concem 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.
o 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.

o 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:

o 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 ofthe city.

o 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 than90oh being people of color. More
than 70%o are of low income. Recent census data indicates that 600/o of the residents are black and almost
30oh are Hispanic.

o 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.

o 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.

o 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,

1/
-.. !*" .f-lfr. -'.6.....

Dr. Elba Garcia
Dallas County Commissioner
District 4
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Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 20219:54 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

Letter- Comment to TCEQ on GAF Materials Permit- 072921.docx

From: elba.garciadds@dallascounty.org <elba.garciadds@dallascounty.org>

Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2OZl 6:42 PM

To: P U BCOM M E NT-OCC <PU BCO M M E NT-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

PRINCIPAt NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: DR. Elba Garcia

E-MAIL: elba.earciadds@dallascountv.ors

COMPANY: Dallas County (Commissioner)

ADDRESS: 411 ELM ST Second Floor

DALLAS TX75202-3307

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 lnvestment 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 lnvestment



.,L

Corporation, more commonly nntm GAF Materials. lt is our underst.noinsQ, 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 renewalof the federalTitle V permit forGAF Materials be denied forthe
following reasons: Lack of Required lnformation Makes the Permit Deficient: o 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. o Administrative rules within the TCEe 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. o Though the draft permit and TCEQ rules require GAF to maintain records
documenting and demonstrating compliance, the draft federal permit is deficient as the TCEe fails to specify the
monitoring methods the plant is required to follow to assure that all units are compliant. o 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. o 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: o 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. o 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. o 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. o 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. o lt 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. o 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 forthis permit: o 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. o
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. o 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. o The TCEQ must act to ensure that the EPA's Environmental iustice 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. o 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, Dr. Elba Garcia Dallas County Commissioner
District 4

\.
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DR. ELBA GARCIA
DALLAS COUNTY CON{NIISSIONER

DISTRICT 4

July 29,2021

office of the Chief Clerk
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
MC-105
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, TX787l l-3087
Electron ic subm ission at: www I 4.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 [nformation Makes the Permit Deficient:

The curent "Statement of Basis" within this permit does not adequately describe the tacility, 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 ernission units to be constructed

or rnore units to be added at an existing facility without a full review of the overall permit. However, the

draft pennit 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 pemit 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 lirnits by the agency or other political subdivisions.

4403 W. ILf .INOIS DALl,r\S, 1'l,lX,\S 75211 214-339-8381 li,\X: 21,4-337 -9558
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GAF is a Major Pollution trc. with Little Accountability:

o 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.

o Especially concerning are the 125 tons per year of sulfur dioxide (SOz), 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.
o 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 properlies on three sides ofthe facility.
o 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.
o 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.

o 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:

o 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 ofthe city.

o 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 than90o/o being people of color. More
than 70o/o are of low income. Recent census data indicates that 600/o of the residents are black and almost
30o/o are Hispanic.

o 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 rnanufacturing facility and still contends with the impacts of
twenty different concrete batch plants in the immediate area.

o 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.
o 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,

*&; dk -4"/,",*.,

Dr. Elba Garcia
Dallas County Commissioner
District 4



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021 9:53 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 277'1

From: texa na_flora @yahoo.com <texa na_flora @yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 7 :25 PM

To: PU BCOM M ENT-OCC <PU BCOM M ENT-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: BU I LDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Julie Ryan

E-MAIL: texana flora@vahoo.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS:5801 PRESTON OAKS RD

DALLAS TX75254-8780

PHONE: 4692432422

FAX:

COMMENTS: Dear TCEQ Representatives, I am writing to urge your DENIAL of Permit 277L,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



relocation of the Argos concr",. t next door, is fewer than 700 feet from ts facirity-- 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 201-9 Annual Emissions lnventory, 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 to99% 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 Dallasl- 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
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Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021 9:53 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMM ENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOM MENT-APD
FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: a lberto. m.bravo@gmail.com <a I berto.m.bravo@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 29,20218:06 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: BU I LDI NG MATE RIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Alberto Bravo

E-MAIL: alberto.m.bravo@smail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2821 BEDFORD ST

DALLAS TX752L2-4906

PHONE: 3L22O351,66

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:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021952 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: ja nie.cisneros@gmail.com <ja nie.cisneros@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 29,202L 8:30 PM

To: P U BCO M M E NT-OCC <PU BCO M M E NT-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

PRINCIPAT NAME: BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: Janie Cisneros

E-MAIL: ianie.cisneros@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2821 BEDFORD ST

DALLAS TX752t2-4906

PHONE: 2L47O8O99O

FAX:

COMMENTS: Please honor human lives. Deny this permit. I have a Purple Air Monitor and I live feet from GAF. The

monitor captured that the particulate matter 2.5 (PM 2.5) pollution in my neighborhood is high. ln both 2020 and so far
in 202L, 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) Z4-hour standard. This is unacceptable. lt baffles me

that GAF is not required to upgrade its technology and implement scrubbers. Why? West Dallas is a historically



underserved low income .orrrf, My community already endures 
"norrhQen 

this fact. I urge you to really
consider the impact of approving this permit. Put human lives first. Deny this permit.



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021 9:48 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PU BCOMM ENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
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: CN605251.487

FROM

NAME: DR. Erica Solis

E-MAIL: ericasolis@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 2322 KENESAW DR

DALLAS TX75212-s629

PHONE: 2745873834

FAX:

COMMENTS: l'm a 4th generation West Dallas resident and I currently live about 3 miles from GAF. l'm a Pediatrician
and l'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 environmentaljustice mandate in West Dallas. Breathing is fundamental to life. Adults breathe about 20,000 times



a day. Children and infants nruu uQn.r breathing rate, with children Or.rtf,i?*ore 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. lf 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 nearthe 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. I am asking the
TCEQto hold industrialemissions 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:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021 9:47 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: KIRKMILLER@juno.com <KIRKM ILLER@juno.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 29,202L 6:16 PM

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

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 277L

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER: 2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BU I LDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: MR KIRK MILLER

E-MAIL: KIRKM ILLER@JUNO.COM

COMPANY:

ADDRESS:517 CAP ROCK DR

RICHARDSON TX 75080-2307

PHONE: 9726991.687

FAX:

COMMENTS: I urge the TCEQ to deny GAF's permit for several reasons . lt is a major contributor to air pollution. . lt is
detrimental to human health. . lt 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



to this problem by releasing ,rr,fio,,rtants: sulphur dioxide, particulate .;r, nitrogen oxides, volatile organic
compounds, crystalline silica, and others. The TCEe's name includes the words Environmental euality. Our
environmental quality would be degraded by approving GAF's permit. Therefore, please deny the permit.

2
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Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 20219:45 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOM MENT-OPIC; PU BCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

2021 - LCadena Comments.pdf

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

Sent: Thursday, July 29,20212:02 PM

To: PU BCO M M E NT-OCC < PU BCO M M E NT-OCC@tceq.texa s.gov>

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 277L

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER:2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BU I LDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: MISS Laura Cadena

E-MAIL: Lauraacadena@gmail.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 6815 AMERICAN WAY

DALLAS TX75237-2409

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, TX787tl-3087
FAX: 512-239-3311

RE: Draft Permit No.:0277'J.

Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
2600 Singleton Blvd., Dallas, TX752t2-3738

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. O2771, 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. I own property approximately 3 miles from the GAF

facility and my father owns property approximately 1.5 miles from the facility. I drive through the neighborhood
on a regular basis and have smelled the emissions coming from this plant on several occasions. lt is an awful

smell that I would not wish anyone experience. ln addition, I 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 L984 but I still remember driving by the facility as a child and seeing the plume of
smoke emitted from the RSR smelter facility.

While I understand that this plant has been in the area for a longtime, if the permit is extended the plant should
be required to meet todays operating standard. ldeally 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
(SOz) 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 othersimilargathering 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,

dr,"- Cd*--
Laura A. Cadena



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021 9:41 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
FW: Public comment on Permit Number 277i

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

Sent: Thursday, July 29,2021,3:L5 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

PRINCIPAt NAME: BU I LDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM

NAME: DR. Richard L Guldi

E-MAI[: RLGuldiTT@email.com

COMPANY:

ADDRESS: 7228 LA SOBRINA DR

DALLAS TX 75248-3048

PHONE: 9722395878

FAX:

COMMENTS: I strongly oppose the granting of this permit to pollute the neighborhood and the air in the City of Dallas
where I live. TCEQ has issued permits to polluters for far too long. lt'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.



fUe'lissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021 9:47 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

FW: Public Comments on Draft Federal Operating Permit No. 02771
WD1_GAF Amended Public Commenl 7.29.21 w Attachments-min.pdf

From: CH I E FCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Thursday, July 29,20211:37 PM

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

Subject: FW: Public Comments on Draft FederalOperating Permit No.02771.

From: Stephanie Cham pion <champions@lanwt.org>

Sent: Thursday, July 29,202t 1:30 PM

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

Subject: Public Comments on Draft Federal Operating Permit No. 0277L

Dear Office of the Chief Clerk,

Please find attached public comments on Draft Federal Operating Permit No. 02777: Building Materials lnvestment
Corporation submitted on behalf of West Dallas 1. Please confirm upon receipt.

Thank you,

Stephanie Champion
Staff Attorney I Community Revitalization Project
LEGAL AID OF NORTHWEST TEXAS

400 S. Zang Blvd. Ste. 1420 Dallas, TX 75208

Tel. (21a)243-2s83
ghampions@lanwt.org

CONFI DENTIALITY 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. lf 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 PROJEC'T

400 S. Zang lltvd.. Ste. 1420, Dallas,'l'exas 75208
469-458-9009 email:crp@lanwt.org

With CRP ofllces in Arnarillo, Dallas, Fort Wo(h, and l-ubbock

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

Elechonic submission at: www 1 4.tceq. 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 at2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas Texas 75212.r West Dallas 1 and its
members object to the renewal of the Building Materials Investment Corporation's Title V
Operating Permit No. O2771 authorizing the operation of GAF Materials because it fails to
include and assure compliance with all applicable requirements; fails to include monitoring,

I 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(bX6);a0 CFR S70.7(h);30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 122.340. ln
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

LSCirffiim'

s

,ryr



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 (o2771

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 irnpacts on the basis of race, color or national origin.

I. COMMENTERS

West Dallas I (WDl) is a coalition of West Dallas residents and neighborhood
associations dedicated to advocating for the protection and preservation ofits neighborhoods and
the health and safety of its residents. WDI members live in close proximity to the asphalt shingle
and coating materials manufacturing facility operated by GAF Materials located at2600
Singleton Blvd, DallasTX75212 and are directly impacted by the harmful emissions of the
facility including sulfur dioxide (SO, 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 (SO, along with large
amounts of particulate matter (PM).2 In 2019, the facility emitted over 125 tons of SOz and was
the largest SOz polluter in Dallas County.3 Short-term SO2 exposure is known to have harmful
effects on the respiratory system making bleathing difficult and exacerbating the symptoms of
asthrna, particularly in children.a Uigh concentrations of SOz in the air lead to the formation of
other sulfur oxides (SO,.) which can react with other compounds to form small particles which
contribute to PM pollution.s 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.6 At high concentrations, SO* 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 PMz s over the past year. Two separate PurpleAir
monitors located in the residential neighborhood immediately adjacent to GAF recorded daily
avetages of PMz.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 lnventory, available at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/airquality/point-
sourceei./contam inant-summary-reports
3 Id.
4 U.S. EPA, Sulfur Dioxide Basics, available at: https:r'lrvww.epa.gov/so2-pollution/sultur-dioxide-basics.
s ld.
6 U.S. EPA, Particulate Matter (PM) Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/pm-pollution/particulate-matter-
pmbasics#effects
7 See PurpleAir, Sensor: Bedford, available at:

https:irrvwrv.purpleair.corn,map'lopt: limAQIia l0/cC0&solect:28 l5 I # l4l32.78262!96.86518; PurpleAir, Sensor:

2



both monitors recorded annual averages that exceed both the WHO and EPA standards for 2020
and202l, with increasing levels of PMz s rn202l than the previous year.8

While GAF may not be the only source of PM pollution in the area, it is certainly one of
the largest and WDI 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. WDI 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.e WDI rnembers have filed code complaints with the City of
Dallas and an investigation is curently underway.

The West Dallas community, especially that immediately adjacent to the GAF facility, is
comprised of rnostly low-income, minority households. The population within a 1-mile radius of
the GAF facility is9l% people of color, 73o/olow-income and 17% linguistically isolated
compared with state averages of 58% people of color, 35% low-income and 8% linguistically
isolated.l0 Not only have these communities been historically disproportionately irnpacted by
environmental injustices but recently by the COVID-I9 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 cxposed to its ernissions 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 perrnit is deficient and thus may lead to inadequate
enforcement of permit requirements, Title V requires that the TCIIQ 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 farnily 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://r.vww.pufp"lezulcon/man?ope W2JL93_65i:
96.86782 I
8 td. lthe WHO annual standard for PMz s is l0 pg/m3 while the EPA annual standard is l2 ;rglm3. In 2020, the
Bedford monitor recorded an annual average of 13.456 pgimr and the Bedford 2 monitor recorded an annual average
of 12.256 pglmr.Thesenumbershaveincreasedtn2021,,showingcurrentannual averagesof 15.266 pg/m3and
I 3.508 pglm3, respectively.)
e Under the Dallas City Code, main uses that rnanufacture 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 lM. See Dallas City Code Sec. 5lA-4.203.

'0 U.S. EPA, EJSCREEN Demographic Indicators, available at: https:/iejscreen.epa.gov

J



of burnt rubber as well as a loud and constant humming noise coming frorr 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
libraly 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. ln her free time,
she also volunteers at the West Dallas Multipurpose Center Comrnunity Garden next door to
GAF. She spends a significant amount of time outdoors both at home and in her community and
has grave concenls about the quality of the air in her neighborhood and its efl-ect 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 WDI who resides at 4019 Soloman Drive,
Dallas TX75212, within L2 miles of the lacility. 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, WDI has numerous other members who are directly
and adversely impacted by ernissions from GAF.

II. LEGAL REQUIREMBNTS

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 fughts 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."ll 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.ll

rr42 U.S.C. $ 7661c(a)-(c)

4



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.l2 Where necessary, the
permitting agency must supplement direct requirements with additional monitoring, reporting, or
recordkeeping "to assure compliance with the permit terms and conditions."l3

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.la

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."l5 As a recipient of federal funds from the EPA, TCEQ is subject to
the nondiscrimination requirements of Title VI of the Civil fughts Act of 7964 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 mamer that: I) 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.l6

Shall not choose a site or location of a facility that has the purpose or effect of
excluding individuals fiom, 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].17

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

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

t2 42U.5.C. $ 7661c(a)
t3 42 U.S.C. $ 7661c(c)
14 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 122.10-122.606
15 42 U.S.C. $ 2000d

'6 40 c.F.R. $ 7.35(b)
17 40 C.F.R. $ 7.35(c)

'8 40 C.F.R. $ 7.35(aX7)
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III. CLEAN AIR ACT DRAFT PERMIT DEFICIENCIES

GAF's Draft Permit should not be issued as it does not comply with Title V's minirnum
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 fuilure to include a compliance plan that would prevent the ongoing violations of
General Condition 13 of NSR Permit No. 771lA.

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. Fufthermore, the SOB does not
provide the reader enough information to verify the bases of detenninations contained in the
SOB.re In its current fbrm, the SOB is largely indecipherable - and does not assist the public in
understanding GAF's Title V permit.2o

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."2l EPA has provided
further guidance on what the SOB must include in specific orders lesponding 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 wouldfind 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)(iXB). Thus, it should
include a discussion of the decision-making that went into the development of the
title V perntit and provide the permitting aulhority, the public, and U.S. EPA a

re Statement of Basis at9-22.
20 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 122.201(a)(4);id. $ 122.320(b);a0 C.F.R. $ 70.7(aX5).
2t ld. at735.



record qf the applicability and technical issucs sutounding the issuance of the
permil.22

The SOB must explain the selection of the specific rnonitoring, including parametric

monitoring and recordkeeping, and operational requirements.23It must also specifically reference

all supporting materials relied upon.2a 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 pennittee has

entered and corrective action(s) taken to address noncompliance.2s 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:

o 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, pennitting, and compliance history of the plant.26

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.27

Additionally, the SOB does not adequately describe the applicant's compliance history.
Page 4 I of the SOB includes a cursory statement that the site receive d a 0.25

22 In the Matter of Onyx Environmental Services, Order on Petition No. V-2005-1, 2006 WL 6672985 (Feb. l,
2006) (Onyx Order), https://www.epa.eov/sites/productionlfiles/2015-08/document_q/onyx_decision2004.pdf at l3-
14 (emphasis added) (citing e.g., In RePort Hudson Operations, Georgia Pacific, Petition No. 6-03-01, at37-40
(May 9, 2003)); In Re Doe Run Company Buick Mill and Mine, Petition No. VII-I999-001, at 24-25 (Iuly 31,
2002);ln Re Fort James Camas Mill, Petition No. X-1999-1, at 8 (Dec. 22,2000).
23 SeeEPA 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/fi les/201 5-08/clocurnents/sbguide.pclf (" [An agencyJ 's

selection of the specific monitoring, including parantetric monitoring and recordkeeping, and operational
requiremenls 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 pernritted range demonstrates

compliance with the grain-loading standard.") (emphasis added).
24 ld.
25 Id.
26 EPA, Lnplementation 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/documentsl20l40a30.pdf; see also EPA Air Programs Chief, I-etter 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 ir.r lmplemertation 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/filesl20l5-l2ldocuments/20050309-2005-p-00010.pdf.
21 For a nrore detailed, site-specific description of a Title V facility, see e.g., Statement of Basis, Title V Air Quality
Operating Permit - Perrnit Renewal # I : Yakanra Forest Products (Sep. 2l ,2020),
https ://www.epa. gov/sites/production/fi le sl2020 -
09/docrrrnerrtsl20092l_title_v_statement of basis3akama_forest_products_rl0t5 120 l00.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.

Descriplion of applicable requiremenls, applicability delerminalions, and a descriplion
and explanation of any difference inform of permit terms and conditions, as compared to
lhe applicable requirement upon which the condition wos based: The SOB does not
include essential information needed to evaluate the basis for permit terms and
conditions, including emission-related infbrmation, 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 chaft included in the SOB is largely
indecipherable to the public. The TCEQ has cited the underlying applicable lequirements
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 rnanner 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 WDI live in Dallas and to expect thern 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 pennits. 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 Maxirnum Allowable Emission Rate Table.

In addition, the TCEQ's use of Permits by Rule (as detailed further in Section V.B.l.)
makes it more important that the SOB include a history of the new source review



authorizations issued to GAF and the units and emissions authorized, as well as the
projects pursuant to which each authorization was related. fhe SOB should detail the
emissions limits for each PBR, which units they apply to, and whether they are limited to
ceftain 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. Adrnin.
Code $106.4 or the limits in the specific PBR or is subject to limits included in aPI-7 .

"Clear and documenled" ralionalefor selected moniloring:28 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 tbr 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 difhcult 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, l-3, and COOLI.

Description and explanation of any comltlex non-applicability deterninations: The SOB
does not adequately explain non-applicability determinations, including permit shield
issuances. Nor does it reference any relevant rnaterials used to make these deterrninations
(e.g., source tests, state guidance documents, etc.).

Instead, the SOB includes the Determination of Applicable Requirernents tables, which
fail to explain what evidence or information non-applicability detenninations 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 rnaterials used to make these
determinations, such as source tests or guidance documents.2e 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.3O Unlike other states' statements of basis, which lay out specifically which

28 40 CFR $ 70.7(aX5); EPA 2014 Guidance, supra note 62 ("The ralionale, including the itlentification 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 ln the Matter of Fort .lames Camas Mill (Fort
James), Order on Petition No. X-1999-l (Dec.22,2000) at 8.
2e 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:i/www.epa.gov/sites/productioniflles/2015-08/docurnentslsbsuide.pclf'("At a rninimum,
the SB should provide sufficient iuformation 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 ll-12.



requirements in the Code of FederalRegulations apply to which emissions units,3lthe
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 problern is found in the SOB's treatment of Index Numbers
60UU-l and 60UU-2 of Unit ID LINEI. The Permit Shield exempts all of LINE1 fron.r

40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU requirements and states "[u]nit was constructed prior to and
not modified after 1 1/18/1980."32 The Basis of Determination appears to state that the
Saturators of LINEI were constructed/rnodified before November 8, 1980, and that the
Blowing Stills and Storage Tanks of LINEI were constructed/modified after May 26,
1981 .33 It also appears to indicate that the blowing still produces and the storage tanks
store o'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
colnmences construction or modification after November 18, 1980, is
subject to the requirements of this subpart.

Any asphalt storage tank or blowing still that processes andlor stores only
nonroofing asphalts and that commences construction or modification
after May 26, 7981, is subject to the requirements of this subparl.3a

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 purposes3s and that they were
constructed after May 26,1981. While the May 26,1987 date would seem inapplicable to

3t See, e.g., Statement of Basis, Title V Air Quality Operating Permit - Permit Renewal # l: Yakama Forest Products
(Sep. 2 l, 2020), https://rvwrv.epa. govisiteslproductionifi les/2020-
09/docunrents/20092 l_title_v_statcrnent_of_basis_t,akanra-forest products-rl0t5 120 l00.pdf.
32 Permit Shield, Draft Permit p. 44.
33 Statement of Basis at l1-12. We note again that the Determination of Applicable Requirements chart is almost
indecipherable.
34 40 c.F.R. g 60.a7o(a),(b).
35 This is not entirely clear because the regu lation references two types of nraterials ( I ) 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
assurne 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.36

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 rnonitoring for reasons including those detailed below.37

l. The Draft Permit's incorporation by reference of Permits by Rule ("PBRs") is
confusing, incomplete, andfaik lo ensure compliance with permit limits.

A PBR is a standardized permit that may be used to authorize construction of new
facilities or clunges at existing facilities. Each PBR is prornulgated 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 $ 706.4, 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 demonstlate compliance with these limits.38 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

16 It is ofcourse not possible for all ofLine I to have been "constructed prior to and not rnodified after I l/18/1980"
as the perrnit shield states and for Line I 's blowing still and storage tanks to have been constructed or modified
"after May 26, 1981" as the Determination of Applicable Requirernents table states.
37 40 cFR g 70.6(aX3XiXB); 30 TAC $ 122.142(c).
38 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 106.8 requires owners and operators to maintain records dernonstrating compliance with
applicable PBR requirernents, but does not specify how compliance with such requirements is to be demonstrated.
The Executive Director must revise the Draft Permit to identity the rnethod for determining cornpliance with each
PBR limit.
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[established by PBRs] apply to particular emission units."3e

a. The Draft Permit fails to provide enough information about how claimed I'}BRs
apply to GAF's facility.

Each Title V perrnit must include terms and conditions sufficient to assure compliance
with applicable requirements.40 The Draft Permit fails to cornply 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 identifu 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.al 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 identiff them as applicable for any
specific emission unit or units at GAF's facllity.42 Because this is so, the Draft Permit fails to
identily and assure compliance with all applicable requirements.a3

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

'fexas'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.a[.]"oo l, 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." 45 These source-specific PBR ernission 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)(l) 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.

3e Order Partially Granting and Partially Denying Petition for Objection to Permit 01498, Petition Yl-2007-2
(January 8, 2007) at 6, n.2.
40 42 u.S.c. g 7661c(a).
4r Objection to Title V Permit No. 02 164, Chevron Phillips Chenrical Company, Philtex Plant (Aug. 6,2010) atlT
(draft permit fails to meet 40 C.F.R. $ 70.6(aXl) 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 I l-15 (Sep.24,2015).
a2 See, United States v. E,ME Homer City Generation,T2T F.3d274,300 (3d Cir. 20 l3) (explaining that court lacks
jurisdiction to enforce requirements improperly omitted from a Title V permit).
43 42 u.s.c. Q 766tc(a).
44 30 Tex. Admin. Code g 106.6(a).
45 td. at g r06.6(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.a6

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

Each Title V permit must contain monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting conditions
that assure compliance with all applicable requirements.aT Emission lirnits in NSR permits,
including PBRs, incorporated by reference into the Draft Permit are applicable requirements. a8

The rationale for the selected monitoring requirements rnust be clear and documented in the
permit record.4e The Draft Permit is dehcient, 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 fi'om at least four heaters at
its asphalt plant. 1'his PBR establishes total sulfur fuel content limits,s0 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."sl This PBR lails to establish any monitoring or testing requirements to ensurc
compliance with the limits and operating requirements it establishes ol 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
equiprnent 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 262to authorize emissions from EPN
SEALAP, which appears to cover vents at the asphalt plant.52 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,53 and prohibit visible emissions exceeding five percent.s4 Unfortunately, the
claimed PBRs do not establish monitoring, testing, or recordkeeping conditions that assure

a6 See EME Homer, 727 F.3d at 300.
47 42 U.S.C. $ 7661c(a) and (c); 40 C.F.R. $ 70.6(a)(3) and (c)(l ); In the Matter of Wheelabrator Baltimore
("Wheelabrator Order"), Permit No. 24-510-01886 at l0 (April 14, 2010).
48 40 C.F.R. $ 70.2; Draft Permit, Special Condition No. 7,
4e 40 C.F.R. $ 70.5(aX5); In the Matter of United States Steel, Granite City Works ("Granite City I Order"), Order
on Petition No. V-200903 at7-B (January 31, 201 l).
s0 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 106.183(2XC).
t,Id.$ l06.l83(4).
52 See Draft" Permit at 12.
53 30 Tex. Admin. Code $$ 106.261(a)(2),(3); 30 Tex. Admin. Code $$ 106.262(a)(2).
s4 Id. at gg 106.26r(a)(s), 106.262(a)(s).
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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,ss requires a

case-by-case permit for activities that exceed these limits,s6 incorporates by reference emission
limits and conditions established by various other PBRs for specific source categories,sT requires
a case-by-case permit for activities that exceed these limits,ss and incorporates emission limits
listed in $ 106.a(a)(1)-(3) in any rolling l2-month period.se 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.60 the tCEq has not determined that major source asphalt
plants, like the one authorizedby 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 infonnation to
demonstrate compliance with applicable emission limits,6r neither the PBR nor the Draft Permit
identiS 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,62 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.63 Instead, the Draft Permit outsources the
TCEQ's obligation to specify monitoring methods that assure compliance with each applicable
requirement to GAF.6a

55Id. at S 106.263(dXl).
56 Id. at $ 106.263(d)(2).
57 rd. at g r06.263(e)(r)-(s).
s8 Id. at $ 106.263(e)(6).
5e ld. at S 106.263(0.
60 30 Tex. Admin. Code g I06.1.
6r Id. at g r06.263(g).
u'8.g., Draft Permit, Special Condition No. 9; see, e.g., 30 Tex. Admin. Code g$ 106.S(c), 106.263(9).
63 Wheelabrator Order at 10.
s Draft Pennit, 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
Pennit is deficient because it fails to specify monitoring conditions that assure compliance with
each applicable requirement. Second, the Draft Permit is deflcient because the permit record
does not explain how the Draft Permit assures compliance with PBR requirements, Finally, the
Draft Perrnit is deficient because the Executive Director's failure to specify rnonitoring 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.6s
For example. Commenters would likely review and challenge monitoring relying upon undelined
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 Permitfails to establislt a scltedulefor GAF to incorporate its PBR
autltorizations 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.66 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. Adrnin. 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.6T As long as the TCEQ allows major sources of air pollution to use PBRs,
compliance with the incorporation requirements is crucial for three reasons: (l) to clarify the
controlling lirnits 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.68 This registration was issued

in 201 7 and was last revised on January 5, 201 8. Permit No. 77 1 I A was last amended on April
20,2018.6e GAF failed to incorporate its PBR registration into Permit No. 771lA when it was

6s .See In the Matter of United States Steel-Granite City Works ("Granite City I I Order"), Order on Petition No. V-
2011-2 at9- 12 (December 3,2012) (granting petition for objection because the "permit fail[ed] to speci$, 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").
66 42 u.s.c. gg 766rb(bxr), 766rc(a).
67 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 116.1l6(dX2).
68 (Attachment A), Registration Letter for Certified PBR Registration No. 14740, Project No. 270215.
6e See TCEQ's NSR Permit Tracking Webpage,
https:/hvww2.tceq.texas.gov/aimerm/index.cfm?fuseaction:airpermits.projecLreport&proi_id-2 82350.
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last amended. Accordingly, GAF is in violation of 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 116.1l6(dX2) and the
Draft Permit must include a compliance schedule to address this ongoing violation.T0

Additionally, GAF has claimed the following unregistered PBRs that may establish lirnits
for facilities authorized by Permit No. 771 lA: 106.227,106.263, and 106.454.7r 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 identifu any unit authorized by these
clairned PBRs.72 lf any of these PBRs were claimed prior to April 20,2018, GAF's failure to
incorporate them into Permit No. 771 1A also constitutes a violation of 30 Tex. Admin. Code $
l l6l l6(dx2).

Commenters are aware that the TCEQ reads its rule at 30 Tex. Admin. Code $

I16.116(dX2) to provide two options for incorporating PBR requirements into previously issued
permits: (1) consolidation by reference and (2) incorporation.T3 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 facilities must, at a minimum, be referenced when
a NSR perrnit 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 fconsolidated by reference] . . . in pennits during an amendment or
renewal will remain authorized by the PBR or SP[.] . . . Registrations for these PBRs or
SPs will not be voided.Ta

This reading of 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 116.116(dX2) ("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(dX2) requires PBRs to be
"incorporated" into a controlling permit on renewal or amendment and because the'I'CEQ's

70 42 U.S.C. S$ 7661b(bxl); 7661c(a).
7l Draft Permit at 48.
12 See Draft Permit at 49-50.
73 Memorandum Re: Revised Permit by Rule and Standard Permit Consolidation Into Permits, Richard A. Hyde,
Director, TCEQ Air Pennits Division (September 26,2006),
https://www.tceq.texas.gov/assets/public/permitting/airlmemos/pbr_spc06.pdf.
74 rd. 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 T'exas Clean Air Act provision that the TCEQ relied
on to promulgate 30 Tex. Adrrin. Code $ 1 l6.l 16(dx2).7s 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 rnultiple pennits into a single permit, as it applies to 30 Tex. Admin. Code $

1 16.1 l6(d)(2) is properly characterized by the process ofincorporation, 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 Perrnit 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 oftpermit 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
equiprnent at the source area covered by Permit No. 7411A.76 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 conJidential applicable requirements.

Each Title V permit must include "enfbrceable 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."77 Applicable
requirements include requirements in preconstruction permits issued pursuant to the Texas SIP,

like Permit No. 771 lA, Standard Permit No. 91414, Certif,red PBR Registration No. 14740, and

representations establishing GAF eligibility to claim unregistered PBRs.78 The TCEQ's rule
rnaking application representations enforceable conditions of Texas preconstruction permits is
also an applicable requirement.Te EPA's Title V regulations provide that "[a]ll terms and

conditions in a part 70 pennit. including any provisions designed to limit a source's potential to

75 Tex. Health & Safety Code $ 382.051 l(a) ("[t]he commission may consolidate into a single permil any permits,

special permits, standard pennits, permits by rule, or exemptions for a facility or federal source.") (emphasis added).
76 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ I 16.l l6(dXl).
77 42U.5.C. $ 7661c(a);40 C.F.R. $ 70.6(a).
78 40 C.F.R. g 70.2 (defining applicable requirements).
7e 40 C.F.R. g$ 52.2270(c) (identifoing 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ 116.1 l6(a) as parl of the Texas SIP), 70.2
(identifoing 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."80 Confidential Title V
perrnit terms are not enforceable by members of the public.8l

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 fas confidential information] under section 7414(c) of this title."82 EPA's Title I
regulations provide that standards or limitations, are not entitled to confidential treatment. s3

The Draft Perrnit is deficient because it irnproperly 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. 771iA such rates and parameters are

enforceable conditions of Permit No. 7711A.84 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.s5 The Technical Review Summary for a GAF's subsequent application to
revise its certified PBR registration also contains confidential information.s6 These
representations, which establish enforceable operating requirements, physical operating limits,
and calculation procedures that GAF will use to determine compliance with applicable ernission
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. 77llA

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.sT Accordingly. the Executive Director must revise
the Draft Permit to fill in gaps left by the language in Permit No. 771 1A.88

80 40 c.F.R. $ 70.6(bXr).
8r (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.").
82 42 u.s.c. g 7661b(e).
83 See CAA $ I la(c) ("other than emissions data"); see also 40 C.F.R. $2.301(0.
84 30 Tex. Admin. Code $ I l6.l l6(a)(l). 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."').
85 (Attachment A), Technical Review, Certified PBR RegistrationNo. 14140, ProjectNo.2702l5.
86 (Attachment C), Technical Review, Certified PBR Registration No. 14140, Project No. 278775.
87 40 CFR S 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. IV-2012 -l,IY-2012-2,|Y-
2012-3,lY-2012-4, and lY-2012-5, at 18 (Jan. 31, 201 l) (finding that where SlP-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.
77llA 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."8e The Draft Permit and Permit No. 771 I A lack conditions
to assure compliance with this requirement. The Drafl 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 fiom the Facility. Similarly, the
Draft Permit does not include language elaborating on exactly what GAF taking "immediate
action (as appropriate)" should look like.e0 This permit term is vague and unenforceable, and the
Draft Perrnit must clarily GAF's obligations under this Special Condition.

The Draft Permit does not assure compliance with Special Condition l7 of Permit No.
77llA: 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.el

The Draft Permit lacks any monitoring provisions (i.e. demonstrating how and when
GAF will "detect[]" the visible PM emissions) to assur€ compliance with this requirement.e2

The Draft Permit fails to assure compliance with the requirements of Pennit No. 7711A
during Maintenance, Startup, and Shutdown activities. Permit No . 77 1,1Abriefly 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 $ 116.179, 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 rnay be transitional and incidental

8e Air NSR Permit No. 77llA, Special Condition 9.
e0 Afu NSR Permit No. 77llA, Special Condition 24 (""If visible emissiorrs exceed 30 cumulative seconds in any six
minute period, the owner or operator shall take immediate action (as appropriate) to eliminate the excessive visible
en.rissions.")
sl Air NSR Permit No. 77llA, SpecialCondition 17.
e2 40 CFR $ 70.6(aX3XiXB); 30 TAC $ 122.r42(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.e3

These conclusory statements cannot substitute for clear requirements applicable during
MSS and adequate monitoring of emissions during MSS. First, neither the relevant language
frorn 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 sutficient 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 fiequent 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 o1'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 fbr normal loads during production operations"e4 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 liom the Facility to ensure compliance with underlying
emissions limitations requires adequate monitoring during MSS.

Special Condition No. 21, which appears in a perrnit 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.es Additionally, a stack test that occurs less frequently that
once a permit tenn cannot assure ongoing compliance with MAERT emission limits because it

e3 Air NSR Permit No. 77llA, Source Analysis & Technical Review at 3 (March 27,2015).
e4 Id.
e5 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).e6 Moreover, the Draft
Permit is deficient because tlte Executive Director has not provided a reasoned explanation
supporting his determination that past stack tests and temperature monitoring requirements in
Permit No. 771lA assure ongoing compliance with applicable control requirements and MAERT
lirnits for GAF's thennal oxidizer.eT Permit No. 771lA is also unclear about which pollutants
would be the subiect of any testing required by the Executive Director. Special Condition No. 32

states that stack testing requested by the Executive Director "fi:ray," but need not include PM,
CO, SOz, NOx, and VOC. If stack testing is necessary to ensure ongoing cornpliance with
MAERT limits for the thennal 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 o1'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.es

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 TTllAPage 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.ee 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 rnust be included in the Draft Perrnit. 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 ernission limits and pollution control requirements.
Accordingly, the Draft Permit is deficient.l00

e6 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 l-hour HCI emission limit.").
e1 ld. at 8-9. See also, 40 C.F.R. $ 70.7(a)(5).
e8 40 C.F.R. $ 70.7(aX5).
ee 42 u,s.c. g 7661c(a).
r00 42 u.s.c. g 7661c(a), (c); 40 c.F.R. g 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 tlte
MAERT.

The identifiers of the emissions units with allowable PM emissions specified in the
Maximum Achievable Ernission 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 rnonitoring requirement (temperature of the exhaust of the thennal
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., 264, Stabilizer
Storage Baghouse A Stack). Likewise, the Unit Summary section of the Draft Permit provides no
clarity on just how the Ernission Point Nurnbers of the MAERT correlate with the

UniVGroup/Process ID Number or SOP Index Numbers of the Draft Pennit.

It is not clear how West Dallas residents are supposed to ascefiain which emissions units
are subject to which emissions limits, especially in regards to Line 3. Community members
cannot discem whether the components identified in the MAERT are a paft 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 cornpletely clear.

6. The Draft Permit's Additional Periodic Monitoring requirements do not ensure
comp liance w ith app licab le underlying emis sio ns limitation s.

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.l0l 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.l02 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.

t0' 40 CFR $ 70.6(aX3Xi)(B); 30 TAC $ 122.r42(c)
r02 Air NSR Permit No. 771IA SpecialConditions at 3-4;Draft Permit at 32 et seq;30 TAC $ I I LII l(aXlXA);a0
c.F.R. S 60.a12@)(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.103 F'or 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.l04 The TCEQ
opted for weekly lneasul'ernents, which provide only an infiequent snapshot into the functioning
of different conlponents of LINE3. While quarter-hourly pararnetric monitoring of the thermal
oxidizer control devices of LINE3l05 ensure that the emissions units are complying with
applicable emission limitations, the ralionale that 'l CEQ fbllowed to determine that weekly
opacity rnonitoring 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,l06 then the afterburners of LINEl, which also

appear to control emissions from Blowing Stills and Storage Tanks of LINEl (though this is
merely an inference and is not stated in the Draft Permit or SOB outside of the Basis of
Determination section)107 and were also built after the applicable regulatory date are not subject
to Subpart UU emissions lirnitations 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 l-3 (with fabric filter control
equipment), and COOLl (with no control equipment) is too infrequent. The underlying
regulations do not specify how often opacity monitoring is to occur.l08 Again, the TCEQ has

offered nothing in the SOB or Draft Permit that explains how these additional periodic
monitoring requirernents 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 ernission unit, group, or process" listed
in the permit shield.r0e For each such determination, the Draft Permit includes a brief and often

lo3 Draft Permit at 32 et seq.
ro4 40 C.F.R. $ 60.a72@)(2), (c), (d).
r05 Air NSR Pennit No. 7711 A 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%o for PM/PMl0 . . . .").
106 Statement of Basis 13-14 (he Blowing Stills and Storage Tanks of 60UU-3 and 60UU-4 use afterburner control

devices, just like 60UU-l and 60UU-2 of LINEI. For some reason that isn't adequately (or even remotely)

explained in the SB or Draft Perrnit, the Blowing Stills of LINE I do not require this monitoring).
roi Statement of Basis I I-12.
ro8 30 TAC $ I l1.l I l(a)(l)(A).
loe Draft Permit at 44.
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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 detemrinations 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.ll0It is important that the public and federal regulators are able to discem
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 LINEl 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 enoneously entered, and no part of LINEl 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 LINEI 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
detenninations 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 pennit and the
accompanying SOB do not meet the permit shield requirements of 40 C.F.R. $
70.6(t) ... [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 ofthe legal and factual basis for the
determinations made under 40 C.F.R. $ 70.6(0 used to support the
nonapplicability of those requirements identified in the "Permit Shield"
attachment to the Title V permit.lll

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

tto See, e.g., Objection to Federal Part70 Operating Permit Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company, Houston Chemical
Plant, TCEQ Permit No. a 1227 (lanuary 8, 20 l0).
rrr Objection to Federal Part 70 Operating Permit ExxonMobil Corporation, Colonial Storage Facility (March 5,

20 10).
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factual basis for all determinations of non-applicability for those requirements

identified in the "Permit Shield" attachment to the permit.ll2

For example:

fW]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. I l3

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 detenninations. 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

subiect 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(0(3Xii).

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 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 nonnal use or enjoyment of
animal life, vegetation, or property.lla Yet GAF is a source of near-constant nuisance in the West

Dallas area, especially to the nearby public housing developmentlls and private residences,

schools, churches, community centers and daycare facilities.

Residents and other affected persons have not previously filed complaints with the TCEQ

sirnply because they did not know how to file such cornplaints. Despite this, West Dallas

residents report regularly seeing and srnelling emissions from the facility for many years, with
consistent cornplaints of invasive and offensive odors,ll6 regular sightings of plurnes of dust and

srnog,llT and even reports of dark, sticky substances covering outdoor surfaces and

automobiles.Il8

r12 Id.
r13 Letter 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 I 8, 201 I ).
rra Tex. Healrh & Safety Code $ 382.003(3).
r15 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.
rr6 See Attachments D-H (Declarations of Roncindra Davis, Myrtle Newman, Brittany Morgan, Esther Villarreal,
and JeffHoward)
rri See Attachments F & G (Declarations Brittany Morgan and Esther Villarreal)
rr8 See Attachment F (Declaratiott 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 frorn 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 alter moving to Kingbridge five years ago and she
finds that her symptoms are worse when she is at horne. The odors are vely 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 f'amily. Brittany and two of her young children also suff'er
from asthma. They cornplain of strong odors every evening and dust in the air once or twice a
week. The dust and odors are conceming 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 srnell. 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 "[aln 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."lle No additional controls, however, have been required that are
sufficient to abate the nuisance. The Drafl Permit should be amended to include a compliance
plan to eliminate these nuisance conditions.

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 irnpact on people of color, parlicularly Afiican Americans, by exposing them to harmful
Ievels 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 60oh of the population in Census Tract 205 is Black or African
American and nearly 30% is Hispanic or Latino.l20 According to the EPA's own E.ISCREEN
tool, the population within a l-mile radius of the GAF facility rsglo/o people of color, 73o/olow-

f re Air NSR Pemrit No. 7711A, Special condition 16.
t2o 2019 ACS 5-Year Estirnates Data Profiles available at:

https://data.census.gov/cedsci/table?g:1400000U548113020500&tid=ACSDP5Y2019.DPO5&hidePreview:false

VI.
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income and l7o/o linguistically isolated.l2l 16. percentage of African Americans in the affectcd
area is nearly triple that of Dallas County and over four times that of the state of I'exas.

In20l9, GAF was the highest emitter of SOz in Dallas County with over 125 tons emitted

and the fourth highest emitter of PMz.s with26.3l tons emitted.r22 As discussed in more detail
above, shoft-term SOz exposure is known to have harmful effects on the respiratory system

making breathing difficult and exacerbating the symptoms of asthma, particularly in children. 123

Long-term exposure to persistent levels of SOz has been linked to lasting and detrirnental
changes to lung function. 124 High concentrations of SOz in the air also contributes to PM
pollution, small particles which can penetrate the lungs and bloodstrearn, causing serious health

problems.l2s

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 wlro have historicolly bonrc
disproportionate environmental impacts

Studies have found that communities of color have higher exposure rates to air pollution
than their white, non-Hispanic counterpartsl26 and that landfills, hazardous waste sites and other

industrial facilities are most often located in communities of color.t27'I'he West Dallas

community is a prime example of this injustice. West Dallas is home to one of the nation's
largest Superfund sitcs 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 i980'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.r28 A recent study by UT

12r U.S. EPA, EJSCREEN Demographic Indicators, available at: httos://e.iscreen.epa.eov
t22 TCEq, 2019 Point Source Emissions Inventory, available at: lrttps://www.tceq.texas.gov/airquality/point-

sourceei/contaminant-summary-reports
123 U.S. EPA, Sulfur Dioxide Basics, available at: https://www.epa.eov/so2-pollution/sulfur-dioxide-basics

tza 9.3. EPA, Lrtegrated Science Assessnrent lbr Sulfirr Oxides - Health Criteria. EPA/600/R-081047F (Sept. 2008)

available at:

https://cfpub.epa.qov/ncea/risk/recordisplay.cfm?deid= 198843&CFID=67772989&CFTOKEN=91583296
r2s U.S. EPA, Particulate Matter (PM) Basics, available at: https://www.epa.gov/pm-pollution/particulate-matter-

pmbasics#effects
126 Center for Arnerican Progress, 5 Things to Know About Communities of Color and Environmental Justice (Apr.

201 6) available at: https://www.anrericanproeress.ore/issues/racelnews/201 6/04/25l I 3636 l/5-thinss-to-know-
aboutcom mun ities-of:-co lor-and-en vi ron menta l-justice/
rzt 16.
r28 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 l5-year difference in life expectancy
depending on the zip code in which one resides in the City of Dallas. l2e West Dallas residents are
impacted by the cumulative hamrful 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 saf'ety 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 rnust correct these deficiencies
before the final renewed Federal Operating Permit No. 02771 rnay be issued.

Respectfully,

Stephanie Champion, Staff Attorney
Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas
Community Revitalization Proj ect
400 S. ZangBlvd., Ste. 1420
Dallas, TX75208
(214) 243-2s83
c ha m p i o n s (J) lanwt. or g

Kelly Haragan, Clinic Director
Matthew Frederick, Clinic Student
University of Texas School of Law
Environmental Clinic
727 E. Dean Keaton St.

Austin, TX78705

Gabriel Clark Leach, Senior Attorney
Environmental Integrity Proj ect
1206 San Antonio St.

Austin, TX 78701

https:/istaticl.squarespace.com/static/Sbf84b434611a034b521 13b9/t/5ec5b8a8b4ac6740e2506c26/1590016170482/
Executive-Sumnrary_V I Rl.pdf
l2e UT Southwestern Medical Center, Life Expectancy by ZIP Code in Texas (Feb. 2019), available at:

https://www.texashealthmaps. com/lfex
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TECHNICAL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY

o
RULE

Permit No.: 147 140 Company Name: Building Materials lnvestment 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.: RN 1 007889s9 Proiect Tvpe: Permit by Rule Application
Customer Reference No.: N605251487 Date Received bv TGEQ: June 7 ,2017
citv/countv: Dallas, Dallas County Date Received by Reviewer: June 12,2017
Physical Location: 2600 Sinqleton Blvd

CONTA.CT INFORMATION
Responsible Official/ Primary
Contact Name and Title:

Mr. Bruce Dahlgren
Plant Manaqer

Phone No.:
Fax No.:

(214) 637-8970
(214) 637-5202

Emarl: BDAHLGREN@GAF.CO
M

Technical ContacU Consultant
Name and Title:

Mr. Kevin Bush
Environmental Enqineer

Phone No.:
Fax No.:

(214) 637-8933
(214\ 637-5202

Email: KBUSH@GAF.COM

GENERAL RULES CHECK YES NO GOMMENTS
ls confidential information included in the application? X Confidential version of PBR submittal.
Has the PBR fee been paid? X
ls this reqistration ce(ified? X
ls this an APWL site? X

Are there any upstream or downstream affects associated
with this reqistration?

X All emissions are included

ls planned MSS included in the registration? X
Are there affected NSR or Title V authorizations for the
oroiect?

X lf yes, what is the number(s): NSR 7711A, O-277'l

ls each PBR > 251250 tpy? X
Are PBR sitewide emissions > 251250 lpy? N/A N/A Site has been to public notice.
Are there permit limits on usinq PBRs at the site? X
ls PSD or Nonattainment nettinq required? X
Do NSPS, NESHAP, or MACT standards apply to this
reqistration?

X

Does NOx Cap and Trade apply to this registration? X
ls the facility in compliance with all other applicable rules and
requlations?

X

lnvestment Corporation doing business as GAF Materials Corporation (GAF) owns and operates asphalt
locatedinDallas,Texas(DallasPlant). OperationsatGAFDallasPlantareaulhorizedunderNewSourceReview(NSR)PermitNo.77'l 1A,
Standard Permit No. 9'1414 and several non-reoisterable Permits by Rule

GAF has certified the emissions under PBR106.261 ,106.262 and 106.472 to authorize Line 3 sealant application 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 registralion.

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.

Theemissions fromtheLine3sealant runtank,associated self-seal applicator, laminateself-seal applicatorwill becontrolled byLine3Mist
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 sealanl 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 ofthe 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 qas heater has less than 'l tpv for each criteria submitted the emission rates as confidential.
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RULEL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY

o
TECHNICA

Permit No.: 147 140 Company Name: Building Materials lnvestment Corporation APD Reviewer: John Gott, P.E

Project No.: 270215 Unit Name: GAF Materials PBR No(s).: 106.261, 106.262,
106.472

THE PROJECT MEETS THE
PBR 106.261/262 Comoliance 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.
o 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 ofthis chapter or under

standard permit.

Ql06.472 (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 malerial
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 oils, fuel oils, polymers, detergents, lube oil additives, vegetable oils;
(2) water or wastewater;
(3) aqueous saltsolutions;
(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

of 300 deqrees Fahrenheit or qreater.

PBR 106.261(2)

Air Contaminant Emission Limit Actual Emissions

Lb/hr Tpy lb/hr tpy
CO 6.00 10.00 0.00335 0.01

PBR 106.262
Air Contaminant L D K Emission Limit Actual Emissions

mg/m3 ft lb/hr Tpv lb/hr tpy

Asphalt Petroleum
"Fume" 450 92.5

0.0541
0.2368

0.050273 0. 1 900729

H2S 1.1 450 92.5 0.01 '19 0.os21 0.00166 0.00621

PBR 106.261(3)

Emission Limit Actual Emissions

Air Contaminant lb/hr tpy lb/hr tpy

Carbonyl Sulfide 1.00 438 4.36E-5 1.63E-4

TOTAL VOC EMISSIONS: 0.05' 0.1 9-
The total speciated emissions both lbs/hr and tpy are equal to the 0.05 lbs/hr and 0.19 tpy of VOC in the ESTIMATED EMISSIONS block below and

acceptable speciated emission estimates
tpy

COMMUNICATION LOG
Date Time Name/Company Subject of Communication
6-15-2017 1 115 To: Mr. Kevin Bush Voicemail- I need the emissions that you are claiming under an

unreqistered PBR 183.
6115t2017 1617 Fm. Lele Bao lbao@trinitvconsultants.com

972-66t-8100
Email--please find attached the emission calculation for the Line 3
Heatec Heater that includes the heater size and hours of operations for
the proposed Line 3 Sealant Application System proiect.

711112017 1 500 To: Lele Bao, 972-661-8100 Discussed the asphalt. ls it blown asphalt or virqin asphalt?
7 t11t2017 1642 Fm: Lele Bao lbao@trinitvconsultants.com

972-661 -81 00
Email-Thanks for the time to discuss the asphalt question this afternoon.
The laminate sealant is approximately 90% blown asphalt and 10olo
polymer modified asphalt. The self-seal sealant is laminate sealant
blended with approximalely 20o/o limestone.

EPN / Emission Source voc co PM PMro PM z.s HzS Carbonyl
Sulfide

lbs/hr tpv lbs/hr tpy lbs/hr tpy lbs/hr tpy lbs/hr tpv lbs/hr tpv lbs/hr tpv
CFL2 / Line Sealant
System- Mist Elimination
System

0.05 019 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.0'l <0.0'1 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01

2



AL REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE
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TECHNIC

Permit No.: 147 1 40 Company Name: Building Materials lnvestment Corporation APD Reviewer: John Gott, P.E

Project No.: 270215 Unit Name: GAF Materials PBR No(s).: 106,261, 't06.262,
106.472

TOTAL EMISSIONS
(TPY):

019 001 <0.01 <0.01 I I <0,01 001 <0.01

Weeks/Year 8,760

SITE REVIEWDISTANCE LIMIT Yl.N I Descriotion/Outcome
Site Review Required? X 611512017 John C. Gott, P.E

PBR Distance Limits Met? X The company claims that 1 10' exists lo the nearest
property line and 450'to the nearest off-property structure.

6t1512017 John C. Gott, P.E.

TECHNICAL REVIEWER FINAL REVIEWER
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

MAXIMUM OPERATING
SCHEDULE:

Hours/Day DaysMeek Hou rs/Yr

Date

3
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION 6
1201 ELM STREET, SUITE 5OO

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) subrnittal
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(bxl), EPA is objecting to the proposed
permitting action. Section 505(bXl ) 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 Part70.
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(cXa) 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 10O-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 Pennits
Section Chief at (214) 665-6772, or Aimee Wilson, Texas Pennit Coordinator at (214) 665-7 596. 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)



Obiections to Title V Permit 02269

t. 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 perrnits contains special conditions which references confidential
information submitted in permit applications.

o NSR perrnit 96220 includes references to the initial permit application's confidential file
dated November 201I at specialconditions 4(A), 11, and 12. Special Condition a(A) in
permit 96220, establishes a production rate for polymer production. Special Condition 1 I in
permit 96220, enforces a limitation on the products to be stored in seven storage tanks.
SpecialCondition l2 in permit96220, enforces a lirnitation on the products to be loaded and
unloaded at three loading racks.

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

r 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") lirnits the types of inforrnation that may be treated as confidential in a
title V permit, and therefore withheld from the public. In this instance, NSR applications containing
confidential infonnation 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, sorne information may be protected as a trade secret under section I I a(c) of the CAA. 42
U.S.C. $ Tala(c). However, the CAA specifically limits this protection: "The contents of a [title V]
permit shall not be entitled to [confidential] protection under section I l4(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 allapplicable requirenrents at the time of perrnit issuance." 40 C.F.R.

$70.6(aXl). Fufther, "terms and conditions in a part 70 permit... are enforceable by the
Administrator and citizens under the Act." 40 C.F.R. $70.6(bXl). Additionally, inforrnation which is
considered emission data, as well as standards or limitations, are also not entitled to confidential
treatment. See CAA $ l la(c) ("other than emissions data"); 40 C.F.R. $2.301(0.

The EPA has previously evaluated the use of cor,fidential 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 pennit.

Here, the confidential information that is referenced in NSR perrnits 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
lirnitations frorn the NSR permits and associated applications are incorporated into the proposed title
V permit, these production rates would be part of the corrtents of the title V perrnit. 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 g 50a(a); 42 U.S.C. $
Tala$)(2); id. $7604(aXl), (0(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 inforrnation 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 $ 382.041cannot override 503(e) of the CAA.
The CAA states that permit terms of the title V permit cannot be withheld frorn the public. TCEQ
failed to provide a sufficient response to comments received on this issue by failing to adequately
explain why the claimed confidential inforrnation does not establish binding, enforceable perrnit
terms (or other information necessary to assure compliance with a pennit 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 establishirrg
federally errforceable emission limits, and thus incorporated by ref-erence into the title V perrnit. The
following PBR registrations establishing federally enforceable ernission limits had the ernission
calculations identified as confidentialon 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), I34883 (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 and106.262), 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 I 5 1078 ( 106.261 and
106.262). The emissions calculations in the PBR registrations are emissions data under CAA I l4(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 tliese issues-the claimed confidential information in the title V permit and the claimed
confidential ernissions calculations-TcEQ should conduct a rcevaluation to ensure that this
irrformation 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)(t]). If TCEQ
can establish that this inforrnation 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 perrnit record for why it is riot necessary

to enforce these as a term or condition of the title V pennit.

2. Objection for Failure to Include all Applicable Requiremcnts. The proposed title V permit fails
to meet the requirements of CAA $ 50a(a) for "(e)ach pennit 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 5I22.I0(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 rnore detail below.

The proposed title V permit does not contain enough inforrnation 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 reqr.rirements: I 06.122, 106.183,

106.261 , 106.262, 106.263, 106.264, 106.266, 106.371, 106.478, and 106.5 12. The proposed title V
permit does not list any emission units to be authorized under PBR I 06.122, 106.I 83, 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 reqr.rire registration. The TCEQ databaser

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 April2,2018, 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 cunently 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 paft 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)(2XBXi)
("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 PaperNumber 2 at37 ("Referenced documents must also be specifically
identified.") Pursuant to 40 CFR $ 70.8(c)( I ), EPA objects to the issuance of the proposed title V

I https://www.tceq.texas.gov/permitting/airlnav/air status permits.html
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permit since it is not in compliance with the requirements of CAA $ 50a(a) and 40 Cl;R $ 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 rninor NSR permits or PBRs that are no longer applicable. TCEQ had
initially proposed changes to their OP-REQI forrn 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 ernission units.
EPA encourages TCEQ to reconsider these changes as were proposed in their June I 3,2018 letter to
E,PA, 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 perrnit 20211upon issuance of its
renewal. The renewal application for NSR permit 20211 was submitted to TCEQ on December 23,
2016. The renewalof 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 permit202ll
are listed in the title V permit. Once NSR permit 20211is 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:

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

o PBRs 106.262, registration s 123403. 437 00, 487 43, 7 6179, 7 627 0, 79993
o PBR 106.264, registrations 102544, 102545, 102549, 102550, 102551, 102552, 102553,

I 02558
o PBR 106.478, registration 39479
o PBR 106.533, registrations39222,71466
. Standard Exemption 76, registrations 103414, 103151
. Standard Exemption 46, registration 103165
. Standard Exemption 51, registration 22750
o Standard Exemption 86, registrations 22764, 22765,22766, 34349
o Standard Exemption 87, registration 23981
r Standard Exemption 106 registrations 1 03 133, 103152, I 03 159, 103167 , 103 I 70, I 03 I 75,

103179,23449,3 I 954, 32592, 34522,34949
o Standard Exemption I I 8 registration 23260,23989, 31317 , 34522, 34849
o Standard Exemption 7, registration 103178
o Standard Exemptions without a rule specified, registrations 14744, 14948, 14949, 15786

An update to the renewal application submitted on Novernber 16, 2018, indicates that PBR
registration 152890 (PBRs 106.261 and 106.262) for unit ID BTCPI]UG and PBR registration
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153201 (PBRs 106.261and 106.262) fbr unit lD FSl2 were to be added to the title V pennit. 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 perrnit but was not identified as being associated
with any emission unit. It appears that standard permit I17789 should be included as an NSR
authorization for RHB Fugitives (FGRHB). TCEQ should ensure that all applicable requirements are

identified in the title V perrnit as requested by the applicant.

A review of the TCIIQ 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 pennit
(identified below by PBR/SE rule number and registration number): SE 76 (25071), SE 76 (25944),
sE 75 (26135),58 27 (103169), SE 76 (32622), SE 76 (l03l4l), SE 76 (103 147), SE 106 (33518),
sE 106 (103134), sE 76 (103139), pBR 106.262(35507), PBR 106.261 (t02559), PBR 106.261 and

106.262 (36806), PBR 106.264 (102557), PBR 106.512 (38991), PBR t06.261(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 (4s380), PBR 106.183 (45876), PBR 106.373 (102s47), PBR
t06.264 (102546), PBR I 06.433 (509s l ), PBR 106.261 (s 1028), PBR I 06.433 (52624), PBR
106.262(53222), pBR 106.493 (s506rL00r), PBR r06.t24 (5s900), 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 and106.262 (144055). If these permits
are still effective and are applicable requirernents, they should be included in the title V permit.
Please verify whether these PBRs have either been consolidated by reference or consolidated by
ir,corporation 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 I 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 at14; White
Paper Number 2 at31. 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 finaltitle V
perrnit should specify to which units and pollutants those PBRs apply. Fufther, 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 perrnit. See, e.g.,30 TAC 127.10(2)(H). The TCEQ
should provide a list of emission units for which only generalrequirements 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 Staternent 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 rnonitoring or testing
methods identified that assure compliance with applicable emission lirnits and operating
requirements:106.122,106.183, 106.261,106.262,106.263,106.264,106.371,106.472,106.473,
and l06.5ll.ln respondingto comments, TCEQ explained that PBRs were approved as partof 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, l3-18; 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 rnisinterpretation 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 perrnit 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 pennit 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 ernission 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 76, 17 , I 8, I 8 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 at25-26.2

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

r PBR 106.122 Bench Scale Laboratory Equipment- permit does not specify any
rnonitoring and testing methods that assure compliance with the emission limits assurned
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.

o PBR 106.183 Boilers, Heaters, and Other Combr"rstion Devices - permit does not specify
any monitoring or testing requirements that assure compliance with emission limits and
operating requirements established in the PBR. PBR corrtains an operational lirnit 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 lirnits assumed
under 106.4. This PBR requires registration. The PBR was registered on October 23,
2000 and given permit number 45876 by'|CEQ. Tl-re pennit files for this permit
authorization are not available electronically from TCEQ's Central File Room Online.
According to the perrnit 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

2 TCEQ'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 l, 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 authorizatioo is for Air Preheater I 106
(Fl l06SG) and/or Air Preheater 1206 (Fl206SGU). Both of these emission units are in
NSR permit 36476/PSDTX996Ml. 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 cornbined. It is impossible to know how PBR 106.183 applies to the
emission units and what additional requirements it imposed on the units withor"rt having
the PBR registration file from TCEQ.

o PBR 106.261 Facilities (Emission Limitations) and PBR 106.262 F-acilities (Ernission
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.

o 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 irnpossible to determine what the PBR
covers without the title V permit containing rnore infonnation. 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.

o 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 perrnit 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.

o PBR 106.371Cooling 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 cornpliance 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.

ln 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 perrnit. 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 surfficient. EPA sent a letter to 1'CEQ on
August 26,2019 that identified steps TCEQ should take to identify insignificant emission units
authorized by PBRs. If TCEQ determines that some units authorizedby the PBRs listed above are
insignificant emission units, then TCEQ should evaluate whether the general rnonitoring conditions
contained in special condition 32 are adequate morritoring, recordkeeping, and reporling. l'he 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).
lVhite Paper Ntrmber 2 at32.ln addition, if TCEQ stillbelieves 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. lf TCEQ amends the
record or title V pennit 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
rnonitoring for those PBR requirements that apply to those insignificant units, the EPA anticipates
such an approach would be consistent with our guidance and the requiremerrts 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.

l. PBR Consolidation into NSR Perrnits. TCEQ, in a September l, 2006 memorandum, identified
two diffelent scenarios that determined when and how a PBR or a standard permit shoLrld be
consolidated in a permit for a facility when the permit is amended or renerved: consolidation by
ref'erence and consolidation by incorporation. TCEQ states that "All SP and PBRs that directly
affect the ernissions 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 perrnitted action occurs under the NSR perrnit triggering BACT and irnpacts review.
Consolidation by incorporation also results in the voiding of the PBR authorizalion. When PBRs
are consolidated by reference, it becomes more difficult to determirre if and when they were
consolidated as the PBR authorization remains active. It is urrclear 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?
PBRs issued for temporary sources or for a one-time emission event. There were rnultiple 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 availablc
electronically from the TCEQ file room online, EPA was unable to determine what the exterrt of
the pilot plant was. However, it seems improbable that a pilot plant would still be in operation l8
years later, but the PBR is still shown to be "effective" on the TCEQ website. Another example
is PBR 106.2611106.262 issued on June 29,2004 and given registration number 72234.This
PBR registration was available electronically from the TCEQ file room online. In this

2.
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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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REVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY RULE

a
TECHNICAL

Permit No.: 147 140 Company Name: Building Materials lnvestment Corporation APD Reviewer: Amber Huddle

Project No.: 278775 Unit Name: GAF Materials

Revision: Add Adhesive Storage Tank

PBR ilo(s).: 106.261, 106.262, 106.472

GENERAL INFORMATION

Regulated Entity No.: RN 1 00788959 Project Type: Permit by Rule Application

Customer Reference No.: cN60525'1487 Date Received by TCEQ: December 6, 201 7

City/County Dallas, Dallas County Date Received by Reviewer: December B, 2017

Physical Location: 2600 Singleton Blvd

CONTACT INFORMATION

Responsible Official/ Primary
Contact Name and Title:

Mr. Bruce Dahlgren
Plant Manager

Phone No.:
Fax No.:

214-637-8970 Email: BDAHLGREN@GAF.CO
M

Technical Contacu Consultant
Name and Title:

Mr. Kevin Bush

Environmental Engineer
Phone No.:
Fax No.:

214-637-8933 Email: KBUSH@GAF.COM

GENERAL RULES CHECK YES NO COMMENTS

ls confidential information included in the application? X Confidential information included in application

Has the PBR fee been paid? X Voucher no. 343838

ls this registration certified? X PI.7 CERT

ls this an APWL site? X

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

X

ls planned MSS included in the registration? X

Are there affected NSR or Title V authorizations for the
project?

X NSR Permit no.7711A, Standard Permit No. 91414, 0-2771

ls each PBR > 251250lpy? X

Are PBR sitewde emissions > 251250lpy? X N/A - Site has been lo public notice

Are there permit limits on using PBRS at the site? X

ls PSD or Nonattainment netting required? X Project emissions are below netting thresholds

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

X

Does NOx Cap and Trade apply to this registration? X Not located in HGB

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

X

DESCRIBE PROCESS AT THE SITE

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 ldentification Number [FlN]: T-22),
associated self-seal tor (FlN: SEALAP), laminate self-seal applicator (FlN: SEALAP), and a Heatec heater (FlN: HTR9).

DESCRIBE PROJECT AND INVOLVED PROCESS

Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, doing business as GAF Materials Corporation (GAF) has submitted a Pl-7 CERT through ePermits to
revise Permit no. 147',40 for their asphalt roofing production facility located in Dallas

As part of the PBR Revision Application, GAF proposes to install the 3'120 Adhesive Storage Tank (FlN: 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 appticator and laminate self-seal
applicator to apply dots/stripes to the shingles system (authorized under S 106.261 and S1 06.262). The Line 3 Heatec heater (FlN: 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 (FlN: HTR1) claimed under PBR 5106.183.
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.



a
RULEREVIEW: AIR PERMIT BY

o
TECHNICAL

Permit No.: 147 I 40 Company Name: Building Materials lnvestment Corporation APD Reviewer: Amber Huddle

Project No.: 278775 untt Name: GAF Materials

Revision: Add Adhesive Storage Tank

PaR No(s/.; 106.261 , 106.262, 106.472

TECHNICAL SUMMARY . DESCRIBE HOW THE PROJECT MEETS THE RULES

PBR 105.261/262 Comoliance Demonstration
. The emission point(s) associated with the facilities or changes to facilities are located at least 450 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 conslruction or to change a facility authorized under another section of this chapter or under

standard permit.

Q106.472 Orqanic and lnorqanic Liquid Loadinq and Unloadinq
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

lb/hr tpy lb/hr tpy

CO 6.00 10.00 0.01 0.02

PBR 106,262
Air Contaminant L D K Emission Limit Actual Emissions

mg/m' ft lb/hr tpy lb/hr tpy

Asphalt Fume (VOC) E 450 92.5 0.05 0.24 0.02 0.08

Asphalt Fume (PM) A 450 92.5 0.05 o.24 <0.01 <0.01

PBR 106.26r(3)

Emission Limit Actual Emissions

Air Contaminant lb/hr tpy lb/hr tpy

Carbonyl Sulfide 1.00 4.38 <0.0'l <0.01

EPN / Emission Source voc co PM PMro PM z.s HzS Carbonyl
Sulfide

lbs/hr tpy lbs/hr tpy lbs/hr tpv lbs/hr tpv lbs/hr tpy Ibs/hr tpy lbs/hr tpv

CFL2 I Line 3 Sealant Adhesive
System - Mist Elimination System

0.98 0.58 0.06 0.05 <0.0'l <0.01 <0.0'l <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.03 0.02 <0.01 <0.01

TOTAL EMISSIONS (TPY): 0.58 0.05 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 a.02 <0.01

COMMUNICATION LOG

Date Time Name/Gompany Subject of Communication

1t2t2018 Morning Ms. Lele Bao / Trinity Phone/Email: Reviewer called to request an updated emission summary
table or 26'11262 table. There is a discrepancy between the two. Ms. Bao
provided updated 261 1262 table.

SITE REVIEW/DISTANCE LIMIT N Description/Outcome Date Reviewed by

Site Review Required? X No site review required 1t2t2018 Amber Huddle

PBR Distance Limits Met? X Distance limits are met

TECHNICAL REVIEWER PEER REVIEWER FINAL REVIEWER
SIGNATURE:

PRINTED NAME: Ms. Amber Huddle Mr. John Breqqer Mr. Samuel Short, Manaqer
DATE: January 3, 201B January 3, 2018 January 5, 2018
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STATE OF'|EXAS

COLINTY OF DALLAS

$

$

$

DECLARATION OF RONCTNDRA DAVTS

"My name is Roncindra Davis, I am over 18 years of age,.of sound mind, capable of making tlrisdeclaration, and pesonally acquainted with the facts statecl"in it, which are true and correct.

I am a resident of west Dallas. I live at Kingb.ldge crossing, gwned and operated by the Dallas publichousing authority. My address is 3130 KingbridgJ streer, i+ill. tvty unit is ai.."ay &cross rhe streer andless than 500 feet from the GAF shingl* {uito.yi, singiltnn noulevard.

Every week, especially at the beginning of the week and usually in the mornings, I srnell athick overcastodor- It smells like a big rotlsn.gg unJ it makes ms sneeze. I have asthma and bronchitis and I know itcan't be good' It must be affecting people's health. There's no way those smells and chemicals can begood for you.

on warm days" I like to open my doors and windows to air out rhe house before turning my air on. Butsometirnes the smell is so bad' I have to keep my door closecl 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 themiddle of a residential neighborhood? It just doesn't make sense apd it n**au m oop.

l, Roncindra Davis, under the pains and penalties of perjury nnder the laws of the United States ofAmerica, swear I am capable oi making thiu declaration ani thut the foregoirg, ,iur***rrt is true andcorrect to the best of my knowledge.',

?*27 -z-l
I)ate Executed

1
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ATTACHME,NT E



o
STATEOFTEXAS 

$

COUNTY OF DALLAS i

DECLARATION OT'MYRTLE Y. NEWMAN

"My name is Myrtle Y. Newman, I am .nuT lq years of age, of sound mind, capable of making thisdeclaration, and personally acquainted with the facts stated ii it, *hi"h are tme and conect.

I am a resident of west Dallas. I live at Kingbridge crossing, a DHA public housing property."My
address is 3131 Kingbridge street, #334. My t o*J i. less than a quartei rnile from the GAF shinglefactory across the street on Singletcn Boulevard.

Every time I go outside my house' rnostly in th9 evenings, I smell this terible odor. Itos so strong, itseems like it gets inside of you. It's a burnt smell, like yiu really bumt something. It,s bad enough tomake you feel ill. It's concerning.

Ever since I moved !* 5 years ago: I tleveloped a cough and sinus problems. Before I came to WestDallas, I lived in cedar Hill. I neu*i had these problems lu.r it .r.. I notice that the problems are worsewhen I'm at home.

I 19o\ 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.

[' Myrtle Y' Newman, *d:l the pains and penalties of perjury under the laws of the united states ofAmerica, swear I am capable of making this declaration *o it ut the foregoinj ,t*t*rr"rrt is true andcorrect to the best of my knowledge.,'

\/hn" :. r (it ? 1ut \,V \r-,L, i
MyrtfT. N"lr"r*

t-aI l) r /l--( L* c-[
Date Executed
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SIATE OI'TEXAS

COUNTY OF DALLAS

$

$

$

DECLARATION OF BRITTANY MORGAIi{
ooMy name is Brittany Morgan, I arn over 18 years of age, of sound mind, capable of making thisdeclaration, and personally acquainted with the iacts stated-in it, which are true and correct.

I live at Kingbridge 
!|os1inq, a Dallas public housing development in west Dallas, located across thestreet from the GAF shingle factory on dingleton Blvd] My address is 313 r ringbriage Sh.e*r, #2g4 anclmy unit is Iess than a quarter mile lrom lhe factory.

Every day when I come home I]om work a! 5:30 or 6:00pm, I notice a strong sr:rell like burning rubber.It is more potent or my back porch which faces the or".i- rury kids complairi.u"rt it to me as well"

!*9 two of my sons, Mylez (13) and Mason (7), have asthma and it is worse when we are at home inKiylrifsl crossing. Mason's asthma and alleigies g", r*rry bad, so he needs ro use his pump often,and the industry in the area 
i1 something I've asked ,io do"to, about. Both kids love to play sports, butI.tell them ngt !o play outside when I iotice that smell. whenevor I have family or friends over, wealways spend all of our time inside because of the smell.

I also notice dust in the air once or twice 
1 
*."t , especially in the early moming or late at night, whichalso rnakes me worry about my asthma and my kids' asthma. s*m*ti*es,I wake up to black or grey dustcovering my car. There are spots that are hard and neecl to be picked off

sometimes the noises from trucks idling at night or early in the morning bother me, because the line oftrucks outside the factory can be so lon[.

I' Brittany Morgan, under the pains ancl penalties of perjury under the laws of rhe United States ofAmerica, swear I am capable of making this declaration una tnut the foregoing; stat*ment is true andcorrect to the best of my knowledge.,,

11 liluld t

1
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ATTACHMENT G



STATE OF TEXAS

COTINTY OF DALLAS

$

$

$

DECLARATION OT' ESTHIIR VILLARREAL

"My name is Esther Villarreal, I am over 18 years of age, of sound minc{, capable of.making thisdeclaration, and personally acquainted with the facts statecl"in it, whiclr are true and comect.

I arn a resident and property owner in west Dallas. I reside at 1907 McBroom street, approximately oncmile from the GAF Materials faoility located at 2600 singleton Boule'ard.

often, in the early morning I experience strong odors of what I assume is asphalt. It srnells nearly likebuming rubber' I also experience very loud so*unds-coming 1rom the locarion at all tirnes of the day, aloud.humrning that is constant whether moming, afternooJor evening. when I drive past the locationon Singleton, I observe smoke or soute kind of ct*loudy emissicns pumping into the air from the location,smany smokestacks.

when I am out with rny children, I rnake sure that we do not linger for a prolonged period of time nearthe facilities on singleton in th* early morning. They have asthma and I have coxferns of their proximityto-GAF' As a parent, I have to be sensitive to low air quality days anci pollutants in the air. Due to theodors that are stronger in the early momings, we visit tle oatias w*st Branch Library (at233|SingletonBlvd') and the west Dallas Multipurpose centercommunity Gardens (at 2gzg Firl 'rr"p Rd.) only inthe afternoons and evenings when I notice the odors ur" *u.h *or. ,utdued. I notice that when I amout at the community.Gardens watering the vegetables during the weekday evenings, tle soupd is soloud I might not be able to calry on a cJnversati,on with a neighbor. I enioy gardening, but tending thecommunity Garden directly next door to GAF is becoming concerning. I do try to limit my time theredue to the odors and noise. I have concerns about pollutioi fiom the i:actory, wirat is coming from thesmokestacks and how it may affect my gar.de1, the vegetables, and ultimately ihe nutritional value of theharvest' I have begun to weal'a mask while I am outln the cornmunity Garden due to my concerns ofair quality,

I' Esther villarreal, under the pains and penalties of perjury under the laws of the united states ofAmerica, swear I am capable of making thir declaratiln uno urut the f'oregoing statement is true andcorrect to the best of my knowledge."

SJ lr,.t!^
Esther Villarreal

^!^, l'-,lrjv I ( t

DatelExecuted



oo

ATTACHMENT H



S'I"ATE O'T THXAS

COLINTY OF DAI-LAS

hc.st *l- my kneru.ledgc."

t\

$

$

I}ECLARATTON OP JEFF I{OWARD

"My name is JelTHon:atd I yI over I 8 years ol'age, of sound nrind. capable of rnaking this declaration.and pcrsonally ar:quainted rvith the facts stared in ir" which ;;; ,** and soruec{.

My wifb' $haron Howard. and I are propefly owners in Wcst Dallas. We resicie at ,lt l6 plum [.,eal.Courr.

f:XffiJX 
75212' approxirnatelv I.4 milrs from the oAF Materiars tacility lo"areJ ar 2600 singleton

oIT'- in thc early nrorning hours. cspeciall,v during periads when it is huni$. ov€rcast. or when t,ewind is hlowing llo,n1-the. south. *'e cxperien." u i'.ry Jiutin* and maiodorrrus" offensive and lbul-smelling order that dri{ts t}uoughout the wesr Datlas comrnunity. The l'umes ur" ,t ong in inrensitl arrdoffensive in nature. like rotten iggs.

It makes me concemed for my and farnily's health as well as thal of m1, neighh,ors. tr especially feel furthose who suf&r from asthma and are located even closer to rhe lacility than I ar1,r. It has been welldocumented and we know that rhe rate of asthma in .r',irar*n is higher i- ttr- w-rt Dauas communitythan other pafis of the city. There are two Dallas ISD schools Jearby nr r.r.ti*-u public housingcomrnunity aeross the street from the cAF plant. eaoluonrtty. rhcre i; . ;;bli- library and cirycommunity center located next door to the plant and the smett is even more prolbund when I visit rheselocations' TIrc west Datlas Multipurpose center recenrty c.""t"a u .n**i,;l$;;;;d.- c* rheir properb,

;Xffil"::lv 
wonder what the efthcis ol'rhe pollution will have on the fi.esh frr]r, *,d vegerables being

I *njoy taking walks in thc.neighborhood for cxercise and rln those early morning walks whsr* rhe smellis so bad' it adversely aJrecrs my rime outdoors uo* *uu**, me to clr{ m}. u,alks short. }t is alsocmbarrassing when I in,ite tiiends lo walk rvith me th*t ,r*-fro, outside my cornmunity to tr). andexplain what the sruell is. where ir is coming frc,m, ana*iy i, i, ;" my neigrrb*rhnod.

I' JefrHoward' uncler.thepains and penalties of perjury under the laws of rhc L]nirod states of America.
il:[t',],i.:J,1I:1I,::l::'*ing 

this tlcctaration n,i.t tlroirtre t'crresoins smremenr is rrue a,d corrccr to rhe

* = '1,r/r, -Datc llxecuted tl

:.



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

-----Origina I Message-----

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

Sent: Thursday, July 29,202L 8:42 PM

To: PU BCOM M ENT-OCC <PU BCOM M ENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW:Webinar

-----Origina I Message-----
From: Carol Nash <nashcarol@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Thursday, July 29,2O2L 8:40 PM

To : Brad Patterso n < Brad. Patterso n @tceq.texas.gov>
Subject: Webinar

Since I have been unable to connect to the webinar I will instead send written comments.

My name is Carol Nash. I live in East Dallas but I grew up in Oak Cliff not far from the GAF site. I recently retired after 35
years as a teacher in Dallas lSD.

During my years as a teacher I have been struck, shocked and saddened by the increasing prevalence of asthma among
our students. From my own experience I 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. ln 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 illness 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 I 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 752L4



Sent from my iPad
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Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021 9:40 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD

Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

07.29.2021- Rep. Anchia GAF Letterl.pdf

From: rafael.anchia @house.texas.gov <rafael.anchia @house.texas.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 29,202L 4:22 PM

To: PU BCOM M ENT-OCC <PUBCOM M ENT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Public comment on Permit Number 277L

REGUTATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER:2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BU ILDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT 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 TX75247-5728

PHONE: 2t49436O81,

FAX:

COMMENTSz luly 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 lnvestment Corporation or GAF Materials TCEQ Staff- lt has been brought to



I
my attention that the Building ,.O.,, lnvestment Corporation, more aptfy ftn 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. ln 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." 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. 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 allthe 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. lt 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 thanTO% of these residents are of low
income; 17%o 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, I request that the renewal of this Title V permit be denied or
remanded back to the applicant. Sincerely, Rafael Anchia

2
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July 29,2021

Office of the Chief Clerk
Texas Commission on Envilonmental Quality
MC-105
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 7 87 1, 1 -3087
Electronic submis sion at: wwv/1 4. tceq. texas. gov / epic / eComment f

Re: Renewal of Federal Opetating Permit 277lBuilding Materials Investment Corporation
or GAF Materials

TCEQ Sraff-

It has been brought to my attent-ion that the Building Materials Investment Corporation, more aptly
known as GAF Materials, has applied for its {rve-year renewal of a Title V federal air permit.

I represent Texas House District 103, which includes much of West Dalias. Our district includes
families that reside direcdy across from GAF, bordering the west side of the manufacturing complex.
These residents are currendy, and will into the future, be impacted by the hazardous emissions from
this asphalt shingle manufacturing and coating operation.

T'his 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 2079, the TCEQ's Air Quality
Contaminant Summary reports indicated that GAF was the highest emitter of sulphur dioxide (more
than 1,25 tons) and was the fourth largest emitter of PM:s (more than 26 tons) in Dallas County. Yet
the draft permit renewal that has been put forward by GAF is def,rcient 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 Matetials 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.

C^pror. Onrc:r;: Posr 0.rrm tox 2910 Au.snri, Trxes 787126-2910 . (512)463-0746 . Fax: (512) 463-5896
l)rsnrtcr Orrtcr:: llll \!f. &locrrr<iuxo Lrxr: . Sr,ru 1010 . Darl,ts, Tr:x,r,s 7i247 . (214) 9{3-6081 . Frx: Ql4l 920-y)96

Rrnnt,.Asct lt,r@trrl'sE.TlxAs.cov
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2) The perrnit fails to ensure compliance with all applicable requitements of a Title V
permit on many levels. The draft permit flails to identi$ and give all the pertinent
information regarding units that were permitted by rule (PBR). Tide 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 permrt fails to detail, as requited by federal Tide 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 narional 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,90o/o of the area is home to people of color and more than 70o/o of
these residents are of low income; 17oh are linguistically impaired.

By law, GAF's federal permit renewal has failed to meet the requirements oudined in the Tide V
permitting rules in all its applicable statutes and tegulations. 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 \7est Dallas community.

Therefore, I request that the reoewal of this Title V permit be denied or temanded back to the
appl-icant.

Sincerely,

'f^H^L*
Ilafael Anchia

Crprror. C)rx:r: llos'r Orrrcc Box 2910 Ar$lN, Trx^s 78i126-291O . 61D463-O746 . Frx: (512) 46]'5896
Drslrtrcr Orttcr:: 1l1l v. Nlq:rrx<;rrrn Lrxr.; . Sunr: 1010 . Dtu;, Tr:v,rs 7i247 . (214) 943-6081 . F*: Qllrl 920-9y)i

llrmrr..Alcl nr@r rorse.Tr.xA-s.cov



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Friday, July 30, 2021 9:47 AM
PUBCOMMENT-OCC2; PUBCOMMENT-OPIC; PUBCOMMENT-ELD; PUBCOMMENT-APD
Laurie Gharis; Deornette Monteleone
FW: Public comment on Permit Number 2771

From: jasmine.crockett@house.texas.gov <jasmine.crockett@house.texas.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 29,zOZt 6:16 PM

To: P U BCO M M E NT-OCC <PU BCOM M E NT-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-MAl L: iasm ine.crockett@house.texas.gov

COMPANY: Texas House of Representatives

ADDRESS: PO BOX 2910
AUSTTN TX78768-29LO

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 lnvestment 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



are requesting that the renewal ,t federalTitle V permit for GAF l,rrut"riuttenied. 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 3OYo 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

2



Melissa Schmidt

From:
Sent:
IO:

Cc:

Subject:

H

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 lnvestment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771

VOP
laatT{

From: Dea nna Ava los <Dea n na.Ava los@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 22,202L 10:46 AM

To: PU BCOM M E NT-OCC <PU BCO M M E NT-OCC@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: FW: Public Hearing: Building Materials lnvestment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771,

From: Jacq ueline Curatola <Jacqueline.Curatola @ house.texas.Rov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 22,2021- 10:31 AM

To: Dea n na Ava los < Dea n na.Ava los@tceq.-texas.Eov>

Subject: RE: Public Hearing: Building Materials lnvestment 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 JASM I NE CROCKETT

House District 100 - Dallas County

O: (512)463-0586

From: Deanna Avalos <Deanna.Avalos@tceq.texas.qov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 8,202L 6:04 PM

To: Jacqueline Curatola <Jacqueline.Curatola @house.texas.gov>
Subject: RE: Public Hearing: Building Materials lnvestment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771

Hello Jacqueline,



As a follow-up, please see the ,ua*d TCEQ Notice of Public Hearing ror. erirtMaterials lnvestment Corporation;
Draft Permit No. 02771. The hearing has been officially set for Thursday, July 29,2021. lnstructions for how to
participate virtually are listed in the notice.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thank you,

Deanna Avalos

From: Jacq ueline Curatola <Jacqueline.Curatola @ house.texas.gov>
Sent: Monday, May L7,2021- 2:00 PM

To: Deanna Avalos <Deanna.Avalos@tceq.texas.gov>

Subject: Re: Public Hearing: Building Materials lnvestment Corporation; Draft Permit No.02771

Hello thank you for letting us know. We would like to request July 29th please.

Get Outlook for iOS

From: Deanna Avalos <Deanna.Avalos@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Monday, May t7,2O2t 11:52:39 AM
To: Jacqueline Curatola <Jacqueline.Curatola @ house.texas.gov>
Subject: Public Hearing: Building Materials lnvestment Corporation; Draft Permit No. 02771

RE: Suggested Dates for the Hearing

Dear Ms. Curatola,

I hope this communication finds you well.

I am writing concerning Representative Crockett's request for a public hearing regarding the Building Materials
lnvestment 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 willstart at 7:00 PM.

I have coordinated TCEQ staff and the applicant availability to suggest dates for consideration:

July 22,26,29

lf Rep. Crockett and/or staff plan on attending the meeting, please share any conflicts.

Thank you,

Deanna Avalos
TCEQ Office of the Chief Clerk
Dea nna.Ava los@tceq.texas.gov



EIisa Guerra

From: PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Sent: Thursday, February 25,2021 4:54 PM

To: espeteO@gmail.com

Subject: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 Building Materials Investment
Corporation/GAF 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx75212 RN'100788959

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.

lf 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://wwwl4.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eClD/. lf 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. lf you would like to submit additionalcomments,
please use the online eComments system at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agency/decisions/cc/cgmments.html

From: Esther Villarreal <espeteO@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, February 13,202L2:49 PM

To: CH I EFCLK <chiefclk@tceq.texas.sov>

Subject: Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771, Building Materials lnvestment Corporation /GAF 2600
Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx752!2 RN100788959

Dear Sir or Madam,

I object to the issuance of a new federal operating permit for the GAF asphalt shingle factory
located in West Dallas and l'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. lt 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

Da llas average. 20% of the population is nine yea r 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. lt's now a dangerous and

obsolete leftover from that racist past. lt should not be allowed to obtain a new federal operating

permit.
Sincerely

Esther Villarreal
1907 McBroom St, Dallas fX752t2
630-946-8496



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Subiect:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Thursday, February 25,20214:53 PM

Ceschweitzer@sbcA lobal.net
I 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 formalwritten response to alltimely filed comments will be mailed to you.

lf 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://wwwl4.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eClD/. lf 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. lf you would like to submit additional comments,
please use the online eComments system at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agencv/decisions/cc/comments.html

From : Ca rrie Schwe itze r <Ceschweitze r@ sbEglqbaLnq[>
Sent: Friday, February 19,ZOZL 2:02 PM

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

Omar.Narvaez@dallascitvhall.com; iasmineforL00@smail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov;

iessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov; rovce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasev@mail.house.gov;
Elba.Ga rcia DDS@da llascountv.org
Subject: I Strongly Object to the Renewal of GAF's Federal Permit

RE: Federal Operating Permit Title V

Draft Permit#02771

Building Materials lnvestment Corporation/GAF

2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Ix752L2

RN100788959



Dear Chief Clerk and TCEQ Commissioners,

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

l'm requesting a public meeting on this matter.

According to the State of Texas 2Ol-9 official emissions inventory, GAF is the largest industrialSulfur Dioxide polluter in

Dallas County, comparable to the emissions of a giant cement plant or utility power station. lt is the 4th 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. lt's now a dangerous and obsolete leftover from that racist past. lt should not be

allowed to obtain a new federal operating permit.

Sincerely,

o



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Thursday, February 25,2021 4:52PM
champions@lanwt.org
Public comment on Permit Number 2771

WD 1 _GAF Pu bl ic Com m ent_2.1 9.21 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.

lf 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://wwwl4.tceq.texas.eovlepic/eClD/. lf 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. lf you would like to submit additional comments,
please use the online eComments system at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agencv/decisions/cclcomments.html

REGUTATED ENW 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.ors

COMPANY: Legal Aid of NorthWest Texas

ADDRESS:4OO S ZANG BLVD STE 1420

DALLAS TX 75208-6648

PHONE: 4694589009

FAX:

COMMENTS: See attachment

2



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Thursday, February 25,20214:53 PM

evelynmayo 1 3@ gmail.com
Public comment on Permit Number 2771

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.

lf 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://wwwl4.tceq.texas.eov/epic/eClD/. lf 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. lf you would like to submit additionalcomments,
please use the online eComments system at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/agencv/decisions/cc/comments.html

REGULATED ENTY NAME GAF MATERIALS

RN NUMBER: RN100788959

PERMIT NUMBER:2771

DOCKET NUMBER:

COUNTY: DALLAS

PRINCIPAL NAME: BU I LDING MATERIALS I NVESTM ENT CORPORATION

CN NUMBER: CN605251487

FROM



NAME: Evelyn Mayo

E-MAIL: evelvnmavol3@gmail.com

COMPANY: Downwinders At Risk

ADDRESS: 1808 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY

DALLAS TX75226-2202

PHONE: 8067876567

FAX:

COMMENTS: Comments attached as word document.



Elisa Guerra

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

PUBCOMMENT-OCC

Thursday, February 25,20214:55 PM

schermbeck@aol.com
Comments on Renewal of Federal Operating Permit Title V Draft Permit #02771 /GAF
Comments on GAF's TITLE V Permit Renewal.docx

Thank you for your comments.

A copy of your emailwill be forwarded to the Texas Commission on EnvironmentalQuality (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.

lf 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://wwwl4.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eClD/. lf 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. lf you would like to submit additionalcomments,
please use the online eComments system at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/aeencv/decisions/cclcqmments.html

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

Sent: Friday, February L9,20271:21 PM

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

Cc: Omar.Narvaez@dAllagEllyhal!=!o_!U iasmineforl00@smail.com; rafael.anchia@house.texas.sov;

iessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov; royce.west@senate.texas.gov; marc.veasev@mail.house.Rov;

E I ba.Ga rcia DDS@da llascountv.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 lt 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 lnvestment Corporation/GAF at 2600 Singleton Blvd. Dallas Tx 75212 @font-face
{font-family:"CambriaMath"; panose-1:2453546324; mso-font-charset:0; mso-generic-font-family:roman; mso-font-
pitch:variable; mso-font-signature:3 0 0 01 0;)@font-face{font-family:"Calibri Light"; panose-1.21532224 3 24; mso-



font-charset:0, mso-generic-font-family:swiss; mso-font-pitch:variable; mso-font-signature:-536859905 -1073732485 I 0

511 0;)p.MsoNormal, li.MsoNormal, div.MsoNormal{mso-style-unhide:no; mso-style-qformat:yes; mso-style-parent:"";
margin:0in; mso-pagination:widow-orphan;font-size:12.Opt; font-family:"Times New Roman",serif, mso-fareast-font-
family:"Times New Roman";).MsoChpDefault {mso-styletype:export-only; mso-default-props:yes; font-
family:"Calibri",sans-serif, mso-ascii-font-family:Calibri, mso-asciitheme-font:minor-latin; mso-fareast-font-family:Calibri;
mso-fareasttheme-font:minor-latin; mso-hansi-font-family:Calibri; mso-hansi{heme-font:minor-latin; mso-bidi-font-
family:"Times New Roman"; mso-biditheme-font:minor-bidi;)div.WordSection 1 {page:WordSection 1 ;}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, C omm is sio ner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

Tlxas ColrurssroN oN ErwrnoNMENTAl Qunrrrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

February 24,2021

The Honorable Jasmine Crockett
Texas House of Representatives
P.O. Box 2910
Austin, TX78768

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 75T,2-3738. The Office of the Chief Clerk will work
with your staff to schedule the hearing.

We would Iike to provide you with some background on our regplatory 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 headng. 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. AII
individuals that submitted written co[lments 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
Lxecutive Director

P.O. Box 13087 . Austin,TexasTSTll-3087 . 512-239-1000 . tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
i)ilirlid r)r r Lr ! r l(d Drper
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Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka , Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executiue Director

TsxAs CoruurssroN oN EuunoivMENTAL Quel,rrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Prewnting Pollution

March 5,2021

Elizabeth Alexander
ealexander@conner.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 conrments pertaining to these issues will be considered in
modifying the draft permit.

The TCEQ appreciates your interest in envhonmental issues. If you have any further questions,
please feel free to contact TCEQ staff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,

/art,^- Y)r^ahru
Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

n Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceo.texas.eovlsoto/comments *

P.O.Boxgo87 . Austin,TexasTSTn-3o87, Stz-239-rooo . tceq.texas.gov

Howis our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printcd m rcyclcd prpcr



Deornette Monteleone

From: Deornette Monteleone
Sent Friday, March 5,20211:00 PM

To: ealexander@copper.net
Subject: Please See Response to Request for a Hearing
Attachments: Elizabeth Alexander_Hearing Request_FOP. O277l_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, Commis sioner

Bobby Janeck a, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executiue Director

Tnxas CounalssroN oN ENUnoNMENTAL Quelrrr
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preuenting Pollution

February 23,202L

Carrie Schweitzer
Ceschweitzer@sbcelobal.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 u/ritten 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 TCEQstaff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,

florr,r*, Y),.A)"^,

Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

n Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceo.texas.govlqoto/comments *

P.O. Box r3o87 . Austin, Texas 787rr-3o87 . Stz-zgg-rooo . tceq.texas.gov

Howis ourcustomerservice? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printcd @ Eyclcd popcr



' Deornette Monteteone

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Deornette Monteleone
Thursday, February 25,2021 1:32 PM

Ceschweitzer@sbca lobal.net
Hearing Request: FOP #02771

Ca rrie Sc hwe itze r_H ea ri n g Req u est_F OP. O27 7 1 _Res po nse. 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, Commis sioner

Bobby Janeck a, Commis sioner

Toby Baker, Executiue Director

TBxes CouurssroN oN EUvInoNMENTAL Queurr
Protecting Texasby Reducing and Preuenting Pollution

February 23,2021

Lisa Taylor
lisatmo@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 cornments 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 TCEQstaff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,

/oilt^t WM).,N
Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceo.texas.sovlqoto,/comments *

P.O.Boxr3o87 . Austin,TexasTSTrr-3o97 . Srz-zg9-1ooo . tceq.texas.gov

Howis ourcustomer service? tceq.texas.gov,/customersurvey
printcd on ryclcd pap€r



' Deornette Monteleone

From:
Sent:
lo:
Subject:
Attachments:

Deornette Monteleone
Thursday, February 25,2021 1:35 PM

lisatmp@swbell.net
Hearing Request: FOP #02771

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, Commis sioner

Bobby Janeck a, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executiue Director

TgxAs CouivtlssroN oN Er,runoNMENTAL Queurr
Protecting Texasby Reducing and Preuenting Pollution

February 23,2021

Joyce Hall
hallmi@sbcslobal.net

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

Thank you for your comments. A copy of your conrments 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,

/ur,*,YhN,,N
Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceo.texas.qov,/qoto/comments *

P.O. Box r3o87 . Austin, Texas 787rr-3o87 . 5tz-239-rooo . tceq.texas.gov

Howis our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printcd on ryclad plpcr



Deornette Monteleone

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Deornette Monteleone
Thursday, February 25,2021 1:37 PM

hallmj@sbcAlobal.net
Hearing Request: FOP #02771

Joyce Hall_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 Li ndley, Commissioner

Bobby Janeck a, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executiue Director

Tnxes CoutvtlssloN oN EtwtnouMENTAL Quer,lrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preuenting Pollution

February 23,2021

Norman Howden
rrsrandad@qmail.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 cornments 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 TCEQstaff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,

/or^. W,rN"a,
Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceo.texas.qovlgoto,/comments *

P.O.Boxr3o87 . Austin,To<as787tr-3o87 . grz-239-tooo . tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printql on Gyclcd p{ps



Deornette Monteleone

From:
Sent:
IO:

Subject:
Attachments:

Deornette Monteleone
Thursday, February 25,2021 1:39 PM

rrgrandad@gmail.com
Hearing Request: FOP #02771

Norman Howden_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, C ommissioner

Bobby Janeck a, Commis sioner

Toby Baker, Executiue Director

TsxAs ConaurssroN oN EUvTnoNMENTAL Queurv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preuenting Pollution

February 23,2021

Norma Nelson
norma@readers2leaders.orq

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 TCEQstaff at l-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,

/ail,^. Y),w"-
Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

* Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceq.texas.qov,/soto/comments *

P.O. Box r3o87 . Austin, Texas 787rr-3 o87 . 5rz-239-1ooo . tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov,/customersurvey
printd on eycled poper



Deornette Monteleone

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Deornette Monteleone
Thursday, February 25,2021 1:41 PM

norma@ readers2 leaders.o rg

Hearing Request: FOP #02771

Attachments: Norma Nelson-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



f,

Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executiue Director

TBxes CoruurssloN oN ETwTnoNMENTAL Queurr
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preuenting Pollution

February 23,2021

Evelyn Mayo
emavo@nqc.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 TCEQstaff at 1-800-687-4040.

Sincerely,

/ur,,^, W^o)*^,
Laurie Gharis
Chief Clerk

Air Permits Division
Environmental Law Division

o Comments can also be submitted online at www.tceo.texas.qovlqoto/comments *

P.O.Boxr3o87 . Austin,TexasT8Trr-3o87 . Srz-z19-rooo . tceq.texas.gov

Howisourcustomerservice? tceq.texas.gov,/customersurvey
printcd on @yclcd papcr
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' Deornette Monteleone

From:
Sent:
lo:
Subject:
Attachments:

Deornette Monteleone
Thursday, February 25,2021 1:43 PM

emayo@pqc.edu
Hearing Request: FOP #02771

Evelyn Mayo_Hea ri ng Request_FOP. 0277 1 _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

MC-105 Attn: Notice Team

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

Applicant Name : Buildino Materials lnvestment Corooration

Permit No.: 02771

Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

zo 2-l "

STATE OF TEXAS S ^
couNrY or pntr\as s

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name

that said newspaper is generally circulated
(The municipality or nearest municipality in which the s7te or proposed site is located)

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the following date(s): 
9lO)Zl

Subscribed and sworn to before me this tn" l? O"y ot ) rrnP-
to certify which witness my hand and seal of offir-/

ISeal]

Notary lD '131352846

for the-State of Texas

\r t5 - A\al
My Commission Expires

KIMBERLY S. HOLLEYHEAD

Notary Public, State oi
Comm. Expires 1 1-15-2021



TCEQ-Office cf the Chief Clerk

MC-105 Atur: Notice Team

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 7871-L-3087

STATE OF TEXAS g

COUNTY OF

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

Applicant Name:

Permit No.: 02771

Notice of Draft FederalOperating Permit

()
;f
r1l

C}r*
n-t
;U
clx
C)

T!

ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

(Tide ot Persan Repre*nting Nanspry)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in

who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says ffi tsfrgls (Nams.

Texas;

m" dZ$t* **" /rr*tn

)aths
(Tlrc municipality or county in which tfie srte or proposed site is located)

that the enclosed

Subscribed and svrorn to before me this the

to certify which wihess rny hand and seal of dfice.

ISeal]

2)d,
Represenfatir€s Sgnature) ./

*z_t/

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas

Print or Type Name of

on the follovving date(s):was published in said n

/<--z.bz-( /'*'
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BY JACOB UIAUGi{N

A Texas-linked wffi
of 'psychics'tooft

$90k off a jilted

boyfriend. He wants
it back, and more.

3
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SURGE0N GENERAL'S WARNING' Smoking

By Pregnant Women May Result in Fetal

lnjury, Premature Birth, And Low Binh Weight.
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Notice ond Comment Heoring
Droft Permit llo.:02771

Ihis is o notite for o notio ond commenl heodng on fedeml 0peruling Permil llumhr 02771. Dudng fie nolke ond

rommcnl hoodng infomol queslionr on lhe tederol 0peroling Permit will h onsuered ond formol tomments rill h
rereived. Ihe Tems (ommission on [nvironmenhl 0uol'rty (IGO) hos stheduled fie nolite ond rommoil heodng rcprd
ing this oppliofion ond dmft permit os follors:

Doto: July 29, 2021

Iirc:7:lXl p.n.

Appliotior ond Drafi Pcmh. 0uilding llohrioh lnveslmenl (orpomlion, 2600 Singlelon 8lvd, Dollos, Iexos 75212-

3738, on fuphoh Shingle ond fuoting llotcriok lhnuforruring fodlity, hos opplied to the IGO lor o Renswol ol foduol

0peroting Permit (herein refened lo os permitl llo. 02771, Applitolion llo. 30975 lo odhorize operotion of fie lhllos

Plont. Ihe oreo oddmssed by the opplkotion is locohd ot 2600 Singlolon Bhd in lhllot lhllos (ounly, Iexos 75212-

3738. Ith opplkotion wos received by the IGO on July 29, 2020.

Ihs IGO txeotive Direclor hos tompleted fie tuhnkol reyiew of the opplirotion ond prepored o droft permit. Ihe dmft

permit if opproved. will codily the conditionr under whirh the site must opemts. Ihe TGO Execulivs Diredor recornmends

issuonre of fie dmft permil. Ihe puryose of o fedeml operoling permil h to improve overoll complionre witf the rules

governing oh pollufion tonrol by deorly lhting oll opplkoble requiremenls, os deffned in litle 30 leros Adminisroivs

tode(30TA(l$122.10. Ihepermitwillnotoulhodrenewconslrudionornswemissions.

llotite ond (omnent Heoring. The heoring will be struclured for fie reteipl of orol or wrifien commenB by intere$ed

persons. Registrolion ond on inlormol discussion period with commission sloff members vill begin during the ftr$ 30

minutes. During the inlormol disrusion period, the publk h encouroged to osk queslions ond engoge in open discussion

wifi fie opplkonl ond the IGQ stoff oncerning this opplkotion ond drofl permit. hsues roked during lhk dkrusion
period will only be oddresed in the fomol response lo commenB if the issue is olso presented during lhe heodng. Alter

fie condusion of the informol discusion period, the TGO will rondud o notire ond comment heoring regording lhe

opplkotion ond droll permil. lndividuok moy presenl orol stolemenls when colled upon in order ol regislrolion. A five

minute lime limit moy be estoblkhed ot the heoring to ossure lhol enough fime is ollowed for every interested person lo

speolc Ihe purpose ol this heoring will be lo rereive formol public romment whirh the IGO will tonsider in determining

whefier lo revise ond/or issue the permit ond in determining fie oaurocy ond complelenes of fie permil. Any person

moy oflend this heoring ond submil writlen or orol commenls. The heoring will be conduded in oaordonte wilh lhe lexos

0eon Air Att $ 382.0551, os rodifted in the Texos Heolth ond Sofef ftde, ond 30 IA( 0 122.340.

trlembers of the public who would like to osk queslions or provide rommenls during the heoring moy oaess fie heoring

vio webrost by following thk link https://www.gotomeeling.cony'webinoloin-webinor ond enledng Webinor lD 192-

616-739. ltisrecommendedtfiotyouloinfiewebinorondregisterlorfieheoringolleostl5minulesbeforetheheoring
hgins. You vill h given the oplion to use your (ompuler oudio or lo use your phone for porlkipoling in the webinor.

Ihose withoul inlernet oaes moy coll (51 2) 239-1 201 ol leosl one day prior h $e heoring for ossistonce in oaessing lhe

heoring ond portiripoting telephonicolly. Members ol the publk who wkh lo only listen to fte heoring may roll, toll lree,

(415) 655{060 ond enler oaess rode 569-74+316.

hs permnos que deseen escurhor o portidpor en lo reunirin en espoiol pueden llomor ol 84{36&7161 e ingresor el

tddigo de otceo 904535#. Poro oblener mds informod6n o osistentio, romuniquese ron Joime fsrn6ndez ol (512)

139-2566.

Additionol informotion will h ovoiloble on fie ogenq rolendor of evenh ol the lollowing link hnps://wukeq.l6xos.

gov/ogenty/dethions/heoringsf olendor.html.

Penons with disobilifes who need speriol ocrommodolions ol the heoring should coll the 0flice of tho (hief 0e* ot 512-

239-3300 or l{00-RI[AY-TX (OD) ot leost five busines doys prior lo the heoring.

Any peron rnuy oko cubmil wriilen romnenlr More l[e hecdng lo the lexos Conmirsion or [nvirormor
tol Ouolily, ffice ol Giel (e*, t(-105, P. 0. Box 13087, Auslin, Iexos 78711.30E7, or ele<trodolly oil

wwrvl{.tcoq.teros.goy'epiy'e(ommen/. ltritten comments should indude (l } your nome, oddres, ond dopime

telephone number, ond (2) the drolt permil number found ot the top of this notice.

A notire ol proposed finol ooion thst indudes r rorponse lo connenls ond idedilirolion ol ony thonges lo
the droft pomit will bo nolled to eyeryone who rubmilled: wdllen romnents, ond/or heoring roquotli,
ottendod ilre hecdng, or requerted to bo on the moiling list lor t[is opplicotion. Ihis moiling will oho provide

inslructions for publir pelitions lo the U.S. Environmenlol Proledion Agency ([PA] lo reque$ thol the EPA obiert b fie
issuonce of the proposed permil. After receiving o pelition, the EPA moy only obied h fie ksuonre of o permil whith is

not in complionce with opplioble requiremenls or fte requiremenr of 30 TA( Oophr 122.

tolling Urt. ln oddilion to submiiling publk comments, o person moy osk lo be ploted on o moiling list for this opplko

tion by sending o requesl b ihe IffQ 0ffice of the 6ief 0erk ot the oddres obove. Those on the moiling list will lueive

ropies of future public notices lif ony| moiled by the Oiel flerk for this opplicotion.

lnlornolion. For odditionol informotion obod lhh permil opplirotion or fie permilling process, pleose rontod the Texos

(ommisrion on [nvironmentol 0uoliry Publk Edurolion Progrom, M(-108, P.0. Box 13087, Austin, Texos 78711-3087

or toll lree ol I {00{8740{0. Genorol informolion obod fie IGO con be found ol wwrv.tceq.lexos.gov. 5i deseo

inlomocirin en Espofrol, puede llomor ol l{0M874040.

[urther informotion moy oho be obtoined for Building llotedoh lnveslmenl (orporolion by rolling l(evin Bush, Envkon-

menlol lngineer ot (912l,812-2125.

llolice hsuono Dole: June 4, 2021
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BUCKSCTUBS.COI'I r --l

Real Men.
Real Community.

tt Video Chat

O Video

! Push Notifications

Y Search Fitters

... and more!
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120
Auto/Truck

CASH FoR CARSI We buy all
cars! Junk, high-end, totaled -
it doesn't matterl Cetfre
towing and sare day oshl
NEWER MODE|S tool Call
866-555-9689 {MN CAN)

502 Cdhutly E6li
sQS Aer0cds Sandcs
5lO 86Sarve€
5r5 Cdtpufd SErh6
5?O rgmd8l Scfll4m
525 teQd Satrdo$
5?? Pubilc lid6
5S lns.Smhs
536 ChlElCaE
537 doodurs
540 lflrdacsEmre

s30
uisc. Sorvices

DISH TV 564.99 For 190 Chan-
nels + 514.95 High SDeed hter.
net. Free hsbllation, Smart HD
DVR lncluded, Free Voie Re-
mote. Sorne rstrictjons apdy.
PrcmElnlIes7n1/21.
1-855-580-2501

520
Financial SerYlces

EARN YOUR HS DIPTOMA TODAY
For rnore lrfo call
I .800.470.4723 Or visit our
website:
www.dipbmaat ome.com

ARE YOU BEHIND S1OK OR
MORE ON YOUR TAXES? SIOD
wage & bank Ievies, liens &
audits, un6l€d bx returns,
Payroll i$us, & resotue tax
debt FASL call 855-955-0702
(Hours: Mon-Fri 7am-5pm PSI)
(MN CAN)

530
Misc. Services

4C LTE Hme lnternet Now
Available! Cet CotW5 with lioht-
ning fast speeds plus take iour
srvice with vou when you
tnwl! As low 6 S109.99/m!
1-888-51q-fi71 IAAN CANI

BECOME A PUBUSHED AUTHORI
We edit, print and dlstribute
your wofk internationally we
do the work... You reap the
Rewards! Call for a FREE
Author's Submission Kit:
844-511,1856. {AAN CAN)

Cable Prie lnfreas Again?
Switch To DIRECTV & Save + qet
a 5100 visa gift cardl Cet More
Channels For tess Money. Re-
strictions apolv. Call Now!
877-693-0625 (MN CAN)

103 Audfrlms/Show Biz
'l 05 Career/Ilalnlng/Sch@lg
110 Compule/Tech/Engineer
112 Cmstn ctiodlabot
1 20 Oliw.M)elirery/Courier
125 Dorestlc
127 Educatim
130 Eilenainment
140 FlnanclaYAc@untlng
'145 ManagemenuProfessional
1 50 Medi@YDontauHealti
155 Medical R6earch Studies
160 Office/Clerical
1 67 FesbuEnwHdelvclubs
17O &lall
172 Sales
'175 Tolenarkdno/Call Conter
177 Salons
1 80 Socurity/l3w Enforcoment
183 Trades
185 Mlscellaneous
190 Busine$ OpEE tunltles
193 Employment lnfomatlon
195 Posttlonwhnted
198 Non-P.ofirJobs
527 Notices

527
Public ]{otices

PUBUC ilOlrcE
Corredion and Publb Notice
of Ethnidw and Race klen$fi-
Gtion of hdian Ami6n &
white with the following
names llsted: Nimle Renise
Corbin, Torianna Renae Spell-
man. De6hay Elon Williams,
oelaun Ayanne Williams, Keyon
Armon Corbin,Billy Denell Da-
vis. Avrid Dawn Evans. Erica
Marie Evans, Shamy Yolands
Evans. Falareo lsaiah Robinsn.
AuBreyon Ve'o$ahne Dawn
woodley Aallshay Tahj Dawn
Woodley Ashalyn Dawn
Woodley Javay Dewayne
Woods. Elly D Davis.

527
PuDlic llotices

HughsNet Satellite lnEmet -
FimlM m hard dab limits! Ca,l
Today for speeds up to
25mbm as low as S59.99/m!
S75 Sift crd, terms aooly.
1-&t4-415-7147 (AAN CAN)

Never Pay For Covered Home
RepaiB Againl Complete Care
Home Warmnty CoVERE ALt
M'JOR 

'YSIEMS 

AND APPI"I.
ANCES, 30 DAY RIS( FREE.

s2m.m oFF + 2 FREE Monthsl
1 -An -67 3-051 1 I Houts Mon-
Thu. Sun: 9:30 afi to 8.m pm
Fri: 9:50 am to 2:00 pm {all
times Eastern){MN CAN)

SAVE UP TO 80% ON YOUR
MEDICAnoN. Bhuis, Xaretb.
Viagra, Cialis and mre. ti-
censed and Certifi€d. Lowst
Price Cuamnteed. Call
855-750-1512 and oet fre
shipping on your fifu trder
(op€n M-D (MN CAN)

Still paying too much for your
MEDICAIoN? Save up to 90%
on O( refillr order today and
receive free shippinq on 'lst
order - prffi iption required.
Call 1-855.750.161, {AAN cAN)

DONATE YOUR CAR TO KIM.
Your donation help6 fund the
search for missing children.
Ampting Truds, Motorcydes
& RVS , tool Fast Fre€ Pickup
- Running or Not - 24 Hour Re-
sponse - Maximum Tax Dona-
tion - Call8n.266-0681 (AAN

CAN)

110
Compute/tcch/Engimer

SR. EIIOR, FULT SIACX DVI..PR
sought by Harman Profs-
sional, lnc. in Richardson, TX.
Dmstc tM 5% for odtrl w/
Harman group6. Apply
jobpo6tingtoday om I 14401.

SOFNVANE DA'ELOPER
5 yrs. exp. eng. and run SAP in-
frasffucture, dvlp. unix scripts
for SAP PllPO. BS de. and
travel to unanticipatdd dEnt
lGtions thrdghout the U.S.
req d. EPSoft Ttrhnol@ies,
tLC. 2727 tBJ Fwy. Suite 930.
Farmffi Bmrch, TX752,4.

STP A'IATYST
Perform SAP confi guratjons,
manage all phases of the
project. MS @. & travei to
umnfidpated dimt locatiorE
throushout ttE U.S req'd.
Mail resume: Sitrefiis, |rc.;305
Cimaron llail, Ste. 1m, lMng,
tx 7s065.

JAVA DEVETOPER II
5 yE. exp. design, architect,
create solutions, deoloy dvlp
code. BS deg and travel to
unanthimted dient lctiore
ilo6s U.S. rcq'd. Mall Rerne
AppsTek, hc.. 5055 Ke[er
Springs Rd., Suite #150,
Addison. Tx 75001.

SR PftI]ICIPAT EilGIITEER.
SOTUNOil ANCfi|IECI
sirius n conrected vehicle
Seryi6 lnc. (lrving. TX) seks
Sr Principal Engrcr. Soluton
ffchitect to dsgn, dvlp, test,
& flal ntwrk layer cmDonents
of Sirius XM's ll soi'ns ind
but not ltd to l-AN. WAN,
lnternet & lntran6, & othr
data mmmnc'n engg chnnels
& systms. Anlvze biz reqs to
dvlp drnd ntwrk sol'ffi & ther
frmffirk & write funcd rees/
spffi dc. En$e E2E sol'ns
are pmrly dssnd & imDlmtd.
Dsgn dah @mmnc'ns systms.
Prfm ntwrk modhg. anlys &
plannq. OrD tchnlqv roadmos.
test plans, impimfn dans, &
prjct timelines. Anlyze, engnr.
& excute sftwre func ns. Mna€
tchnlgry vendE, & as€€6s
vendr dvlpmYtst sb-dtgies.
Detemre prdct dird'n. & stay
abreast of dvlpmts in tchnlqv
infretrctres & hN tfEy impct
& drye cmpeutors. Reqs Eadl
in Compsci or Comp Systms
Engg +7yrs sp in drd oos
or in comD ntwrk archtct Dos.
All reqd e)o musf!,e rndd
dsgng, dvlpg, testg, & maintng
tchnd ntwrk sl'ns & their
frmewrk w/ fmus on lrge-$le
lP-basd ntwrks: wrknq on
U"difl on-prem & hybrd GWs)
doud dvlpmt on hosted &
pubtc slstsns: & srunq 6 tdrnd
lead & advisor, dfinins ntwk
stndrds & mthdlgE to engg
teams flr dvlpmt d innovwe
& imprud tiz perfmnc€ sl ns.
incl inffirctre dsqn for kqe-
sde distrbtd s'ystms. Must be
certfd as AWS Solut'ns Archffi.
[,lemki Nttkrk Oprator, mL v3
Foundafns, & Cisco tlhfrt
Associate. Apply online at ffi.
siriusm.om/6ffi.

COMIC BOOKS }VANTED!!!
Comic Books, Baseball Gards, Sports
Memorabilia & Much Mor:e! llop $$$ paid!
Call Bill at 972-539-9190

APNrcANOil DEYELOPTEI'T
E SUPPOf,T ErclxEER I
(Rtctilmoot,m
Condu€nt Business Seruic
seeks: Applicatim Dsrelooment
& tupport Engineer ll. Req.
Bachelors in Electronic Enqr,
EE, CS, or lT & 5 ys of exp with
COBOL programing, testinq
and implenEntation. M6t be
willing b wo* anyu,here in
the U.s. Mail rere with Ref
*J1478945 to [reSEn Vsffi
at 1702 N Collins Blvd, Ste 260,
Richardson, TX 75080. EoE.

SOFTWANE DEVELOPER
Analyze business rcquirernenB.
prot ide public softMre
system. trite unit Ests, build
and dephy front-end @de us-
ins Culp and Webpack. MS des
req'd. Mailr6ume: lnsubuy
hc.,4200 Maplshade tn.. Suite
2m, Pbno, Texas 75093.

ptoot cT A,lttYsr
Safu Dept. Drire rew product
devdopmnt. Amffze data
gEttEred and der/elop slu.
tions or atternatire rnethods of
Oroce€ding. Bachebfs degree
in Busins AdministEdon/
ManagerEnt or Engineering
and one year experiere
working in a manaqerent
oosition in a companv that
ronufucturE or ells @m-
mcial sfes Mail your resure
to HR. Rolland Safe & Let Co.
3140 Towwood Drive, Dall6,
lX752U.

PROUrISOFTW nE
EIIGITEER III
WolErs Kuwer United SBtes.
|rc. sks hoduct Softv{are
Enqiffi lll in Coppefl, TX
to imdffint doud-basd
s\6tm, RESfful APls. usr
interfae mmponents and web
pass. Apply at
MjobDctinstodav.@m
Ref 1865{15

110
FnanciaUAccounling

HilAI{CN |.ADV'|SOR
Palmtr & Associates seeks
Flnancial klvisor Send resurne
to 5610 Shire Bhd., *212,
Richardson. TX 7562. No
ptxcne calls.

STAFFAoo(ruf,nffi
EntercofiE, lnc. seeE a 'Sff
Accountart.' Emdoyer is a
digital technology and serMce
mmpany. HeadquarteG: lMng,
Texas. Sff Accountant rrorks
from the company headquar-
tffi. BS in acountjng. Send
resurne via email to emilia.
cummings@
entermms.mm with 'Sff
Acmuntant' in th€ subiect
line. E.o.E.

145
l{ana gemenvProlessional

oPR nofisREsEtlcl{
fAf,AGER
MYie, m. Pro\ride arEtysis
& ass€ssment cf inteqEted
data: support a b(oad mnqe of
amlvsis functions to identifv
capabilitis gaps & immisten-
cj6 & provide recomrnenda-
tidts & solutions: brmulate &
apply mathemdical modellng
methodsj analvze info
obtained from invofued Dar-
des. customers. & (htabases
to coneptulize & define
op€Etional prob{erns; evalGte
the osts & berEftts of alttrm-
tiw solutims s approachB;
deliw €ffectiw orentations
cf findings & recommenda-
tions & seate visual disolavs d
quantitative irfo. l,lastefs deg.
in opemtions Researci. any
Enqq. or l,lath + 24 mths F,/T
up in theFb, or as slruduEl
dsqnr req d: M-F. 40 hrs/wk:
Send resumes (by mail only) to
Mustafa Cirit, Origin Homes,
hc..'r14 Regency Dr., Wle,
TX 75098.

allas0bserver
IIXIGER. PROI'T'ST
t,tFEcYctE xAttcErExT
Peloton lnteractive, lrr. in
Plano, Tx collab w ooeratiorE.
eng & product der/ tearm to
analyze product liho/de mgmt
(PLiA paocess rqrmnE to
impro/e darof *tM
systerm. itay teleommute
ftom anv lmtion within tlE
U.S. Rsure to christina.elliso
mpeloton.mm.
Job code 49134.0@74

IELFmf,UiltClItOilS
AI rYSISEltpf,
Uob Code: Ell095) sorl(lht
by Experian lrformation Solu-
tiorE, hc. in Allen, TX. O/ers€e
clrferenong sdEduling and
cdl manasemert servhe 5 yR
exp. Apply by email at
recruitmentOexperian.mm
(Reference Job Code)

PEII ESIAIE SR AXi{'C
l-abtra Croup, |rc. seeks Real
EsBte Sr Assoc. in Dallas. Ttrrs
to assist w/ daily @erdtjons of
con$rn projects & mgmt of
existinq real estate oorftlio
in acmrdance w/ polices,
soah, & obiectives. Req'mnE:
Ir6tefs or foreiSn equiv in
Btls. Admin. Econ.. Finance.
tr rel. field & 1 vr of erc in
iob crffered u ri:I. muixtion,
managing propertjs; utlizing
sftw incl Propertware &
lGtsuite Softw Systs; udlizing
MkIosft Proj$t & Exelto
dvlp prciect sctEdulg & ron-
agE prciet budg€t; adising in
@rnm'l & rsidentjal prop€rty
inve$menE; lhising w/ dEnE
ind meetinq w/ teian6 to
guide terEnB thru lease,
tenant co{$rn imDro\anEnt.
& property mgmt procses.
Submit Hure to tulark Leden-
baci, l-abora Crrup, lrc., rm
S. Rffid St. Ste 16m. 0all6.
TX 75202 & indicatejob code
DY05,112021DO.

t50
tedicaUllefibUlloaltt

ASSOCTAIE VErRtlAnUf,S
A Caring Doctor fio6). PC
{dba Banfield Pet t-tosdtal) is
hiring AssociaE \rebrinariam
in the Dallas-Ftrt Woth-
Mington, Texas me0o area.
DUnES: Diagnose, feat and
corfiol dlseases and iniuries
in pets; perfom surgefy on
peE; presoibe and administer
drugs and yaccins. Lsd wt-
simry hospibl team though
daily s.fEdule / caeload and
delegaE tasks. DeliEr highest
qualtY veterinary care and
qefijonal dient expedence.
MlN. RQMTS: Client needs &
wofk vdure may require 40+
hrs./week to complete 6-
sential dutbs. RequiH wortinq
wetenG & mnings. TRAVEL
i,lav be asked to cover shiftsr rEeded for Asiate vet-
erinarians on PTo at Barfield
hospitals owned and operated
by A Caring Doctor fiexas),
PC. (dba Banfield Pet HosDrtaD
located within same lrsA/ars
of intended emdoymert; cldt
coveraqe inrclvs l@l U-dvel
within li,lsA Annul domestic
trml for vendor vi(ts and s-
sociate education also required.
DVM (s foreign equivalenu &
Tx vetednary license. oualified
applicanB interes6 in EE
position can apply at http6://
banfield.
talm.neycareersedion /g/iob-
detail.fd ? lansE*n&joE
m1mlaP orbyeroilto
Bethany.Seegert
obarfield.mm.
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AT'VEEnS]IG OOW WPIIER
Ff: wriE deat persuasive &
dginalmpv to Dromote the
sales & marketing of pmducts.
BA in Critical t-angwss,
English, Comm or related. Re-
sume: Airland hc @ 3310 (ellef
Springs Rd t120. Carollton,
TX 75006
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IJiH,TY AO
12700ParkCentralDr,Ste2100,Dallas,TX7525l I P800.229.6655 I P972.661.8100 I F972.385.9203 / trinityconsultants.com

July 7,202L

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105
Attn: Notice Team
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 787 LL-3087

RE: Public Notice and Comment Hearing Requirements - Proof of Pubtiation and Affidavit frlms
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-277L 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, 202L, GAF has completed the
following:

. Published a formal public notice in the following newspapers circulated in Dallas, Dallas County:
o The Dallas Obseruer (English) on June 17, 202L
o La Prensa de la Comunidad (Spanish) on June 22, 2021

. A copy of the complete Tltle V renewal application, including subsequent revisions, statement of
basis, and the draft permit are available online at www.Publicnotice.liveflCEQ-PN.pdf, for public
viewing and copying, beginning January 2L,202L

. Signs posted at the Dallas Plant on January 2l,20Zl 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:

7t
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HEADQUARTERS
12700 Park Central Dr, Ste 2100, Dallas, Tx 75251 I P 800.229.6655 I P 972.661.8100 I F 972.385.9203



fa
TCEQ - Page2
July 7,202L

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Air Section Manager Office of Air
Dallas/Foft Worth Regional Office Air Permits Division, MC-163
2309 Gravel Drive Mr. Alfredo Mendoza
Fort Wofth, Texas 76118-6951 Building G 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

lcite.t6* (*fir
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 02771. 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:
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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) S 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. lssues 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. lndividuals 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 g 382.0561, as codified inthe Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC S 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.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-
webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-616-739. lt 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, tollfree, (415)655-0060 and enter access code 569-744-316.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reunion en espafiol pueden llamar a|844-368-7161
e ingresar el codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mds informaci6n o asistencia, comunlquese con
Jaime Fernindez al (512) 239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:

https ://www.tceq.texas.q ov/aqencv/dec isions/hearinqs/calendar.htm l.



I
Persons with disabilities who need special accommodations at the hearing should call the Office of the
Chief Clerk at512-239-3300 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 Glerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087,
or electronically at wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/ecommenU. 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. ln 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.

lnformation. 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. Si desea informacion en Espafrol, puede llamar al
1 -800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin
Bush, Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021



THE HONORABLE BOB HALL
TEMS SENATE
DISTRICT ROOM E1.610
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Bob.hall@senate.texas. gov

THE HONORABLE ANGELA PMTON
TEXAS SENATE
DISTRICT ROOM GE.s
TEMS STATE CAPITOL
angela.paxton@senate.texas. gov

THE HONORABLE RHETTA BOWERS
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM GN.1O
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
rhetta.bowers@house.texas.gov

THEHONORABLE YVONNE DAVIS
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 4N.9
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Yvonne.davis@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE MORGAN MEYER
TEMS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DtsrRrcr 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

THE HONORABLE KELLY HANCOCK
TEXAS SENATE
DISTRICT ROOM 4E.2
TEMS 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
TEMS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E1.414
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
teny.meza@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE TONI ROSE
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DrsTRrcT ROOM E2.310
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Toni.rose@house.texas. gov;
Daniel.clayton@house.texas.gov;
Districtl 1 0.rose@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE NATHAN JOHNSON
TEXAS SENATE
DISTRICT ROOM 3S.3
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
nathan.iohnson@senate.texas. gov

THE HONORABLE RAFAEL ANCHIA
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 1N.9
TEMS STATE CAPITOL
Rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE JASMINE FELICIA
CROCKETT
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 1N.12
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
jasm ine.crockett@house.texas. gov;

THE HONORABLE JULIE JOHNSON
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E2.508
TEMS STATE CAPITOL
julie.johnson@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE VICTORIA NEAVE
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E1.216
TEMS STATE CAPITOL
Victoria.neave@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE CARL SHERMAN
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM GW.11
TEMS STATE CAPITOL
carl.sherman@house.texas.gov
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CITY OF DALLAS
DALLAS ENVIRN & HLTH SVC
15OO MARILLA ST STE 7AN
DALLAS TX 75201-6318

CANADIAN RIVER MUNICIPAL WATER
PO BOX I
SANFORD TX 79078-0009

SECRETARY
GREATER DALLAS CHAMBER OF COMM
STE 2600

5OO N AKARD ST
DALLAS TX75201-3302

PUBLIC HEALTH REGION 2/3
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF STATE HEAL
1301 S BO\A/EN RD STE 2OO

ARL| NGTON TX 7 60 13-2262

GLENN C CLINGENPEEL
TRINITY RIVER AUTHORITY OF TEX
5300 s coLLtNs sr
ARLINGTON TX 76018.1710

ZACHARY S THOMPSON
DALLAS CO HEALTH & HUMAN SERVI
2377 N STEMMONS FWY
DALLAS rX75207-2710

THE HONOMBLE JASMINE CROCKETT STI
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES DIS'
PO BOX 2910
AUSTTN TX 78768-2910

STEPHANIE CHAMPION
LEGAL AID OF NORTHWEST TEMS
sTE t420
4OO S ZANG BLVD
DALLAS TX 75208-6600

GLENN G DRAPER PE
DRAPER ENGINEERING
3658 ASBURY ST
DALLAS TX 75205-1849

CITY OF DALLAS
MAYOR
15OO MARILLAST
DALLAS TX 75201-6318

DALLAS COUNTY HEALTH & HUMAN S
2377 N STEMMONS F\AI/
DALLAS TX75207-2710

NORTH CENTRAL TEXAS COUNCIL OF
DEPT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
PO BOX 5888
ARLINGTON TX 76005-5888

USARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS REG
CESWS-PER-R
PO BOX 17300
FORT WORTH TX 76102-0300

MR BRENTON DUNN REG MANAGER
TARRANT REGIONAL WATER DISTRIC
8OO E NORTHSIDE DR
FORT WORTH TX 76102-1016

U)tt,t tilJ
JENNIFER BOVEE
1305 WTUCKER BLVD
ARLINGTON TX 7601 3-5030

JAZMINE COLEMAN
RJN GROUP
STE 710
14755 PRESTON RD
DALLAS TX 75254-6815

MARIE EARLEY CITYATTY
DALLAS OBSERVER
2501 OAK LA!\N AVE STE 355
DALLAS TX 75219-4019

DALLAS COUNTY JUDGE
COUNTY COURTHOUSE
411 ELM ST
DALLAS TX 75202-3301

NORTH TEXAS MUNICIPALWATER DI
PO BOX 2408
\ rYLtE TX 75098-2408

FIELD SUPERVISOR
US FISH & WLDLIFE SERVICE
STE 140

2OO5 NE GREEN OAKS BLVD
ARLTNGTON TX 76006-2601

ALFONSO MORUA
DALLAS WATER UTILITIES
2900 \ /t-ilTE ROCK RD
DALLAS TX75214-3800

R WCARTER
RICHARD W CARTER ASSOCIATES
PO BOX 903
MTNEOLATX 75773-0903

CONCERNED CITIZEN
DALLAS WATER UTILITIES
15OO MARILLA ST STE 4AS
DALLAS TX 75201-6318

\A/ES KUCERA WASTEWATER DIRECTOR

RO!\trETT CREEK WATER REC
25OO E CENTERVILLE RD

GARLANO TX 75040-6811

v-j-lo0

tPIPB<i

Ov loul 21



EVELYN MAYO & JIM SCHERMBECK
1808 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
DALLAS TX75226-2202

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1406
.I4OO HI LINE DR
DALLAS TX75207-3435

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1721
1919 JACKSON ST
DALLAS TX 75201-4931

NORMAN D RADFORD
PO BOX 7650
DALLAS TX 75209-0650

CARRIE E SCH\AEITZER
5639 E SIDE AVE
DALLAS TX75214-4818

ESTHER VILLARREAL
1907 MCBROOM ST
DALLAS TX75212-2522

G\A/ENDOLYN HILL WEBB

4TH FL
9OO BAGBY ST
HOUSTON TX77002-2527

MATTHEWMILLER
LEGAL AIO OF NORTH\A,EST TEXAS
4OO 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

KYTINNASOTO O\^/NER
LA PRENSA COMUNIDAD
PO BOX 732
TOLAR TX 76476-0732

MS SARAH K WALLS
CANTEY HANGER LLP
sTE 300
600 W 6TH ST
FORT WORTH TX 76102-3684

TERRY L VVTIITE

505 RIGGS CIR
MESQUITE TX 75149-5844

ABEL MULUGHETA
1139 HIDDEN RIDGE DR

MESOUTTE TX 751814260

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1106

1 630 E 6TH ST
AUSTTN TX 78702-3390

ROSANA NAREZ
PO BOX 93331
SOUTHLAKE TX 76092.0113

EVELYN MAYO & JIM SCHERMBECK
1808 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
oALLAS TX75226-2202

PAUL D TAYLOR PASTOR
PLEASANT VALLEY BAPTIST CHURCH
PO BOX 850062
MESQUTTE TX 75185-0062

G\A/ENDOLYN HILL WEBB
PO BOX 368
HOUSTON TX 77001-0368

SHANDRANET STARR WLLIAMS
4833 CLAMDIGGER WAY

GARLAND TX 75043-6475
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Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janeck a, Comm iss ione r
Toby Baker, Executive Director

Date:
Time:

July 29,2021
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

tormat 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) 5122.340 (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;
' lnstructions for Hearing Notice; and

Affidavit of Pu blication.

Please note that it is very important that you follow all directions in the enclosed instructions. lf 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. lf 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 I3087 Austin, Texas 78711-3087 512-239 1000 tceq.texas.gov
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Trxas Con,tutssloN oN ENvtnoUMENTAL Quarrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

MR WAYNE SCOTT
PLANT MANAGER
BU ILDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTMENT CORPORATION
2600 SINGLETON BLVD
DALLAS TX 75212-3738

Re: Notice and Comment Hearing Public Notice Authorization Package
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

June 4,2021

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 (TCEO). The TCEQ has scheduled a

notice and comment hearing as follows:

Howis our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
paintcd on recycled Papcr



Mr. Wayne Scott
Page 2
June 4,2021

1) Publish information required by 30 TAC $ 122.340(eX1) - (3) in one issue of a newspaper of
generalcirculation in the municipality in which the site or proposed site is located, orthe
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. lf the notice and comment hearing public notice
cannot be published by June 27,2021, please immediately call Mr. Johnny Bowers aI(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
lnstructions for notice and comment hearing.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. lf you have any questions, please telephone
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,

A^ Lc"a^^
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 lnvestment 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
lnstructions for Hearing Notice
Affidavit of Publication
Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form

Project Number: 30975



bcc: 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 C.2771. 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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) S 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. lssues 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. lndividuals 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 $ 382.056'1, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC 5 122.340.

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.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-
616-739. lt 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 espafrol pueden llamar a|844-368-7 '161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener m6s informacion o asistencia, comunlquese con Jaime FernSndez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https ://www.tceq.texas.qov/aqencv/decisions/heari ngs/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 Gommission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Glerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eCommenU. 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. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas

Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, 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. Si desea
informaci6n en Espafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,

Environ mental E ng ineer al (97 2) 87 2-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021



Texns GoUUIISSIoN oru ETvIRoNMENTAL Queury

lnstructions 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 allof 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 (TCEO).

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 Noflce 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. lt 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 {0
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-
CROl (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
EnvironmentalQuality 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 787 11-3087

. 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 S 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 lnformation

When contacting the commission regarding this application, please refer to the permit number at the top
of the Notice of Notice and Comment Hearing.

lf 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

MC-105 Attn: Notice Team

P.O. Box'13087

Austin, Texas 7 87 11-3087

Applicant Name: Buildinq Materials lnvestment Corporation

Permit No.: 02771

Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

of the

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

STATE OF TEXAS S

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
(Name of the Newspape)

Texas;

s

(Title of Person Representing Newspaper)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in,

(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

to ce(ify which witness my hand and seal of office.

ISeal]

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas

day of

Print or Type Name of Notary Public

TCEQ - 20479(APDG 5946v8, Revised 9/18)

My Commission Expires

20-



TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk

MC-105 Attn: Notice Team

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 787 11-3087

srATE OF TEXAS S

COUNTY OF

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

Applicant Name: Buildinq Materials lnvestment Corporation

Permit No.: O277'l

Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

s

who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name
of Person Representing Newspape)

the
(Title of Person Representing Newspaper)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in

of the
(Name of the Newspaper)

, Texas;
(The municipality or county in which the site or proposed slfe ls 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

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas

lSeall

Print or Type Name of Notary Public

TCEQ - 20480(APDG 5947v8, Revised 9/18)

My Commission Expires
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TCEQ

COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Federal Operating Permit (Title V)

Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form

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, referto the instructions in the
public notice package.

FEoeRat OpeRarrnc PeRrurr (rrrle v) Norrce Aruo Corunaerut HenRrnc VEntrtclrtoru

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

Evrsnruo

I 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.

E YES E lrto

I 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
throughout the duration of the public comment period.

E YES E r,ro

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 6043v,1



Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Co mtniss ione r
Toby Baker, Executive Director

Tnxas CouvussloN oN ENvnoNMENTAL Quarrrv
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 lnvestment 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 (TCEO) 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. lf you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,
\^
\0,r,."- L CA..,-,/\/\\_-/

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment 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. llox 13087 Austin, Texas 78711-3087 512-239-1000 tceq.texas.gov

Howisourcustomerservice? tceq.texas.gov/customersulvey
printcd on rccycled papcr



bcc: Mr. David Greer, ,r.#uor.ation Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy

Ji



Texas Federal Operating Permit Program

Public Participation

FAOT SHEET

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

siie, Jubject 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 (TCEO) permitting activities. For certain

permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation ln 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 faciiity to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review

Preconstruction Authorization process. )

Public Gomment

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

extendld 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 oniy 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. lf such a request is

granted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and

iormal 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 heaiing 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. lf 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.

lf 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 7 527 0-2102

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 787 I 1-3087



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 notice and
comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formalcomments will be

received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
3738, an Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing facility, has applied to the TCEQ for a Renewalof 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) S 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 tn open discussion
with the applicant and the TCEQ staff concerning this application and draft permit. lssues 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. lndividuals 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 S 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:I/www.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-
616-739. lt 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 reuni6n en espafiol pueden llamar a|844-368-7161 e ingresar el

codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mds informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fern6ndez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:

https ://www.tceq.texas.q ov/aqen cv/d ecisions/hea ri nqs/calendar. htm l.

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



wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eCommenU. 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 fina! 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. ln 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.

lnformation. 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. Si desea
informacion en Espaffol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021



Jon Nierrnann, C hairman

Emily Lindley, C ommis s io ner

Bobby Janeck a, Commissione r
Toby Baker, Executive Director

Trxas CouutssloN oN ENvInoNMENTAL Quartrv
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 lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251 487

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 (TCEO) 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. lf you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,

A^ LCL^^-
Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment 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, Tcxas 78711-3087 512-239-1000 tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printcd on rccycled papcr



bcc: Mr. David Greer, ,r#adr"ation Program, MC-108, Austin O
File Copy



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 (TCEO) 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
controltechnology, 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 Gomment

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. lf 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
theapplicantand TCEQ staff during the informal period. Therewill be noopen discussionsduring 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.

I I ft
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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. lf 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.

lf 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
1201Elm St., Suite 500
Dallas, Texas 7 527 0-2102

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 787 11-3087



Notice and Gomment Hearing

Draft Permit No.. 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number 02771. 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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) S 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. lssues 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. lndividuals 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 g 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC S 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.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-

616-739. lt 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 personasquedeseen escucharo participaren la reunion en espafrolpueden llamar a|844-368-7161 e ingresarel
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/aqencv/decisions/hearinqs/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



wwwl4.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eGommenU. 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. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, 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. Si desea
informacion en Espafrol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021
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Jon Niermann, Chairman

hnily Lindlcy, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Comm issio ne r
Toby Baker, Executive Director

Tsxas Covm,tIssloN oN EUvInoNMENTAL Quartrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

MS EVELYN MAYO
18OB S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
DALLAS, TX,75226 -2202

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

June 4,2021

Dear Ms. Mayo:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site

operating permit. A d-ecision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during

the 30-diy public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you

before the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO) 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. lf you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,
\
\orr"* L Cl,^^

,/\l)
Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment 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

Howisourcustomerservice? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
Printcd oo rccyclcd Papcr



bcc: Mr. David Greer, ,r; Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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Texas Federal Operating Permit Program

Public Participation

FAOT SHEET

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 (TCEO) 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 Gomment 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. lf 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. lf 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.

lf 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 7 527 0-2102

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 (MailCode 163)
P. O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 787 11-3087



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 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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) S 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. lssues 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. lndividuals 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 S 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.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-
616-739. lt 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 reuni6n en espaffol pueden llamar al844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mds informacion o asistencia, comunlquese 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.q ov/aqencv/dec isions/h ea ri nqs/calendar. htm l.

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



wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eCommenU. 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. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, 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. Si desea
informacion en Espafrol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021



Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, Comntissioner

Bobby Janecka, C onlntissio ne r
Toby Baker, Executive Director

Trxas CovnrrssroN oN ENvTnoNMENTAL Quarrrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventitlg Pollution

June 4,2021
MR NORMAN HOWDEN

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment 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 (TCEO) 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. lf you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512)239-1335.

Sincerely,
\
\0,r"* L Clr.s-,/\/t(-/

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of EnvironmentalQuality, 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 I3087 Anstin, Texas 78711-3087 512-239-1000 tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printcd on rccyclcd paper
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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 (TCEO) 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. lf 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.

----I
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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. lf 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.

lf 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 7 527 0-2102

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 (MailCode 163)
P. O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 787 11-3087



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 notice and

comment hearing informal questions on the Federal Operating Permit will be answered and formalcomments will be

received. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing

regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-
g7iA, 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) S 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. lssues 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. lndividuals 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 S 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC g 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.gotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-

616-739. lt 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 reuni6n en espafiol pueden llamar a|844-368-7161 e ingresar el

codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener m6s informaci6n o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fern6ndez al (512)

239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:

https://www.tceq.texas.qov/aqencv/decisions/hearinqs/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



wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eGommenU. 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 Chapler 122.

Mailing List. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, 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 Espafrol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Envi ronmental Eng ineer al (97 2) 87 2-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021

I
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Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janeck a, Commissione r
Toby Baker, Executive Director

TEXAS COVTIT,TTSSION ON ENVMONMENTAL QUATTTY
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 lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251 487

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 (TCEO) 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. lf you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,
\
\0,t"* L CI.^.^,/\

(_)
Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment 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 7871 1-3087 512-239-1000 tceq.texas.gov

Howis ourcustomerservice? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
Printcd on rccYclcd PaPer



bcc: Mr. David Greer, ,r; Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy

.t. a
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Public Participation

FAOT SF|EET

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

siie, iubject 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 (TCEa) permitting activities. For certain

permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation ln 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 faciiity to increase emissions. These issues are covered in the New Source Review

Preconstruction Authorization process.)

Public Gomment

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. lf such a request is

grinted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and

iormal 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 heaiing 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.

D
-



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. lf 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.

lf 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 7 527 0-2102

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 787 11-3087



Notice and Comment Hearing

Draft Permit No.: 02771

This is a notice for a notice and comment hearing on Federal Operating Permit Number C2771. 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time.

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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)S 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. lssues raised during this discussion
periodwitlonlybeaddressedintheformal responsetocommentsiftheissueisalsopresentedduringthehearing. After
the conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the
application and draft permit. lndividuals 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 $ 382.056'1, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC 5 122.340.

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.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-
616-739. lt 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 espaftol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mAs informacion o asistencia, comunlquese con Jaime Fern6ndez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https ://www.tceq.texas.qov/aoencv/decisions/hearinqs/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



www{4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eCommenU. 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 Chapler 122.

Mailing List. ln 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.

lnformation. 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. Si desea
informacion en Espafrol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer al (972) 872-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021
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Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janeck a, Com missio ner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

Tsxas CouirlrssloN oN ENvnoNMENTAL QuRrruv
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 lnvestment 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 3o-dly public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you

before the iexas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO) 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 "Texis 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. lf you have questions, please contact

Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,
\
\0a"* L Cj,.,-.,, \,/\(-J

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, Dallas

Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of EnvironmentalQuality, 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

Howis our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
prinred on recyclcd Papcr



bcc: Mr. David Greer, ,r; 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 (TCEO) 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

controltechnology, 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. lf 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. lf 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.

lf 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 7 527 0-2102

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 787 1 1-3087



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 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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) S 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. lssues raised during this discussion
period wil! 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. lndividuals 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 S 122.340.

Members of the public who would like to ask questions or provide comments during the hearing may access the hearing
via webcast bv following this link: https://www.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-
616-739. lt 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 espaftol pueden llamar al844-368-7161 e ingresar el

codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener m6s informaci6n o asistencia, comunlquese con Jaime Fern6ndez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:

https ://www.tceq.texas.q ov/aqencv/dec isions/h eari nqs/ca lenda r. htm l.

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 Gommission on Environmental
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-l05, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 7871'l-3087, or electronically at



wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eCommenU. 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. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, 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 lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021



Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, C on'tmis s io ner

Bobby Janeck a, Cotnmissio ne r

Toby Baker, Executive Director

Tnxas CouiuIssloN oN ENvInoNMENTAL Quar-nv
Protecting'Iexas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

MS EVELYN MAYO
1BO8 S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
DALLAS TX 75226-2202

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

June 4,2021

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 (TCEO) 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. lf you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,
\
\orr,.. L C},^.^,/\

()
Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment 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
printcd on rccyclcd Paper



o
bcc. Mr. David Greer, Public Education Program, MC-108, Austin

File Copy
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Public Participation

FAOT SHEET

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

siie, suO1ect 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 (TCEO) permitting activities. For certain
permit actions, the FOP Program provides three opportunities for public participation tn 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 tne taCiiity 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

extendld 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 oniy 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. lf such a request is

grinted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion pertod and

iormal 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 heaiing 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. lf 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.

lf 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 7 527 0-2102

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 787 1 1-3087



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 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date.
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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) S 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. lssues 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. lndividuals 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 S 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.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-
616-739. lt is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 1 5 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 espaffol pueden llamar al844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener m6s informacion o asistencia, comunlquese 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/aqencv/decisions/hearinqs/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



wwwl4.tceq.texas.gov/epic/eGommenU. 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. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, 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
informaci6n en Espafrol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021



Jon Nicrmann, Chairntan

Emily I-indley, C ont ntis sio ner

Bobb) Janccka, Comntissioner

Toby llakcr, Fxecutive Director

Trxas CovtuIssloN oN EUvnoNMENTAL Quaurv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

MR JIM SCHERMBECK
.1BOB S GOOD LATIMER EXPY
DALLAS TX 75226-2202

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: C2771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

June 4,2021

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 (TCEO) 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. lf you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,
\

\orr"r L C},^.^^_
,/\(-J

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment 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. liox 13087 Austin, Texas 78711-3087 512-239-1000 tceq.tcxas'gov

Howisourcustomer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printcd on rccyclcd papea



bcc: Mr. David Greer, ,rt=or"ation Program, MC-108, Austin O
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Texas Federal Operating Permit Program

Public Participation

FAOT SHEET

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 tmplemented 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 (TCEO) 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. lf 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. lf 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.

lf 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 7 527 0-2102

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 (MailCode 163)
P. O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 7 87 11 -3087



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 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing

regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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) 5 122.10. 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. lssues raised during this discussion
period wilt 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. lndividuals 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 5 122.340.

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.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-

616-739. lt 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 reuni6n en espafiol pueden llamar al844-368-7161 e ingresar el

codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mds informaci6n o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fern6ndez al (512)

239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:

https ://www.tceq.texas.qov/aqencv/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



wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eCommenU. 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 Chapler 122.

Mailing List. ln 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.

lnformation. 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
informaci6n en Espafiol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021



Jon Niermann, C hairntan

Emily Lindlcy, C omntis sioner

Bobby Janecka, C onurfissio ne r
Toby Baker, Executive Director

Tgxas Coutr,ttssloN oN ENvtnoNMENTAL Quartrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

MS CARRIE E SCHWEITZER
5639 E SIDE AVE
DALLAS TX 75214-4818

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

June 4,2021

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 (TCEO) executive director takes final action to

issue or deny the federaloperating 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. lf you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,
\
\0,t". L C.A^^

,/\(-)
Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment 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
printcd on recycled Papcr
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bcc: Mr. David Greer, Public Education Program, MC-108, Austin
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Texas Federal Operating Permit Program

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 pr6gram. tlre purpose of the program is to improve compliance and enforcement by issuing to each

siie, Jubject 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 (TCEO) 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. lf such a request is

grinted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and

iormal 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. lf 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.

lf the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEe,
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
1201Elm St., Suite 500
Dallas, Texas 7 5270-2102

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 (MailCode 163)
P. O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 787 11-3087



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 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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) 5122.10. 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. lssues 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. lndividuals 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 I 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.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-
616-739. lt 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 Ia reuni6n en espaflol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
c6digo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mds informaci6n 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/aqencv/decisions/hearinqs/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



wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eCommenU. 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 permitwill 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 [etitions 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 Chapler 122.

Mailing List. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, 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. Si desea

informacion en Espafrol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,

Environmental Engineer at (972) 872-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021
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Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, C ommissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

Trxas CovnttssloN oN ENvIRoNMENTAL Quarruv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

MS STEPHANIE CHAMPION
4OO S ZANG BLVD
DALLAS TX 75208-6600

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

June 4,2021

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 (TCEO) 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. lf you have questions, please contact
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,

A^ Lc^e^^
Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment 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 7871 1-3087 512-239-1000 tceq.texas.gov

Howis our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on rccycled Papcr
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bcc: Mr. David Greer, ,utuor"ation Program, MC-108, Austin

File Copy



----
I
I!I
J
'!

Texas Federal Operating Permit Program

Public Participation

FAOT SHEET

Federal Operating Permit Program

The Federal Clean Air Act includes conditions for states to implement a Federal Operating Permit (FOP)

Program. Using federalguidelines, 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

siie, sunlect 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 (TCEO) 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 faciiity 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

extendld 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 oniy 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. lf such a request is

grinted, the Notice and Comment Hearing process may consist of an informal discussion period and

iormal 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 heaiing 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. lf 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.

lf the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEe,
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 7 527 0-2102

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 787 1 1-3087



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 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing

regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time:

July 29,2021
7.00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, Texas 75212-

a7i6, 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

Administritive Code (30 TAC) S 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. lssues raised during this discussion

period wili only be addressed in the formal response to comments if the issue is also presented during the hearing. After

ihe conclusion of the informal discussion period, the TCEQ will conduct a notice and comment hearing regarding the

application and draft permit. lndividuals 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 g 382.0561, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC S 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.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-

616-739. lt 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 reuni6n en espaflol pueden llamar a|844-368-7161 e ingresar el

codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener m6s informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fern6ndez al (512)

239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:

https ://www.tceq.texas. g ov/aqencv/dec isions/h earings/calendar. htm l.

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 Environmenta!
Quality, Office of Chief Clerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



wWryl4.tceq.texas.oov/epic/eCommenU. 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. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, 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. Si desea
informacion en Espafrol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,
Environmental Engineer al (972) 872-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021



Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, C ommissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

Trxas CouutsstoN oN EuvnoruMENTAL Qualrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

MS ELIZABETH ALEXANDER

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

June 4,2021

Dear Ms. Alexander:

This letter acknowledges your notice and comment hearing request on the above-referenced draft site

operating permit. A dbcision 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 iexas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO) 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 FederalOperating 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. lf you have questions, please contact

Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,
\
\ort"^ L CA"u-,/\

(_)
Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment 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 130B7 Austin, Texas 78711-3087 512-239-1000 tceq'texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on rccycled Papcr
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bcc: Mr. David Greer, ,ln Education Program, MC-108, Austin

File Copy
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Texas Federal Operating Permit Program

Public Participation

FAOT SHEET

Federa! 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

siie, Jubject 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 (TCEO) 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

controltechnology, health effects, and impacts. Also, the FOP will not authorize new construction or

authorize the faciiity 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

extendld 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. lf such a request is

grinted, 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. lf 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.

lf the EPA does not file an objection with the TCEQ, any person affected by the decision of the TCEe,
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
1201Elm St., Suite 500
Dallas, Texas 7 5270-2102

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 787 11-3087



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 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date.
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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) 5 122.10. The permit will not authorize new construction or new emissions.

Notice and Gomment 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. lssues 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. lndividuals 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 S 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.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-
616-739. lt 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 reuni6n en espafrol pueden llamar al 844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener m6s informacion o asistencia, comuniquese con Jaime Fern6ndez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link.
https ://www.tceq.texas.qov/aqencv/decisions/hearinqs/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 Glerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eCommenU. Written comments should inctude (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. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, 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. Si desea
informacion en Espaffol, 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 lssuance Date: June 4,2021



Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janeck a, C ommiss ioner

Toby Baker, becutive Director

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

MR WAYNE SCOTT
PLANT MANAGER
BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
2600 SINGLETON BLVD
DALLAS rX 75212-3738

Re: Notice and comment Hearing Public Notice Authorization Package

Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

Tsxas ColtutssloN oN ENvIRoNMENTAL Quartrv

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

June 4,2021

Dear Mr. Scott:

During the public comment period for the above-referenced federal operating permit, a hearing request

*as s-ubmitied to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO). The TCEQ has scheduled a

notice and comment hearing as follows:

Date:
Time:

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

torirat proceeding and will be conducted in accordance with the Texas Clean Air Act $ 382.0561 (relating

to Federal Operaiing Permit Hearing), as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and Title 30

Texas Administrative Code (30 TAC) 5 122.340 (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;

. lnstructions for Hearing Notice; and
Affidavit of Publication.

please note that it is very important that you follow all directions in the enclosed instructions. lf 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. lf 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 7871 I-3087 512-239 1000 tceq.texas.gov

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
Printcd on recyclcd 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. lf 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
lnstructions for notice and comment hearing.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. lf you have any questions, please telephone
Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,

A^ Lc^a^^
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 lnvestment 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
lnstructions for Hearing Notice
Affidavit of Publication
Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form

Project Number: 30975

,a



bcc: 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 02771. 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time:

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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) S 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. lssues 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. lndividuals 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 S 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.qotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-
616-739. ltisrecommendedthatyoujointhewebinarandregisterforthehearingatleastl5minutesbeforethehearing
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 personasquedeseen escucharo participaren la reunion en espahol pueden llamar a|844-368-7161 e ingresarel
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener m6s 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.qov/aqencv/decisions/hearinqs/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 7871'l-3087, or electronically at



wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/ecommenU. 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 inctudes a response to comments and identification of any changes to the
draft permitwilt 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 [etitions 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. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas

Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, 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 lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,

Environmental Engineer af (972) 872'2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021
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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 allof 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 (TCEO).

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 tVofice 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. lt 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-
CRO'1 (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-'l05 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 S 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 lnformation

When contacting the commission regarding this application, please refer to the permit number at the top
of the Notice of Notice and Comment Hearing.

lf 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

MC-105 Attn: Notice Team

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 7 87 11-3087

Applicant Name: Buildinq Materials lnvestment Corporation

Permit No.. 02771

Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

of the

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

STATE OF TEXAS S

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
(Name of the Newspaper)

Texas;

s

(Title of Person Representing Newspapef

that said newspaper is generally circulated in
(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

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office

ISeal]

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas

day of

Print or Type Name of Notary Public

TCEQ - 20479(APDG 5946v8, Revised 9/18)

My Commission Expires



TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk

MC-105 Attn: Notice Team

P.O, Box 13087

Austin, Texas 787 1 1 -3087

Applicant Name: Buildinq Materials lnvestment Corporation

Permit No.. 02771

Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

, who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name

of the
(Name of the Newspapef

Texas;

ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

STATE OF TEXAS S

COUNTY OF

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

s

of Person Representing Newspaper)

(Title of Person Representing Newspaper)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in
(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

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office.

ISeal]

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas

day of 20

Print or Type Name of Notary Public

TCEQ - 20480(APDG 5947v8, Revised 9/18)

My Commission Expires

the
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TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Federal Operating Permit (Title V)

Notice and Comment Hearing Verification Form

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, referto the instructions in the
public notice package.

FroeRal OpeRartNc PeRnatr (rtrle v) Norrce Auo Coruuerur HsaRrruc VERIFtcATroN

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

fl YES E no

I 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.

EYESENo

I 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
throughout the duration of the public comment period.

!vrsnruo

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 subjeci to air quality permit requirements and
may be revised periodically. APDG 6043v,1



Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindf ey, L omm issio ner

Bobby Janeck a, Comm issio ner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

Tsxas CouvttssloN oN ENvnoNMENTAL Quartrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

THE HONORABLE JASMINE CROCKETT
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
PO BOX 2910
AUSTTN TX 78768-2910

Re: Notice and Comments Hearing Request
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation

June 4,2021

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 dLcision on the Notice of Proposed Permit, addressing comments received during

tne 30-diy public notice period and containing response(s) to such comment(s), will be mailed to you

before the iexas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO) 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

TCEe Fact Sheet entitled "Texls 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. lf you have questions, please contact

Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,
\
\0a". L C},*^-z\/\(-_--l

Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment 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 I3087 Austin, Texas 78711-3087 51 2-239-1000 tccq.texas.gov

Howisourcustomer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
Painted on rccyclcd Papcr

(



obcc: Mr. David Greer, rr; Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy
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? E Texas Federal Operating Permit Program

Public Participation

FAOT SHEET

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 (TCEO) 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
controltechnology, 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 Gomment

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 Gomment 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. lf 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.

(
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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. lf 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.

lf 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 7 527 0-2102

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 (MailCode 163)
P. O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 7 87 1 1 -3087

,.)



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 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 (TCEO) has scheduled the notice and comment hearing
regarding this application and draft permit as follows:

Date:
Time

July 29,2021
7:00 p.m.

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment 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) S 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. lssues 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. lndividuals 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 5 122.340.

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.gotomeetinq.com/webinar/ioin-webinar and entering Webinar lD 192-
616-739. lt is recommended that you join the webinar and register for the hearing at least 1 5 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 569-744-3'16.

Las personas que deseen escuchar o participar en la reuni6n en espafiol pueden llamar a|844-368-7161 e ingresar el
codigo de acceso 904535#. Para obtener mdrs !nformaci6n o asistencia, comunlquese con Jaime Fern6ndez al (512)
239-2566.

Additional information will be available on the agency calendar of events at the following link:
https://www.tceq.texas.qov/agencv/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 Glerk, MC-105, P. O. Box 13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at



wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eCommenU. 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 wil! 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 Chapler 122.

Mailing List. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please contact the Texas
Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, 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. Si desea
informacion en Espaffol, puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Kevin Bush,

Environmental Engineer af (972) 872-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: June 4,2021
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Applicant Name: Building Materials lnvestment 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

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
information regarding public notice, refer to the instructions in the public notice package.

Alternative Language Checklist

I have contacted the appropriate school district. XvesENo
School District: Dallas lndependent School District Phone Number: 97 2-925-6783

Person Contacted: Ms. Sylvia Martinez Date: July 1,2020

ls a bilingual education program (BEP) required by the Texas Education Code in the district? nYesnNo
lf 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:

1. students in the elementary or middle school nearest the facility are enrolled in a program at that
school;

XvesENo

2. students from the elementary or middle school nearest the facility attend a BEP at another
location; or

E yes X t'lo

3. the school district that othenarise would be required to provide a BEP has been granted an
exception from the requirements to provide the program, as provided for in 19 Texas
Ad mi nistrative Code 89.1 207 (a).

E Yes X trlo

lf 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

lf 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 lnstructions 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
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Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Public Notice Verification Form
Air Permit

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 ol 4

Applicant Name: Building Materials lnvestment 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.

Alternative Lang uage Verification

1. A BEP is required by the Texas Education Code in the area addressed by this permit
application and is subject to alternative language public notice requirements.
!f "NO," skip 2 through 6 and complete signature, title, date, and name of
applicant.

XyesEruo

2. The applicant has conducted a diligent search for a newspaper or publication of
general circulation in both the municipality and county in which the facility is located
(or proposed to be located).

Xyesnruo

3. A newspaper or publication could not be found in any of the alternative language(s)
in which notice is required.

E Yes X tto

The publishers of the newspaper listed below refused to publish the notice as
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).

4. EyesEruoXuln

Newspaper:La Prensa de la Comunidad Language: Spanish

5. Proof of publication of the newspaper alternative language notice(s) and the
requested affidavits have been sent to the TCEQ.

XYesnruo

6. Alternative language signs were posted as required by the TCEQ. XYes fl ruo

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 { /r,fr:f
Applicant: Building Materials Corporation of America

Title:Plant Manager Date:312412021
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Texas Commission on Environmenta! Quality

Public Notice Verification Form
Air Permit

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

Applicant Name: Building Materials lnvestment 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 Source Review Permit Notice Verification (Complete fhis secfion, 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.

EvesEruo

Notice of Receipt of Application and lntent to Obtain Permit (1"t Notice):

Required signs (for 1st notice) were posted in accordance with the regulations and
instructions of the TCEQ.

EvesnNo

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.

E Yes E trto

The public place indicated below provides public access to the internet (for PSD,
nonattainment, or FCAA 112(g) Permit).

EYesEruoErun

Notice of Application and Preliminary Decision (2nd 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 untileither:

(1) the TCEQ acts on the application; or
(2) the application is referred to the State Office of Administrative Hearings (SOAH)

for hearing

EyesENo

Name of Public Place:

Address of Public Place:

State: ZIP Code:City:

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):

Applicant:

Title: Date:



oo
Texas Gommission on Environmental Quality

Public Notice Verification Form
Air Permit

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

Applicant Name: Building Materials lnvestment 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.

Federal Operating Permit (Title V) Notice Verification (Complete fhis section, if applicable)

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

ZYesENo

I verify that proof of publication of the newspaper notices and the requested affidavits
have been furnished in accordance with the regulations and instruction of the TCEQ.

Z Yes flNo

I verify that a copy of the complete air quality application (including any subsequent
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.

IYesENo

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

Address of Public Place: www. Pu b licnotice. I iveiTCEQ-P N. 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), ///"(/ /hf
Applicant: Building Materiils C'orporation of America

Title: Plant Manager Date:312412021



Form OP-CROI
Certification by Responsible Official
Federal Operating Permit Program

I. Identifying Information 83 !
RN: RN100788959 CN: CN602717464 Account No.: DB-0378S

Permit No.: 0-2771 Project No.: TBA

Area Name: Dallas Plant Company Name: Building Materials Investment Corporation

Certification Type (Please mark the appropriate box)

ffi Responsible Official ! Outy Authorized Represcntative

IIII. Submittal Type (Please mark the appropriate box) (Only one response can be accepted per form)

I SOpnOP hitial Permit Application ! Upaate to Permit Application

E COp Initial Permit Application E permit Revision, Renewal, or Reopening

ffi Other: Public Notice 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.

certii/ that I am the
(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

Specific Dates: 312412021

Date I Date 2 Date 3 Date 4 Date 5 Date 6

Signature:

Title:

.Signature Date: 312412021

Plant Manaser

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

A UUT.

Wavne Scott

Start Date End Date
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12700 Park Central Dr, Ste 2100, Dallas, TX 75251

March 24,202t

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105
Attn: Notice Team
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 787 lL-3087

RE: Public Notice Requirements - Public Notice Verification Form
Title V Permit Number: 0-2771
Building Materials Corporation of America. - Dallas Plant - Dallas County
cN 602717464, RN 100788959

F
7<
<r>

O-n
fl
c,m

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. 0-2771 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:

. Published a formal public notice in the following newspapers circulated in Dallas, Dallas County:
o The Dallas Observer (English) on January 2L,202L
o La Prensa de la Comunidad (Spanish) on February 9,202L

r 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 2L,2021

. Prepared and posted signs at the Dallas Plant on January 27,202L

. Submitted the original newspaper clippings and affidavits of publication to the TCEQ on February 21,
2021

The public comment period ended on March LL,202L. 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
12700ParkCentral Dr,Ste2100,Dallas,TX75251 1P800.229.6655 / P972.661.8100 1F972385.9203



' TCEQ - Page 2
March 24,202L

Photocopies of this submittal are being mailed to the following, per the Instructions for Public Notice:

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

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,

TRINIry CONSULTANTS

K ttotr."* GItf
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

MC-105 Attn: Notice Team

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 787 1 1 -3087

Permit No.: 02771

Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

-re p re se ntativ e's sig n at u re)

ISeal]

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office.

STATE OF TEXAS S ^
couNrY or Dq\\aE s

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

Batt (lf^ea+*-^^ , who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name
of Person Representing Newspape)

that said newspaper is generally circulated ,. !n\\a< , Texas;
(The municipality or nearest municipality in which the site or proposed site is located)

Al,r-,r+:=l^n, Di"c+o,- ortne h\as Ohr-er+cr
(Title of Person*eprese nting Newspaper) (Name of the Newspaper)

2l zoz

2l -<
day of ) ao ucrrU . 20 2 I

ll t5 a\&t

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the following date(s):

Notary and for the State of Texas

TCEQ - 20479(APDG 5946v8, Revised 9/18)

My Commission Expires

Applicant Name: Buildtaterials lnvestment Corporation

KTMBERLy s HoiLffiao
Notary Public, State oi Texas
Comm, Expires il_tS 20A.1

rD 13t352846



TCla0ffice of the Chief Clerk

MC-105 Attn: Notice Team

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 787 11-3087

Appl icant Name : B u ildi ntaterials I nvestment Corporation

Permit No.: 02771

Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

who being by me duly swom, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name
-nx*
C)rn;

ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AtR PERMITTING

couNw or il\r,Oj , S

Bebre me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

the 0,,* orthe

that said newspaper is generalty circulated ,, hplln q 
Texas;

(The municiplity or counlyr in whiclt fhe srfe or propoxd srte is located)

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the bllowing date(s):

A Q h 1sD..l

a,v
Subscribed and swom to bebre me this the ' day of

to certiff which witness my hand and seal of ofFce.

LAUBIE REED
: Notary Public, State of Texas
, Comm. Expires 07-30-2024

Notary tD I32597983

Rv: ,zl20

[Seal]

(Name of the Newspaper)

or Type Name of Notary Public

tf ruf ru'l
My Cofnmissfon Expires

TCEQ - I48O(APDG 6947v8, Revlscd 9/18)
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TEXAS COMMISSION MENTAL QUALITY

Revised Notice of Permit

Draft Permit No.: 02771

lpplkation and Dnft Pemit Building Mateilals lnvestment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas, T)( 7s212-3738,
has applied to theTexas Commission on Environmental Qualig (TCEQ for a renewal and revision of Federal 0perating
Permit (herein referred to as Permit) N0. 0277 1, Application No 30975, to authorize operation ofthe Dallas piant,

an Asphalt 5hingle and (oati.lg Materials Manufacturing facility. The area addresed by the application is located at
2600 Singleton Blvd in Dallas, Dallas County, Iexas 75212-3738. This link to an electronic map of the site or fadlityl
general location is provided as a public courtesy and not part of the application or notice. fur exact locatign, refer
to the appliction. You on f nd an electronic map of the facility at http://www.t<eq.teras.goy/assety'oublit/
hb6l0/inder.html?lat=32.777777&lng=-95.863333&zoom=13&type=r. This application was reciived by
the TCEQ on July 29, 2020.

The purpose ofa 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 (ode g I22.10 (30 IA(
I 1 22.1 0). Ihe draft permit, if approved, will codify the conditions under which the area musr operate.The permit will
not authorize new construction. Ihe executive director has rompleted the te(hnicl review ofthe application and has
nrade a preliminary dedsion to prcpare a draft permit for public comment and review. The executive director recom-
mends issuance of this dIaft permit. The permit application, statement of basis, and draft permit will be available for
viewing and copying at the I(EQ Central office, I 2100 Park 35 (ircle, Building E, ti6t Floor, Austin, Texas 78753; the
TGQ Dallas/Fort worth Regional Offce, 2309 Gravel Dr, Fortworth. Texas 76,l'18-6951; and at https//www.pub-
licnotice.l|Ye/ICEO-Ptl.pdf. beginning the first day of publication of this notice. The draft permit and statement of
basis are available at theICE0 Website:

At the ICEQ central and regional ofhces, relevant supp0rting 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 (onstraints may (onta(t the TCIQ (entral office file room at (5,l 2) 239-2900.

Publit (ommenUNotice and (omm€nt Hearing. Any person may submit written (omments on the draft
permit. Comments relating t0 the ac(uracy, completeness, and appropriateness ofthe permit (0nditions may result
in changes to the draft permit.

A person who may be affected by the emission ofair pollutants f.om the permitted area may request
a notice and comment hearing. Ihe purpose of the notice and comment hearing is t0 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 IA( (hapter 1 22 (examples may include that the permit does not
contain all applicable requirements or the publi( noti(e procedures were not salisfud). The T(EQ may grant a noti(e
and comment hearing on the appli(ation ifa written hearing request is re(eived within 30 days after publication of
the newspaper notice. The hearing request must in(lude the basis for the request, including a description 0f how the
person may be affected by the emission of air pollutants from the application area. The request should also specify
the (0nditions ofthe draft permit that are inappropriate 0r specify how the preliminary decision to isue 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. lf a notire and comment hearing is granted, all individu-
als that submitted written c0mments or a hearing request will receive written noti(e of the hearing. This notire will
identify the date, time, and location for the hearing.

Written publi< comments and/or r€quests for a noti(e and comment hearing should be submitted to the
Texas commission on Environmental Quality, 0ffice of the (hief clerk, M(-105, p.0. Box 1 3087, Austin,
Texas 7871I'3087, or electronically at wwwl4.t(eq.texas.gov/epide(ommenU and be received within
30 days after the date of newspaper publication of this notice. Please be aware that any (ontact informa-
ti0n you pr0vide, intluding your name, phone number, email addres and physical address will become part ofthe
agencyt public record.

A noti(e of proPosed fnal action that in(luder a response to (omments and identification of any changes
to the draft permit will be mailed to everyone who submitted public romments, 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 t0 the U.5. Environmental Prote(tion Agency (EPA) to request that the tPA object to the isuance ofthe proposed
permit. After re(eiving a petition, the EPA may only object to the issuance of a permit which is not in compliance with
the applirable requirements or the requirements of 30 TAC (hapter 1 22.

Mailing List. ln addition to submifting public commentl a person may ask to be placed on a mailing list for this
application by sending a request to the Office ofthe (hiefClerk at the address above. Those on the mailing list will
receive copies offuture public notices (if any) mailed by the (hief (lerk for this appliotion.

lnformation' For additional information about this permit appliotion or the permitting process, please contad the
Texas (ommission on Environmental Quality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P0. Box 13087, Austin,Texas 7B7ll-
S0STortollfreeatl-800-687-4040. SideseainformacirinenEspanol,puedellamaral'l-800-687-4040.

turther informati0n may also be obtained for Building Materials lnrrcstment Corporation by (alling Mr. Kevin Bush at
(972) 872-2125.

Notire lssuance Date: December 30,2020
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TriHJ*yb
12700ParkCentral Dr,Ste2100,Dallas,TX7525l lP 800.229.6655 1P972.661.8100 1F972.385.9203 / trinity@nsultants.@m

February 22,202L

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Offie of the Chief Clerk, MC-105
Attn: Notice Team
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 787 Ll-3087

RE: Public Notice Requirements - Proof of Publiation and Affidauit Forms
Title V Permit Number: 0-2771
Building Materials Corpntrbn of Ameria. - 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 OCEQ) Account No. for the Dallas Plant is DB-0378-S. The Plant
operates under Title V Operating Permit No. O-277L 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 L3,202L, @F has completed the following:

. Published a formal public notice in the following newspapers circulated in Dallas, Dallas County:
o The Dallas Observer (English) on January 2L,202L
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.livefl-CEQ-PN.pdf, for public viewing and
copying, beginning January 2L,2021

. Prepared and posted signs at the Dallas Plant on January 21,202L

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 altemative 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.

HEADQUARTERS
12700 Park Central Dr, Ste 2100, Dallas, TX 75257 I P 800.229.6655 I P 972.66t.8t00 I F 972.385.9203
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TCEQ - Page2
February 22,202L

Photocopies of these submittals are being mailed to the following, per the Instructions for Public Notice:

Texas Commission on EnvironmentalQuality Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Air Section Manager Office of Air
Dallas/Foft Wofth Regional Office Air Permits Division, MC-163
2309 Gravel Drive Mr. Alfredo Mendoza
Foft Worth, Texas 76118-6951 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'itotr* Gltf
Latha Kambham, Ph.D.
Managing Consultant

Attachments

cc: Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, TCEQ Air Permits Division (electronic copy)
Air Section Manager, TCEQ RegionalOffice 4
Mr. Kevin Bush, GAF



U
P

S
 C

am
pusS

hip I U
P

S
 - U

nited a,O
t?2t14i}'

(") 
N

i'-itt 
t 

I

-\ 
:"11
--{,,

fll 
"J

=
\-! 

tiJ
gt) 

-1D

=
!I

-T
I

'fi
i5m

1*1

2121t2021

ltol./lv
6-cz
JI+

U
q)

F
 

ii 
-cl

: 
,oo

u 
llrF

H
>

t
-=

--aY
l

e 
u=

t{rtl
3 

<
ui-;il\

H
 rtsgr

E
q U

3{8ts
.. ,<

 
-(Jr\z'

* 3a* gE
E

$=
^Ia6E

i ;z&
Z

G
E

E
;gi F

P
=

T
?

H
N

iN
=

dN
ddq

F
@

F
;O

 
l,l

N
:

1\-
O

r:
l\:90-
l\-5.1 

::
7\-
T

-

cr-
!Fd]rl

lsd:H
m

{n>
-E

<
R

ct:
r-Q
X

=
lll 

g
z.y
uri
o-Y
-d-t-

rooortqoao0gd

---

https:/A
ivw

w
.cam

pusship.ups.com
/cship/create?A

ctionO
riginP

air=
default_P

rintW
indow

P
age&

key=
1s6u11ry;nO

ow
&

type=
htm

l&
loc=

en_U
S

&
instr=

N
&

doc... 
111

-



Chief Clerk's Office, MC ro5
Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality
P.O. Box go87
Austin, TXZSltr3oBT

-.94*&9ZU a82&Z8t9B

R - cy\t
(Rxrszil

:ru,:+;r;e*#S$-
J l, i -L!>3 ir al ,

OFFICIAL BUSINESS
STATE OF TEXAS
PENALTY FOR
PRIVATE USE

ROSANA NAREZ

TEX MEX NOTICIAS

Po BOX 1796

onnNeunv TX 76048-8796

u.s. posf*ce ) nrNrv eowes
-,,,,_---.i- -:sr-rt. --r-reYlt-.-
tt 

'?4fr?53 
$ 000,500

0{80360*34 rtr! ?1 2421
eiv
lS-j

+ -r mC)

= HoEP
tli = =*=#;',1 v Fo;x3 = +#r#'Tt rn(}
=;z,z#H#+

I

7 ilt} Pt- L ,qe Jq{.d}.y;s-cjt.I .ri i! e: i €. I

'F13 61i.i iJ ii. L -r -r tr i;
trf1r*.kfieFi1

-.-..8C: 787l.a39&38V *S716-a?253-23-46
Er.^r.i i i. i i i. i . i , .. i i, i i i . i . i. i i . i ". . i i , . i , i . i i . i , i . . . ;ii. . ...i....i . i..t .

1."1, i,!'!11.,,..,il1,,1',1'l,l,lllil'liliiiri!iiiii Iti,li,ii,ii

,t.\

{
,
.J

i
s
.l

I

::

ii-u i iit L j" u-r-si:t-u g f
il i.l a.E i = Tfi

Chief Clerk's Office, MC ro5
Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 4o87
Austin, TX787rt-9o87

&tl?- c'nnt
( 1?orrr*d.)

OFFIGIAL BUSINESS
STATE OF TEX.AS
PENALTY FOR
PRIVATE U$E

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1 106
1630 E 6TH ST
AUSTTN TX 78702_3390

JT I ,/LI. E,

s! f,4f;tts I

U.S. POSTAGE )) eruev sowes
t.fl_EZ:
r-i--ffi--\1 

-x
t:r18,'u' $ 000'500
0000360444 JAN 22 2021

T &T '}iF E :.

CIN EO
rrr-x -q rnfi
!-) B r,E(}
n-r *i=-riE :>ilEm){ i*(}::}<3 = =F[e-n '[Tir"]
tl-eE

=*F***H,'z=,,** 
'l*-

5E HftER
3F- ,3y3S E 5s e ci
.: !Jll!- -8 5-n- I!

AETUR}i TO
fff; L { VE fi. AE L E

r.rli_*Er Frl.l:t_f;-s.L-E .i Li

?nj*ffisne a=':G 
u *',,il 

fi i,i;ti?,f,fl t : fi ,,,i,,u,.u,1; ; ;ii -*f ,;;t 4 i ; 
-.



fltP,tttffiffiffii#n
Environmental Quality
P.O. Box r3o87
Austin, fi 787rr-3o87

if,9Ft1,r,, 
l, 1,,;f 

jrlrh[,,r 
rU 

t 
r r,? J#,?Jmrsuffi-,ffi*NEss

STATE OF TEXAS
PENALTY FOR
PRIVATE USE

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1406
14OO HI LINE DR
DALLAS TX75207-3435

rE a Ei t

U.S. POSTAGE )) nnrurv ecwes

ILEE#-rr.&r--

toi- 
ro?rru, $ 000.500

0000360444 JAN 22 2A21

SE Ii
'r-r -n D il,
F SoI
rn l C='* \,=d
crt b ;zo=-<fi3)ey3u !.**#I.rgsrn:L75& FE :-

**?ElYt 
=unut!$-er E Tt

t
!
I

:i
i
!
i'!
t
!

*. gB.EA6BE3&EBBBZ 
E& fafi it

? 3f l-a>BgE?
BC: ?BFit $EE7Si. ... ...i.41E1_s3s4e-*fi_asi i 

i i i r r r i i, i i i i i, i, i i,, i i, i ! i,iii li til* li _ i, ii 1,.;i.il,ii,,,' 
-

AI R OJ41 I

&$ea/1&j-/zi
3i{rluE.r.-
*5 ADSRESSED
F*RWAftO

Chief Clerk's Office, MC ro5
Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality
P.O. Box r3o87
Austin, TXZ87tt1o87

, t.6
! 3at kE i

OFFICIAL BUSINESS
STATE OF TEXAS
PENALTY FOR
PRIVATE USE

U.S. POSTAGE }> nrNrv sowrs
,--t---:
-J-*G-\w-

t';tfr,"' $ 000.500
0000360444JAN 04 2021

ln i^ A& i,

8E 2
+ mc)? ts o?9F -' ;x=Fa, ; ;E*H
$;**Ef,iu E

E, E ?U Ri{ T,3
f,ICIT *ELNVERAELE

UNAELE Tfi
a c: ? 87 LL3 68r8? * &7 Ls*sL**5 _S* _ 42

i iIii,ii|, iiiii, i iirIiiii I, r, I I I I I IiiIiii, Iii,IrpiI,!iirrIgt,ri 
-

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1721
1919 JACKSON ST
DALLAS TX752o,t_4s31

T'H*riif:{+9r5" ',ffi*
,'lLE+#m

f , 1 1 1 1 1 | 1 
j 

1 
, if Il ,, lifi i ,,' t' Ii' i ,,', i' i 

", J,, ii i' ! rl,llil,i, ili



Lesa*z-
L2U1+@

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

DISTRICT ROOM E1.216
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Victoria. neave@house.texas.gov

THE HONOMBLE CARL SHERMAN

DISTRICT ROOM GW.11
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
carl.sherman@house.texas.gov

r )zo/>r

THE HONORABLE RHETTA BOWERS THE HONORABLE ANGIE CHEN BUTTON THE HONORABLE JASMINE FELICIA
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES CROCKETT
DISTRICT ROOM GN.1O DISTRICT ROOM 4N.5 TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL TEXAS STATE CAPITOL DISTRICT ROOM 1N.12
rhetta.bowers@house.texas.gov Angie.button@house.texas.gov TEXAS STATE CAPITOL

jasm i ne.crockett@house.texas. gov;

THE HONOMBLE YVONNE DAVIS THE HONOMBLE JESSICA GONZALEZ THE HONOMBLE JULIE JOHNSON
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 4N.9 DISTRICT ROOM 1N,12 DISTRICT ROOM E2.508
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL TEXAS STATE CAPITOL TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Yvonne.davis@house.texas.gov lessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov julie.johnson@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE MORGAN MEYER THE HONORABLE TERRY MEZA THE HONORABLE VICTORIA NEAVE
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

THE HONORABLE BOB HALL
TEXAS SENATE
DISTRICT ROOM 81.610
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

DISTRICT ROOM E1.318
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Morgan.meyer@house.texas.gov

DtsTRtcT 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

c

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

DISTRICT ROOM E1.414
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
terry. meza@house.texas.gov

DISTRICT ROOM E2.310
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Toni.rose@house.texas. gov;
Daniel.clayton@house.texas.gov;
Districtl 1 0. rose@house.texas.gov

THE HONOMBLE ANA-MARIA RAMOS THE HONORABLE TONI ROSE
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

211 t 9r+ru



CANADIAN RIVER MUNICIPAL WATER DALLAS COUNTY HEALTH & HUMAN S DALLAS COUNTY JUDGE
PO BOX 9 2377 N STEMMONS FWY COUNTY COURTHOUSE
SANFORD TX 79078-OOO9 DALLAS TX752O7-2710 411 ELM ST

DALLAS TX75202-3301

SECRETARY NORTH CENTML TEXAS COUNCIL OF NORTH TEMS MUNICIPAL WATER DI
GREATER DALLAS CHAMBER OF COMM DEPT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PO BOX 2408
sTE 2600 po Box 5888 WyLtE TX 75098-2408

5OO N AKARD ST ARLINGTON TX 76005-5888
DALLAS TX75201-3302

PUBLIC HEALTH REGION 2/3 US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS REG
TEXAS DEPARTMENTOF STATE HEAL CESWS-PER-R
1301 S BOWEN RD STE 2OO

ARL| NGTON TX 7 601 3-2262
PO BOX 17300
FORT WORTH IX 76102-0300

R W CARTER
RICHARD W CARTER ASSOCIATES
PO BOX 903
MTNEOLA TX 75773-0903

GLENN G DMPER PE
DRAPER ENGINEERING
3658 ASBURY ST
DALLAS TX 75205-1849

FIELD SUPERVISOR
US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
STE 140

2OO5 NE GREEN OAKS BLVD
ARLINGTON TX 76006-260,1

JAZMINE COLEMAN
RJN GROUP
STE 710
14755 PRESTON RD

DALLAS TX 75254-68 1 5

MARIE EARLEY CITY ATTY
DALLAS OBSERVER
2501 OAK LAWN AVE STE 355
DALLAS TX 75219-4019

GLENN C CLINGENPEEL MR BRENTON DUNN REG MANAGER ALFONSO MORUA
TRINITY RIVER AUTHORITY OF TEX TARMNT REGIONAL WATER DISTRIC DALLAS WATER UTILITIES
53OO S COLLINS ST 8OO E NORTHSIDE DR 29OO WHITE ROCK ROAD
ARLINGTON TX76O18-,I710 FORTWORTH D(76102-1016 DALLAS TX75214

ZACHARY S THOMPSON
DALLAS CO HEALTH & HUMAN SERVI
2377 N STEMMONS FWY
DALLAS TX75207-2710

C,,s o n\
JENNIFER BOVEE
1305 W TUCKER BLVD
ARLTNGTON TX 7601 3-5030

CONCERNED CITIZEN
DALLAS WATER UTILITIES
15OO MARILLA ST STE 4AS
DALLAS TX 75201-6318

WES KUCEM WASTEWATER DIRECTOR MATTHEW MILLER ABEL MULUGHETA
ROWLETT CREEK WATER REC LEGAL AID OF NORTHWEST TEXAS APT 1406
25OO E CENTERVILLE RD 4OO S ZANG BLVD STE ,1420 

14OO HI LINE DR
GARLAND TX 75040.6811 DALLAS TX 75208-6648 DALLAS TX752O7-3435
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ABEL MULUGHETA
1139 HIDOEN RIDGE DR
MESQUITE TX75181.4260

ABEL MULUGHETA
AP'r 1721
1919 JACKSON ST
DALLAS TX75201-4931

SUZANNE OLDHAM
3817 TRAVIS ST
DALLAS TX75204-1518

SUZANNE OLDHAM
1 156 THE SHORES DR
coRSrcANA TX 75109

KYTINNA SOTO OWNER
LA PRENSA COMUNIDAD
PO BOX 732
TOLAR TX76476-0732

MS SAMH K WALLS
CANTEY HANGER LLP
STE 3OO

600 W 6TH ST
FORT WORTH TX 76102-3684

TERRY L WHITE
505 RIGGS CIR
MESQUTTE TX75149-5844

PLEASANTVALLEY BAPTISTCHURCH APT2O9
PO BOX 850062
MESQUTTE TX 75185-0062

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1 106
1630 E 6TH ST
AUSTIN TX 78702-3390

ROSANA NAREZ
PO BOX 93331
SoUTHLAKE TX 76092-01 r 3

SUZANNE OLDHAM
3817 TRAVIS ST
DALLAS TX75204-1518

MARTIN C REAMY PRESIDENT
MCR ENGINEERING SERVICE
PO BOX 866336
PLANO TX 75086-6336

RAISCH TOMLANOVICH

5O1O BRYAN ST
DALLAS TX75206-7652

GWENDOLYN HILL WEBB
4TH FL
9OO BAGBY ST
HOUSTON TX77002-2527

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 3013
1 1 10 S CESAR CHAVEZ BLVD
DALLAS TX75201-6062

ROSANA NAREZ
TEX MEX NOTICIAS
PO BOX 1796
GRANBURY TX 76048-8796

SUZANNE OLDHAM
APT 1,I07
25OO MCKINNEY AVE
DALLAS TX75201-2354

NORMAN D MDFORD
PO BOX 7650
DALLAS TX 75209-0650

PAUL D TAYLOR PASTOR

GWENDOLYN HILL WEBB
PO BOX 368
HOUSTON TX 77001-0368

SHANDRANET STARR WILLIAMS
4833 CLAMDIGGERWAY
GARLAND TX75043-6475
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Jon Niernrann, C httirman

Emily Lindley, C o ntm is s io ne r
Bobbl Janecka, Contmissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

Tpxas Courr,lssroN oN ENvTRoIMENTAL Qualmv
P ro t e c t ing' I e rut s lry p s tl Lt c ing ct nd P r e v e nt i n ll P oll u t io n

MR WAYNE SCOTT
PLANT MANAGER
BUILDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTMENT CORPORATION
2600 SINGLETON BLVD
DALLAS TX 75212-3738

Re: Errata-Draft Federal Operating Permit Approval and Public Notice Authorization
Renewal
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

January 13,2021

Dear Mr. Scott:

A draft federal operating permit (FOP) and authorization for public notice was sent to you for the above-
referenced site on December 30,2020. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) was
notified on January 8,2021, that the Dallas West Branch Library is closed to the public. The revised
notice for newspaper publication is enclosed with the change underlined. lncorporate the change into the
notice sent on December 30,2020.

The notice should still be published as soon as practical, but no later than 30 calendar days after
December 30,2020.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. lf you have any questions regarding publication
requirements, please contact the TCEQ, Office of the Chief Clerk at (512) 239-3300. lf you have any
other questions, please contact Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512)239-1335.

Sincerely,

A^ LcL^
Jesse E. Chacon, P.E., Manager
Operating Permits Section
Air Permits Division

cc: Mr. Kevin Bush, Environmental Engineer, Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Project Number: 30975

P.O. Box 13087 Austin, Teras 7871 1-3087 5 I 2-239-1000 tceq.te\as.go\

Holvis our customer serlice? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printcd on rcc\clcd p.rpcr



bcc: Mr. David Greer, Public Education Program, MC-108, Austin
File Copy



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Revised Notice of Draft Federa! Operating Permit

Draft Permit No.: 02771

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas,
TX75212-3738, has applied to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO) 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://www.tceq.texas.gov/assets/public/hb610/index.html?lat=32.777777&lnq=-
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 S 122.10). The draft permit, if approved, will codifu 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 CentralOffice, 12100 Park 35 Circle, Building E, First Floor, Austin, Texas 78753', the TCEQ
Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Office, 2309 Gravel Dr, Fort Worth, Texas 761 18-6951; and at
https://www.publicnotice.liveffCEQ-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.tceq.texas.qov/goto/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 CommenUNotice 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. lf 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 wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/eGommenU



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
of30 TAC Chapter 122.

Mailing List. ln 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-l08, P.O. Box
13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087 or toll free at 1-800-687-4040. Si desea informacion en Espafiol,
puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

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

Notice lssuance Date: December 30, 2020
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TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Notice of Draft Federa! Operating Permit

Draft Permit No.: 02771

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas,
fX75212-3738, has applied to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO) 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://www.tceq.texas.gov/assets/public/hb6lOiindex.html?lat=32.777777 &lng=-
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 $ 122JA (30 TAC S 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 761 18-6951; 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. qov/qoto/tv notice

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 GommenUNotice 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 speciff 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. lf 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 Gommission on Environmentat Quatity, Office of the Chief CIerk, MC-i05, P.O. Box
13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at wwwl4.tceo.texas.qov/eoic/ecommenU



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 fina! 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. ln 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. Si desea informaci6n en Espafiol,
puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

Further information may also be obtained for Building Materials lnvestment Corporation by calling Mr.

Kevin Bush at (972) 87 2-2325.

Notice lssuance Date: December 30, 2020
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THE HONORABLE BOB HALL
TEXAS SENATE
DISTRICT ROOM E 1.808
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Bob.hall@senate.texas. gov

THE HONORABLE ANGEI.A PMTON
TEXAS SENATE
DISTRICT ROOM 1E.708
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
angela.paxton @senate.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE LORRAINE BIRABIL
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 1N.7
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Lonaine.birabil @house.texas. gov;

THE HONORABLE YVONNE DAVIS
TEMS 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 E 1.406
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
anamaria.ramos@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE JOHN TURNER
TEMS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E2.804
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
john.turner@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE KELLY HANCOCK
TEXAS SENATE
DISTRICT ROOM 1E.9
TEMS STATE CAPITOL
Kelly. hancock@senate.texas.gov

THE HONOMBLE ROYCE WEST
TEXAS SENATE
DISTRICT ROOM 1E.3
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Royce.west@senate.texas.gov

THE HONOMBLE RHETTA BOWERS
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM GN.,1O
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
rhetta.bowers@house.texas.gov

THE HONOMBLE JESSICA GONZALEZ
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 1N.12
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
lessica.gonzalez@house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE TERRY MEZA
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E 1.414
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
terry.meza@house.texas.gov

THE HONOMBLE TONI ROSE
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E2.310
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Toni . rose@house.texas.gov;
Daniel.clayton@house.texas.gov;
District 1 1 0. rose@house.texas. gov

THE HONORABLE NATHAN JOHNSON
TEXAS SENATE
DISTRICT ROOM E 1.608
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
nathan.johnson@senate.texas.gov

THE HONOMBLE MFAEL ANCHIA
TEMS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 1N.9
TEMS STATE CAPITOL
Rafael.anchia@house.texas.gov

THE HONOMBLE ANGIE CHEN BUTTON
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM 4N.5
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Angie 

" 
button @house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE JULIE JOHNSON
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTAIIVES
DISTRICT ROOM E2.508
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
julie.johnson @house.texas.gov

THE HONORABLE VICTORIA NEAVE
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DtsTRtcT ROOM E 1.216
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
Mctoria.neave@house.texas.gov

THE HONOMBLE CARL SHERMAN
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT ROOM GW.11
TEXAS STATE CAPITOL
carl.sherman@house.texas.gov
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CANADIAN RIVER MUNICIPAL WATER
PO BOX 9
SANFORD TX 79078-0009

SECRETARY
GREATER DALLAS CHAMBER OF COMM
STE 2600

5OO N AKARD ST
DALLAS TX75201-3302

PUBLIC HEALTH REGION 2/3
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF STATE HEAL
1301 S BOWEN RD STE 2OO

ARLTNGTON TX 76013-2262

GLENN C CLINGENPEEL
TRINIry RIVERAUTHORIW OF TEX
53OO S COLLINS ST
ARLTNGTON TX 76018-1710

ZACHARY S THOMPSON
DALLAS CO HEALTH & HUMAN SERVI
2377 N STEMMONS FWY
DALLAS TX75207-2710

JENNIFER BOVEE
1305 W TUCKER BLVD
ARLTNGTON TX 7601 3-5030

CONCERNED CITIZEN
DALLAS WATER UTILITIES
.I5OO MARILLA ST STE 4AS
DALLAS TX 75201-6318

WES KUCEM WASTEWATER DIRECTOR
ROWLETT CREEK WATER REC
25OO E CENTERVILLE RD
GARLAND TX 75040-6811

DALLAS COUNry HEAUTH & HUMAN S
2377 N STEMMONS FWY
DALLAS TX75207-2710

NORTH CENTML TEMS COUNCIL OF
DEPT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
PO BOX 5888
ARLINGTON TX 76005-5888

USARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS REG
CESWS.PER-R
PO BOX 17300
FORT WORTH TX 76102-0300

MR BRENTON DUNN REG MANAGER
TARMNT REGIONAL WATER DISTRIC
8OO E NORTHSIDE DR
FORT WORTH TX 76102-1016

Cr'u rrr "1

R W CARTER
RICHARD W CARTER ASSOCIATES
PO BOX 903
MTNEOLAD( 75773-0903

GLENN G DRAPER PE
DRAPER ENGINEERING
3658 ASBURY ST
DALLAS TX 75205-1849

MATTHEW MILLER
LEGALAID OF NORTHWEST TEMS
4OO S ZANG BLVD STE 1420
DAL|-AS r( 75208-6648

DALLAS COUNTY JUDGE
COUNTY COURTHOUSE
411 ELM ST
DALLAS TX75202-3301

NORTH TEMS MUNICIPALWATER DI

PO BOX 2408
wYLtE TX 75098-2408

FIELD SUPERVISOR
US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
STE 140

2OO5 NE GREEN OAKS BLVD
ARLINGTON TX 76006-2601

ALFONSO MORUA
DALLAS WATER UTILITIES
29OO WHITE ROCK ROAD
DALLAS TX75214

JAZMINE COLEMAN
RJN GROUP
sTE 710
14755 PRESTON RD
DALLAS TX 75254.6815

MARIE EARLEY CIryATTY
DALLAS OBSERVER
250,1 OAK IAWN AVE STE 355
DALLAS TX 75219-4019

ABEL MULUGHETA
1139 HIDDEN RIDGE DR
MESQUITE TX 751814260
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ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1406
14OO HI LINE DR
DALLAS TX75207-3435

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1721
1919 JACKSON ST
DALLAS TX 752014931

SUZANNE OLDHAM
3817 TRAVIS ST
DALLAS TX 75204-1518

SUZANNE OLDHAM
1156 THE SHORES DR
CORSICANATX 75109

MS SARAH K WALLS
CANTEY HANGER LLP
STE 3OO

600 W 6TH ST
FORT WORTH TX 76102-3684

TERRY LWHITE
505 RIGGS CIR
MESQUITE IX 75149-5844

KYTINNA SOTO OWNER PAUL D TAYLOR PASTOR RAISCH TOMLANOVICH

I.A PRENSA COMUNIDAD PLEASANT VALLEY BAPTIST CHURCH APT 209

PO BOX 732 PO BOX 850062 5O1O BRYAN ST

TOLAR TX76476-0732 MESQUTTE]'X 75185-0062 DALLAS TX75206-7652

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 3013
1110 S CESAR CHAVEZ BLVD
DALLAS TX75201-6062

ROSANA NAREZ
TEX MEX NOTICIAS
PO BOX 1796

GMNBURYil 76048-8796

SUZANNE OLDHAM
APT 1107

25OO MCKINNEYAVE
DAL|-AS TX75201-2354

NORMAN D RADFORD
PO BOX 7650
DALLAS TX 75209-0650

GWENDOLYN HILLWEBB
PO BOX 368
HOUSTON TX 77001-0368

SHANDMNET STARR WILLIAMS
4833 CLAMDIGGER WAY
GARLAND TX 75043-6475

ABEL MULUGHETA
APT 1106
1630 E 6TH ST
AUSTTN TX 78702-3390

ROSANA NAREZ
PO BOX 93331
SOUTHLAKE TX 76092-011 3

SUZANNE OLDHAM
3817 TMVIS ST
DALLAS TX75204-1s18

MARTIN C REAMY PRESIDENT
MCR ENGINEERING SERVICE
PO BOX 866336
PLANO TX 75086-6336

GWENDOLYN HILLWEBB
4TH FL
9OO BAGBY ST
HOUSTON TX 77002-2527
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Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, C ommis sione r
Bobby Janeck a, Commissioner

Toby Baker, hecutive Director drn# lzLl*lt.'l

Tnxas CouurssroN oN ExwnoNMENTAL Quartrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

MR WAYNE SCOTT
PLANT MANAGER
BUILDI NG MATERIALS I NVESTMENT CORPORATION
2600 SINGLETON BLVD
DALLAS TX 75212-3738

Re: Draft Federal Operating Permit Approval and Public Notice Authorization
Renewal
Permit Number: C2771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251 487

Dear Mr. Scott:

The executive director has completed the technical review of your application as required by the Texas
Clean Air Act (TCAA) S 382.0517, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and has determined
that the above-referenced application is administratively complete on August 12, 2020. This letter
provides notice of the following:

o instructions describing how to publish notice for the draft permit; and

r the executive director's proposed final action is to submit a draft federal operating permit (FOP),
which serves as a proposed permit, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for EPA
review to run concurrently with the public notice comment period, unless public comments are
received or the executive director grants a hearing request. lf EPA review is not concurrent, the EPA
review period shall begin no earlier than the close of the public comment period or date of the
hearing.

The Form OP-ACPS (Application Compliance Plan and Schedule) submitted with the permit application is
still valid for all applicable requirements in the attached draft operating permit, including new source
review authorizations. lf the Form OP-ACPS is no longer correct for any reason, please submit updated
Form OP-ACPS, including an updated compliance plan to Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E., Air Permits
Division. This updated compliance plan must be approved by the Texas Commission Environmental
Quality (TCEO) and added to the FOP before publication.

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

December 30,2020

Howis our customer seMce? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
printed on recycled papq



Mr. Wayne Scott
Page2
December 30,2020

Public Notice
The TCEQ has prepared a draft permit for your final review and approval. The draft permit and statement
of basis are available at the TCEQ Website:

www.tceq.texas.qov/q oto/tvnotice

You are now required to publish notice for the draft permit. To help you meet the requirements
associated with this notice, we have enclosed the following items:

o lnstructions for Public Notice
o Public Notice Checklist
r Notice for Newspaper Publication and Sign Posting
o Affidavit of Publication for Air Permitting (Form TCEQ-20479) and Alternative Language

Affidavit of Publication for Air Permitting (Form TCEQ-20480)

Please note that it is very important that you follow al! directions in the enclosed instructions. lf you do
not, you may be required to republish the notice. A common mistake is the unauthorized changing of
notice wording or font. lf you have any questions, please contact us before you proceed with publication.

A "Public Notice Checklist" is enclosed which notes the time limitations for each step of the public notice
process. This checklist should be used as a tool in conjunction with the enclosed, detailed instructions.

EPA Review
ln accordance with Title 30 Texas Administrative Code S 122.350 (30 TAC S 122.350), the procedural
requirements of 30 TAC S 122.320 of this title (relating to Public Notice), 30 TAC S 122.322 of this title
(relating to Bilingual Public Notice), and the requirements for EPA review under this section may run
concurrently. However, if any person submits comments, or the executive director grants a hearing
request, the requirement for EPA review may not run concurrently with the period for public notice. lf
comments are received, the executive director will submit the comments, responses, to the comments a
proposed permit and a statement of basis to the EPA and shall restart the 45-day EPA review.

lf the EPA does not file an objection to a proposed FOP, or the objection is resolved, the TCEQ will issue
the FOP. Any person affected by the decision of the TCEQ, including the applicant, may petition the EPA
in accordance with TCAA S 382.0563, as codified in the Texas Health and Safety Code, and 30 TAC

S 122.360 within 60 days of the expiration of the EPA's 45-day review period. The petition shall be based
only on objections to the permit 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 the grounds for such objections arose after the public comment period. Additional
requirements for the content and formatting of petitions are specified in Title 40 Code of Federal
Regulations Part 70 (40 CFR S 70.12).

The EPA may only object to the issuance of any proposed permit that is not in compliance with the
applicable requirements or the requirements of this chapter. The 60-day public petition period will begin
on the day after the last day of the EPA review period. Public petitions should be submitted to the TCEQ,



Mr. Wayne Scott
Page 3
December 30,2020

the applicant and the EPA. lnstructions on submitting a public petition to the EPA are available at the
EPA website:

https ://www.epa.qov/title-v-operati nq-perm its/title-v-petitions

Public petitions should be submitted to the TCEQ at the following address:

Texas Commission Environmental Quality
Attn: Mr. SamuelShort, Deputy Director
Air Permits Division, MC-163
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 787 11 -3087

The TCEQ will make the draft FOP, the statement of basis, FOP application, compliance certification, and
if applicable, the compliance plan and monitoring reports available to the public, EPA, and to the affected
states and local programs as needed. lf you do not comply with all requirements described in the
instructions, further processing of your application may be suspended and your application voided, or the
agency may take other action.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. lf you have any questions regarding publication
requirements, please contact the Office of the Chief Clerk at (512) 239-3300. lf you have any other
questions, please contact Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. at (512) 239-1335.

Sincerely,
\

\0,t"-- L C},..^
,/\\---l

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 lnvestment Corporation, Dallas
Manager, Air Pollution Control Program, City of Dallas Office of Environmental Quality, Dallas
Air Section Manager, Region 4 - Dallas/Fort Worth

Project Number: 30975



Public Notice Checklist

Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit
(Title V Notice)

The following tasks must be completed for public notice. lf publication in an alternative language is required, please
complete the tasks for both the English and alternative language publications. Detailed instructions are included in the
"lnstructions for Public Notice" section of this package.

Within 30 calendar days after date of this letter
Publish Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit in "public notice" section of newspaper. Review for accuracy prior to
publishing.
As part of the expedited permitting process, it is recommended that you publish immediately.
Provide copy of complete application, including any subsequent revisions, statement of basis, and the draft permit at a
public place for review and copying. Keep them there for duration of the designated comment period.
Prepare signs.

First day of newspaper publication
Review published newspaper notice for accuracy.
Post signs and keep them up for duration of the designated comment period.
Ensure copy of complete application, including any subsequent revisions, statement of basis, and the draft permit are at
the public place.

Within 2 business days after date of publication
Fax proof of publication to Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P. E. in Air Permits Division a|512-239-1 300 or send it by e-mail to
Alfredo. Mendoza@tceq.texas. gov.

Within 10 business davs after date of publication
Mail proof of publication showing publication date and newspaper name to:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105
Attn: Notice Team / AIR Expedited Permitting
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 7 87 1 1 -3087

Mail photocopies of proof of publication showing publication date and newspaper name to TCEQ Regional Otfice and
each local program with jurisdiction over your site.

Within 30 calendar days after date of publication
Mail original affidavit of publication for air permitting and alternative language affidavit of publication for air permitting (if
applicable) to:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105
Attn: Notice Team / AIR Expedited Permitting
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 7 87 1 1 -3087

Mail photocopies of affidavits to Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. in Air Permits Division.

Within 10 business days after end of the designated comment period
Mail Public Notice Verification Form and Form OP-CRO1 to:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105
Attn: Notice Team / AIR Expedited Permitting
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 787 1 1 -3087

Mail photocopies of Public Notice Veriflcation Form and Form OP-CRO1 to Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E. in Air Permits
Division.



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

lnstructions for Public Notice
For Federal Operating Permit

Notice of Draft Federal Operation Permit

We have completed the technical review of your application and have prepared a draft federal operating
permit (FOP) for public notice. The draft FOP and statement of basis are available at the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO or Commission)Website:

www.tceq.texas.qov/qoto/tvnotice

You must comply with the following instructions:

Draft Permit Review

The draft FOP is available for your final review and approval. During technical review of the
application, the permit reviewer coordinated with you or your technical contact to address and
resolve any outstanding issues. Contact the permit reviewer listed in the cover letter immediately if
you have any questions related to the draft FOP.

Notice Review

lncluded in the notice is all of the information which the commission believes is necessary to
effectuate compliance with applicable public notice requirements. Please read it carefully and notify
the permit reviewer 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 TCEQ.

Newspaper Notice

o You must publish the enclosed Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit as soon as practical
but no later than 30 calendar days after the date on the cover letter with these instructions.

o You must publish the enclosed Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit, at your expense, in
the public notice section of 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.

o The bold text of the enclosed notice must be printed in the newspaper in a font style or size that
distinguishes it from the rest of the notice (i.e., bold, italics). Failure to do so may require re-
notice.

Alternative Language Notice

ln certain circumstances, an applicant for an FOP must complete notice in alternative languages.

o Public notice rules require the applicant to determine whether a bilingual program is required at
either the elementary or middle school nearest to the facility or proposed facility location.
Bilingual education programs are determined on a district-wide basis. When students who are



required to attend either school are eligible to be enrolled in a bilingual education program,
some alternative language notice is required (newspaper notice).

o Since the school district, and not the schools, must provide the bilingual education program,
these programs do not have to be located at the elementary or middle schools nearest to the
facility or proposed facility to trigger the alternative language notice requirement. Alternative
language notice is required when students who would normally attend the nearest schools are
eligible to be taught in a bilingual education program at a different location.

o lf triggered, publications of alternative language notices must be made in a newspaper or
publication printed primarily in each language taught in the bilingual education program. This
notice is required if such a newspaper or publication exists in the municipality or the county
where the facility is located or proposed to be located.

o The applicant must demonstrate a good faith effort to identify a newspaper or publication in the
required language. lf a newspaper or publication of general circulation published at least once a
month in such language cannot be found, publishing in that language is not required, but signs
must still be posted adjacent to each English language sign.

o The applicant has the burden to demonstrate compliance with these requirements. You must
fill out the Public Notice Verification Form (TCEQ-202114) indicating your compliance with the
requirements regarding publication in an alternative language. This form is available at
www.tceq.texas.qov/permittinq/air/nav/ai r public notice.html.

o lt is suggested the applicant work with the local school district to do the following:

(a) determine if a bilingual program is required in the district;
(b) determine which language is required by the bilingual program;
(c) locate the nearest elementary and middle schools; and

(d) determine if any students attending either school are eligible to be enrolled in a bilingual
educational program.

o lf you determine that you must meet the alternative language notice requirements,
you are responsible for ensuring that the publication in the alternative language is
complete and accurate in that language. Since the most common bilingual programs are
in Spanish, the TCEQ has provided example Spanish notice templates for your use. All
italic notes should be replaced with the corresponding Spanish translations for the
specific application and published in the alternative language publication. Electronic
versions of the Spanish templates are available through the Air Permits Division Web
site at www.tceq.texas.qov/qoto/air/publ icnotice.

o lf you are required to publish notice in a language other than Spanish, you must translate the
entire public notice at your own expense.

Public Comment Period

o The public comment period should last at least 30 calendar days.

o The comment period will be longer if the last day of the public comment period ends on a
weekend or a holiday. ln this case, the comment period will end on the next business day.

. The comment period for the permit may lengthen depending on whether a notice and comment
hearing is held. lf a hearing is held, the comment period will be extended to the date of the
hearing.

Sign Posting



. You must also post a sign in English and as applicable, in each alternative language,
referencing the draft FOP.

o Please read the sign template carefully and notify the permit reviewer listed in the cover letter
immediately if it contains any errors or omissions. You are responsible for ensuring the
accuracy of all information for the sign posting. You may not change the text of the sign without
prior approval from the TCEQ.

o Signs must be in place on the first day of publication in a newspaper and must remain in place

and be legible for the entire comment period or the end of a notice and comment hearing, if a

hearing is granted.

o The sign placed at the site must be located at or near the site main entrance, provided that the
sign is legible from the public street. lf the sign would not be legible from the public street, then
the sign shall be placed within ten feet of a property line paralleling a public street.

o The executive director may approve variations if you demonstrate that it is not practical to
comply with the specific sign posting requirements. The executive director must approve
variations before signs are posted.

o All lettering on the sign must be no less than 1-112" in height and in block printed capital
lettering.

o The sign must be at least 18" wide and 28" tall, and consist of dark lettering on a white
background.

o Alternative language signs are required if alternative notice is required, even if no newspaper
can be found.

o lnspect each sign posting daily to ensure they are present and visible throughout the comment
period.

o You must submit certification of sign posting within 10 business days after the end of the
public comment period by completing and submilling Public Notice Verification Form (TCEQ-
20244).

Proof of Publication and Public Notice Certification

o Check each publication to ensure that the articles were accurately published.

o You must fax or e-mail a copy of the proof of publication of each published notice which
shows the complete notice that was published, date of publication, and the name of the
newspaper to the permit reviewer, within 2 business days of publication. Acceptable proofs
of publication are 1) copies of the published notice or 2) the original newspaper clippings of the
published notice. lf you choose to submit copies of the published notice to the Office of the
Chief Clerk, copies must be on standard -size 8/." x 1 1" paper and must show the actual size of
the published notice (do not reduce the image when making copies). Published notices longer
than 1 1" must be copied onto multiple 8Y." x 1 1" pages. Please note, submitting a copy of your
published notice could result in faster processing of your application. lt is recommended that
you maintain original newspaper clippings or tear sheets of the notice for your records.

o You must submit proof of publication of each published notice which shows the complete notice
that was published, date of publication, and the name of the newspaper to the Office of the
Chief Clerk. ln addition, send a copy to the TCEQ Regional Office and to each local program



with jurisdiction over your site, within 10 business days after the date of publication. You are
encouraged to submit the affidavit with the proof of publication described above.

o You must submit an original publisher's affidavit to the Office of the Chief Clerk within
30 catendar days after the date of each publication. You must use the enclosed affidavit
form. The affidavit must clearly identify the applicant's name and permit number.

o You must submit lhe Public Notice Verification Form (TCEQ-202/M) 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 and bilingual notice requirements, as applicable. lt 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. This form is
available at www.tceq.texas.qov/permittinq/air/nav/air publicnotice.html.

o You must submit a completed Form OP-CRO7 (Certification by Responsible Official), signed by
the Responsible Official or Duly Authorized Representative, that verifies the truth and accuracy
of all public notice documentation submitted. You must submit this form to the Office of the
Chief Clerk and a copy of this form to the Air Permits Division, within 10 business days of the
end of the public comment period.

o The original publisher's affidavit, Public Notice Verification Form, Form OP-CROI, and an
acceptable proof of publication of the published notice must be mailed to:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Office of the Chief Clerk, MC-105
Attn: Notice Team
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 7 87 1 1-3087

. A copy of the publisher's affidavit, Public Notice Verification Form, and Form OP-CRO1
must be mailed to:

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
Air Permits Division, MC-163
Attn: Mr. Alfredo Mendoza, P.E.
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 7 87 1 1-3087

o Please ensure that the affidavit(s) you send to the Chief Clerk is/are originals and that all
blanks on the affidavit are filled in correctly. Photocopies of affidavits will not be accepted by
the Chief Clerk.

Failure to Publish, Submit Proof of Publication and Certlfication of Public Notice

o You must meet all publication requirements. lf you fail to publish the notice, post signs,
meet bilingual notice requirements, or submit proof of publication and public notice
certification on time, the TCEQ may suspend further processing of your application or
take other actions.

Application in a Public Place

o You must provide a copy of the complete application, including any subsequent revisions, the
statement of basis, and the draft permit, at a public place for review and copying by the public.
The draft permit and statement of basis may be accessed at the link noted previously in this
document. This place must be in the county in which the site is located or proposed to be
located as required by 30 TAC S 122.320(b).



o A public place is one that is publicly owned or operated (ex: libraries, county courthouses, or
city halls).

o The complete application must be accessible to the public for review and copying beginning on
the first day of newspaper publication and remain in place until the end of the comment period.

o lf the application is submitted to the TCEQ with information marked as "CONFIDENTIAL,'
you are required to indicate which specific portions of the application are not being made
available to the public. These portions of the applications must be accompanied with the
following statement: "Any request for portions of this application that are marked as confidential
must be submitted in writing, pursuant to the Public lnformation Act, to the Texas Commission
on EnvironmentalQuality, Public lnformation Coordinator, MC-197, P.O. Box 13087, Austin,
Texas 78711-3087.'

General lnformation

\I/hen contacting the Commission regarding this application, please refer to the permit number at the top
of the Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit.

lf you have questions or need assistance regarding this notice, please contact the permit reviewer listed
in the cover letter or the Office of the Chief Clerk at (512) 239-3300.



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

Draft Permit No.: 02771

Application and Draft Permit. Building Materials lnvestment Corporation, 2600 Singleton Blvd, Dallas,
TX75212-3738, has applied to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEO) 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://www.tceq.texas.gov/assets/public/hb610/index.html?lat=32.777777 &lng=-
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 5 122.10). The draft permit, if approved, will codity 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 761 18-6951; 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.gov/qoto/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 CommenUNotice 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 specity 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. lf 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-l05, P.O. Box
13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, or electronically at wwwl4.tceq.texas.qov/epic/ecommenU



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. ln 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.

lnformation. For additional information about this permit application or the permitting process, please
contactthe Texas Commission on EnvironmentalQuality, Public Education Program, MC-108, P.O. Box
13087, Austin, Texas 78711-3087 ortollfree at 1-800-687-4040. Sidesea informaci6n en Espafiol,
puede llamar al 1-800-687-4040.

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

Notice lssuance Date: December 30, 2020



Public Notice Example Sign Posting
Sign(s) must be in place on the date of publication of the newspaper notice and must remain in place and
be legible throughout the public comment period. Note - The information shown is an example only. lt is
your responsibility to verify that the appropriate information pertaining to your application is accurate.
Each sign placed at the area addressed in the FOP application must be located at or near the site main
entrance, provided that the sign is legible from the public street. lf the sign would not be legible from the
public street, then the sign shall be placed within 10 feet of a property line paralleling a public street.

lS"Minimum +

APPLICATION FOR FEDERAL OPERATING PERMIT

APPLICATION NO.: 30975
DRAFT PERMIT NO.: 02771

BUILDING MATERIALS INVESTMENT CORPORATION
DALLAS PLANT

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

PUBLIC EDUCATION PROGRAM
1-800-6874040

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

DALLAS'FORT WORTH REGIONAL OFFICE
2309 GRAVEL DR

FORT WORTH, TEXAS 761 18-6951

(817) s88-5800

Minimum

Sign(s) must be placed at whatever height above the ground is necessary for sign(s) to be 100% visible
from the street.

WHITE BACKGROUND WITH BLACK LETTERS
All lettering must be no less than 1-112 inch block printed capitals.



TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk

MC-105 Attn: Notice Team

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 7 87 11-3087

Applicant Name: Buildinq Materials lnvestment Corporation

Permit No.: 02771

Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

(Name of the Newspaper)

Texas;

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

STATE OF TEXAS S
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 Newspape)

of the
(Title of Person Representing Newspaper)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in
(The municipality or nearest municipality in which the site or proposed sde is located)

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the following date(s):

s

the

( n ewsp a pe r re p re se n tative's s i g n atu re)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office.

ISeal]

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas

day of 20

Print or Type Name of Notary Public

TCEQ - 20479(APDG 5946v8, Revised 9/18)

My Commission Expires



TCEQ-Office of the Chief Clerk

MC-105 Attn: Notice Team

P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 787 1 1-3087

srATE OF TEXAS S

COUNTY OF

Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared

t
Applicant Name: Buildinq Materials lnvestment Corporation

Permit No.: 02771

Notice of Draft Federal Operating Permit

ALTERNATIVE LANGUAGE AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION FOR AIR PERMITTING

s

who being by me duly sworn, deposes and says that (s)he is (Name

of Person Representing Newspaper)

(Title of Person Representing Newspape)

that said newspaper is generally circulated in

of the
(Name of the Newspaper)

Texas;
(The municipality or county in which the site or proposed slfe ls located)

that the enclosed notice was published in said newspaper on the following date(s):

(Newsp a p e r Re p re se ntative's S ig n atu re )

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the day of

to certify which witness my hand and seal of office.

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas

ISeal]

Print or Type Name of Notary Public

20

TCEQ - 20480(APDG 5947v8, Revised 9/18)

My Commission Expires

the



FEDERAL OPERATI NG PERMIT

A FEDERAL OPERATING PERMIT IS HEREBY ISSUED TO
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation

AUTHORIZING THE OPERATION OF
GAF Materials

Dallas Plant
Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing

LOCATED AT
Dallas County, Texas

Latitude 32' 46' 40' Longitude 96" 51'48'
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959

This permit is issued in accordance with and subject to the Texas Clean Air Act (TCAA), Chapter 382 of
the Texas Health and Safety Code and Title 30 Texas Administrative Code Chapter 122
(30 TAC Chapter 122), Federal Operating Permits. Under 30 TAC Chapter 122, this permit constitutes
the permit holder's authority to operate the site and emission units listed in this permit. Operations of the
site and emission units listed in this permit are subject to all additional rules or amended rules and orders
of the Commission pursuant to the TCAA.

This permit does not relieve the permit holder from the responsibility of obtaining New Source Review
authorization for new, modified, or existing facilities in accordance with 30 TAC Chapter 116, Control of
Air Pollution by Permits for New Construction or Modification.

The site and emission units authorized by this permit shall be operated in accordance with
30 TAC Chapter 122, the general terms and conditions, special terms and conditions, and attachments
contained herein.

This permit shallexpire five years from the date of issuance. The renewal requirements specified in
30 TAC g 122.241 must be satisfied in order to renew the authorization to operate the site and emission
units.

Permit No: 02771 lssuance Date:

For the Commission

Renewal- Draft Page i
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General Terms and Conditions

The permit holder shall comply with all terms and conditions contained in 30 TAC S 122.143 (General
Terms and Conditions), 30 TAC S 122.144 (Recordkeeping Terms and Conditions), 30 TAC S 122.145
(Reporting Terms and Conditions), and 30 TAC S 122.146 (Compliance Certification Terms and
Conditions).

ln accordance with 30 TAC S 122.144(1), records of required monitoring data and support information
required by this permit, or any applicable requirement codified in this permit, are required to be
maintained for a period of five years from the date of the monitoring report, sample, or application unless
a longer data retention period is specified in an applicable requirement. The five year record retention
period supersedes any less stringent retention requirement that may be specified in a condition of a
permit identified in the New Source Review Authorization attachment.

lf the permit holder chooses to demonstrate that this permit is no longer required, a written request to void
this permit shall be submitted to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEa) by the
Responsible Official in accordance with 30 TAC $ 122.161(e). The permit holder shall comply with the
permit's requirements, including compliance certification and deviation reporting, until notified by the
TCEQ that this permit is voided.

The permit holder shall comply with 30 TAC Chapter 116 by obtaining a New Source Review
authorization prior to new construction or modification of emission units located in the area covered by
this permit.

All reports required by this permit must include in the submittal a cover letter which identifies the following
information: company name, TCEQ regulated entity number, air account number (if assigned), site name,
area name (if applicable), and Air Permits Division permit number(s).

Special Terms and Conditions:

Emission Limitations and Standards, Monitoring and Testing, and Recordkeeping and Reporting

1. Permit holder shall comply with the following requirements:

A. Emission units (including groups and processes) in the Applicable Requirements
Summary attachment shall meet the limitations, standards, equipment specifications,
monitoring, recordkeeping, reporting, testing, and other requirements listed in the
Applicable Requirements Summary attachment to assure compliance with the permit.

B. The textual description in the column titled "Textual Description" in the Applicable
Requirements Summary attachment is not enforceable and is not deemed as a substitute
for the actual regulatory language. The Textual Description is provided for information
purposes only.

C. A citation listed on the Applicable Requirements Summary attachment, which has a
notation [G] listed before it, shall include the referenced section and subsection for all
commission rules, or paragraphs for all federal and state regulations and all subordinate
paragraphs, subparagraphs and clauses, subclauses, and items contained within the
referenced citation as applicable requirements.

D. \Men a grouped citation, notated with a [G] in the Applicable Requirements Summary,
contains multiple compliance options, the permit holder must keep records of when each
compliance option was used.

Renewal- Draft Page 1



E. Emission units subject to 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart MAAAAA as identified in the
attached Applicable Requirements Summary table are subject to 30 TAC Chapter 1 13,

Subchapter C, S 113.1520 which incorporates the 40 CFR Part 63 Subpart by reference.

2. The permit holder shall comply with the following sections of 30 TAC Chapter 101 (GeneralAir
Quality Rules):

A. Title 30 TAC S 101.1 (relating to Definitions), insofar as the terms defined in this section
are used to define the terms used in other applicable requirements

B. Title 30 TAC S 101.3 (relating to Circumvention)

C. Title 30 TAC S 101.8 (relating to Sampling), if such action has been requested by the
TCEQ

D. Title 30 TAC S 101.9 (relating to Sampling Ports), if such action has been requested by

the TCEQ

E. Title 30 TAC S 101.10 (relating to Emissions lnventory Requirements)

F. Title 30 TAC S 101.201 (relating to Emission Event Reporting and Recordkeeping
Requirements)

G. Title 30 TAC S 101.211 (relating to Scheduled Maintenance, Start-up, and Shutdown
Reporting and Recordkeeping Requirements)

H. Title 30 TAC S 101.221(relating to Operational Requirements)

l. Title 30 TAC S 101.222 (relating to Demonstrations)

J. Title 30 TAC S 101.223 (relating to Actions to Reduce Excessive Emissions)

3. Permit holder shall comply with the following requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 111:

A. Visible emissions from stationary vents with a flow rate of less than 100,000 actual cubic
feet per minute and constructed after January 31, 1972 that are not listed in the
Applicable Requirements Summary attachment for 30 TAC Chapter 1 1 1, Subchapter A,

Division 1, shall not exceed 20o/o opacit! averaged over a six-minute period. The permit
holder shall comply with the following requirements for stationary vents at the site subject
to this standard:

(i) Title 30 TAC S 111.111(a)(1XB) (relating to Requirements for Specified Sources)

(ii) Title 30 TAc S 111.111(a)(1XE)

(iii) Title 30 TAC S 111.111(aX1)(F)(i), (ii), (iii), or (iv)

(iv) For emission units with vent emissions subject to 30 TAC S 1 1 1 .1 1 1(a)(1)(B),
complying with 30 TAC S 111.111(a)(lXFXii), (iii), or (iv), and capable of
producing visible emissions from, but not limited to, particulate matter, acid gases
and NO,, the permit holder shall also comply with the following periodic
monitoring requirements for the purpose of annual compliance certification under
30 TAC S 122.146. These periodic monitoring requirements do not apply to
vents that are not capable of producing visible emissions such as vents that emit
only colorless VOCs; vents from non-fuming liquids; vents that provide passive
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(3)

(4)

ventilation, such as plumbing vents; or vent emissions from any other source that
does not obstruct the transmission of light. Vents, as specified in the "Applicable
Requirements Summary" attachment, that are subject to the emission limitation
of 30 TAC S 1 1 1 .1 1 1(a)(1)(B) are not subject to the following periodic monitoring
requirements:

(1) An observation of stationary vents from emission units in operation shall
be conducted at least once during each calendar quarter unless the
emission unit is not operating for the entire quarter.

(2) For stationary vents from a combustion source, if an alternative to the
normally fired fuel is fired for a period greater than or equal to
24 consecutive hours, the permit holder shall conduct an observation of
the stationary vent for each such period to determine if visible emissions
are present. lf such period is greater than 3 months, observations shall
be conducted once during each quarter. Supplementing the normally
fired fuel with natural gas or fuel gas to increase the net heating value to
the minimum required value does not constitute creation of an alternative
fuel.

Records of all observations shall be maintained.

Visible emissions observations of emission units operated during daylight
hours shall be conducted no earlier than one hour after sunrise and no
later than one hour before sunset. Visible emissions observations of
emission units operated only at night must be made with additional
lighting and the temporary installation of contrasting backgrounds.
Visible emissions observations shall be made during times when the
activities described in 30 TAC S 111.111(a)(1)(E) are not taking place.
Visible emissions shall be determined with each stationary vent in clear
view of the observer. The observer shall be at least 't5 feet, but not
more than 0.25 mile, away from each stationary vent during the
observation. For outdoor locations, the observer shall select a position
where the sun is not directly in the observer's eyes. When condensed
water vapor is present within the plume, as it emerges from the
emissions outlet, observations must be made beyond the point in the
plume at which condensed water vapor is no longer visible. When water
vapor within the plume condenses and becomes visible at a distance
from the emissions outlet, the observation shall be evaluated at the outlet
prior to condensation of water vapor. A certified opacity reader is not
required for visible emissions observations.

Compliance Certification :

(a) lf visible emissions are not present during the observation, the
RO may certify that the source is in compliance with the
applicable opacity requirement in 30 TAC S 1 1 1.1 1 1(a)(1) and
(a)(1XB).

(b) However, if visible emissions are present during the observation,
the permit holder shall either list this occurrence as a deviation
on the next deviation report as required under
30 TAC S 122.145(2) or conduct the appropriate opacity test
specified in 30 TAC S 1 1 1 .1 1 1(a)(1XF) as soon as practicable,
but no later than 24 hours after observing visible emissions to
determine if the source is in compliance with the opacity

(5)
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B.

requirements. lf an opacity test is performed and the source is
determined to be in compliance, the RO may certify that the
source is in compliance with the applicable opacity requirement.
However, if an opacity test is performed and the source is
determined to be out of compliance, the permit holder shall list
this occurrence as a deviation on the next deviation report as
required under 30 TAC S 122.145(2). The opacity test must be
performed by a certified opacity reader.

(c) Some vents may be subject to multiple visible emission or
monitoring requirements. All credible data must be considered
when certifying compliance with this requirement even if the
observation or monitoring was performed to demonstrate
compliance with a different requirement.

For visible emissions from a building, enclosed facility, or other structure; the permit

holder shall comply with the following requirements:

(i) Tiile 30 TAC S 111.111(aX7XA) (relating to Requirements for Specified Sources)

(ii) Title 30 TAC S 111.111(aXTXBX|)or (ii)

(iii) For a building containing an air emission source, enclosed facility, or other
structure containing or associated with an air emission source subject to
30 TAC S 1 1 1.1 1 1(a)(7)(A), complying with 30 TAC S 111.111(a)(7)(B)(i) or (ii),
and capable of producing visible emissions from, but not limited to, particulate
matter, acid gases and NO,, the permit holder shall also comply with the
following periodic monitoring requirements for the purpose of annual compliance
certification under 30 TAC S 122.146'.

(1) An observation of visible emissions from a building containing an air
emission source, enclosed facility, or other structure containing or
associated with an air emission source which is required to comply with
30 TAC S 1 1 1.1 1 1(aX7XA) shall be conducted at least once during each
calendar quarter unless the air emission source or enclosed facility is not
operating for the entire quarter.

(2) Records of all observations shall be maintained.

(3) Visible emissions observations of air emission sources or enclosed
facilities operated during daylight hours shall be conducted no earlier
than one hour after sunrise and no later than one hour before sunset.
Visible emissions observations of air emission sources or enclosed
facilities operated only at night must be made with additional lighting and
the temporary installation of contrasting backgrounds. Visible emissions
shall be determined with each emissions outlet in clear view of the
observer. The observer shall be at least 15 feet, but not more than 0.25
mile, away from each emissions outlet during the observation. For
outdoor locations, the observer shall select a position where the sun is
not directly in the observer's eyes. \Men condensed water vapor is
present within the plume, as it emerges from the emissions outlet,
observations must be made beyond the point in the plume at which
condensed water vapor is no longer visible. \Men water vapor within the
plume condenses and becomes visible at a distance from the emissions
outlet, the observation shall be evaluated at the outlet prior to
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C.

condensation of water vapor. A certified opacity reader is not required
for visible emissions observations.

(4) Compliance Certification:

(a) lf visible emissions are not present during the observation, the
RO may certif,T that the source is in compliance with the
applicable opacity requirement in 30 TAC S 1 1 1.1 1 1(a)(7) and
(aX7XA).

(b) However, if visible emissions are present during the observation,
the permit holder shall either list this occurrence as a deviation
on the next deviation report as required under 30 TAC
5 122.145(2) or conduct the appropriate opacity test specified in
30 TAC S 111.11 1(a)(7)(B) as soon as practicable, but no later
lhan 24 hours after observing visible emissions to determine if
the source is in compliance with the opacity requirements. lf an
opacity test is performed and the source is determined to be in
compliance, the RO may certify that the source is in compliance
with the applicable opacity requirement. However, if an opacity
test is performed and the source is determined to be out of
compliance, the permit holder shall list this occurrence as a
deviation on the next deviation report as required under 30 TAC
S 122.145(2). The opacity test must be performed by a certified
opacity reader.

Certification of opacity readers determining opacities under Method 9 (as outlined in
40 CFR Part 60, Appendix A) to comply with opacity monitoring requirements shall be
accomplished by completing the Visible Emissions Evaluators Course, or approved
agency equivalent, no more than 180 days before the opacity reading.

For emission units with contributions from uncombined water, the permit holder shall
comply with the requirements of 30 TAC S 1 1 1.1 1 1(b).

Emission limits on nonagricultural processes, except for the steam generators specifled
in 30 TAC S 1 1 1 .153, shall comply with the following requirements:

(i) Emissions of PM from any source may not exceed the allowable rates as
required in 30 TAC $ 1 1 1.151(a) (relating to Allowable Emissions Limits)

(ii) Sources with an effective stack height (h") less than the standard etfective stack
height (Hu), must reduce the allowable emission level by multiplying it by [hJHe]2
as required in 30 TAC S 1 1 1.151(b)

(iii) Effective stack height shall be calculated by the equation specified in
30 TAC $ 111.151(c)

Outdoor burning, as stated in 30 TAC S 1 1 1.201, shall not be authorized unless the
following requirements are satisfied:

(i) Title 30 TAC S 111.205 (relating to Exception for Fire Training)

(ii) Title 30 TAC S 111.207 (relating to Exception for Recreation, Ceremony,
Cooking, and Warmth)

D.

E.

F.
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(iii) Title 30 TAC S 111.209 (relating to Exception for Disposal Fires)

(iv) Title 30 TAC S 111.211 (relating to Exception for Prescribed Burn)

(v) Title 30 TAC S 111.213 (relating to Exception for Hydrocarbon Burning)

(vi) Title 30 TAC S 111.219 (relating to General Requirements for Allowable Outdoor
Burning)

(vii) Title 30 TAC S 111.221 (relating to Responsibility for Consequences of Outdoor
Burning)

4. The permit holder shall comply with the following requirements for units subject to any subpart of
40 CFR Part 60, unless otherwise stated in the applicable subpart:

A. Title 40 CFR S 60.7 (relating to Notification and Recordkeeping)

B. Title 40 CFR S 60.8 (relating to Performance Tests)

C. Title 40 CFR S 60.1 1 (relating to Compliance with Standards and Maintenance
Requirements)

D. Title 40 CFR S 60.12 (relating to Circumvention)

E. Title 40 CFR S 60.13 (relating to Monitoring Requirements)

F. Title 40 CFR S 60.14 (relating to Modification)

G. Title 40 CFR S 60.15 (relating to Reconstruction)

H. Title 40 CFR S 60.19 (relating to General Notification and Reporting Requirements)

S. The permit holder shall comply with the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 113, Subchapter C,

S 1 13.100 for units subject to any subpart of 40 CFR Part 63, unless otherwise stated in the
applicable subpart.

Additional Monitoring Requirements

6. The permit holder shall comply with the periodic monitoring requirements as specified in the
attached "Periodic Monitoring Summary" upon issuance of the permit. Except for, as applicable,
monitoring malfunctions, associated repairs, and required quality assurance or control activities
(including, as applicable, calibration checks and required zero and span adjustments), the permit

holder shall conduct all monitoring in continuous operation (or shall collect data at all required
intervals) at all times that the pollutant-specific emissions unit is operating. The permit holder
may elect to collect monitoring data on a more frequent basis and average the data, consistent
with the averaging time or minimum frequency specified in the "Periodic Monitoring Summary," for
purposes of determining whether a deviation has occurred. However, the additional data points

must be collected on a regular basis. ln no event shalldata be collected and used in particular

instances to avoid reporting deviations. Deviations shall be reported according to 30 TAC $
122.145 (Reporting Terms and Conditions).

New Source Review Authorization Requirements

T. Permit holder shall comply with the requirements of New Source Review authorizations issued or
claimed by the permit holder for the permitted area, including permits, permits by rule, standard
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permits, flexible permits, special permits, permits for existing facilities including Voluntary
Emissions Reduction Permits and Electric Generating Facility Permits issued under
30 TAC Chapter 116, Subchapter l, or special exemptions referenced in the New Source Review
Authorization References attachment. These requirements:

A. Are incorporated by reference into this permit as applicable requirements

B. Shall be located with this operating permit

C. Are not eligible for a permit shield

8. The permit holder shall comply with the general requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 106,
Subchapter A or the general requirements, if any, in etfect at the time of the claim of any PBR.

9. The permit holder shall maintain records to demonstrate compliance with any emission limitation
or standard that is specified in a permit by rule (PBR) or Standard Permit listed in the New Source
Review Authorizations attachment. The records shall yield reliable data from the relevant time
period that are representative of the emission unit's compliance with the PBR or Standard Permit.
These records may include, but are not limited to, production capacity and throughput, hours of
operation, safety data sheets (SDS), chemical composition of raw materials, speciation of air
contaminant data, engineering calculations, maintenance records, fugitive data, performance
tests, capture/control device efficiencies, direct pollutant monitoring (CEMS, COMS, or PEMS), or
control device parametric monitoring. These records shall be made readily accessible and
available as required by 30 TAC 5122.144. Any monitoring or recordkeeping data indicating
noncompliance with the PBR or Standard Permit shall be considered and reported as a deviation
according to 30 TAC S 122.145 (Reporting Terms and Conditions).

10. The permit holder shall comply with the following requirements for Air Quality Standard Permits:

A. Registration requirements listed in 30 TAC S 116.611, unless otherwise provided for in an
Air Quality Standard Permit

B. General Conditions listed in 30 TAC S 116.615, unless otherwise provided for in an Air
Quality Standard Permit

C. Requirements of the non-rule Air Quality Standard Permit for Pollution Control Projects

Compliance Requirements

11. The permit holder shall certify compliance in accordance with 30 TAC I 122.146. The permit
holder shall comply with 30 TAC S 122.146 using at a minimum, but not limited to, the continuous
or intermittent compliance method data from monitoring, recordkeeping, reporting, or testing
required by the permit and any other credible evidence or information. The certification period
may not exceed 12 months and the certification must be submitted within 30 days after the end of
the period being certified.

12. Use of Emission Credits to comply with applicable requirements:

A. Unless otherwise prohibited, the permit holder may use emission credits to comply with
the following applicable requirements listed elsewhere in this permit:

(i) Title 30 TAC Chapter 115

(ii) Title 30 TAC Chapter 117
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(iii) Offsets for Title 30 TAC Chapter 116

B. The permit holder shall comply with the following requirements in order to use the
emission credits to comply with the applicable requirements:

(i) The permit holder must notify the TCEQ according to 30 TAC $ 101.306(c)-(d)

(ii) The emission credits to be used must meet all the geographic, timeliness,
applicable pollutant type, and availability requirements listed in

30 TAC Chapter 101, Subchapter H, Division 1

(iii) The executive director has approved the use of the credit according to 30 TAC $
101.306(c)-(d)

(iv) The permit holder keeps records of the use of credits towards compliance with
the applicable requirements in accordance with 30 TAC $ 101.302(9) and
30 TAC Chapter 122

(v) Title 30 TAC S 101.305 (relating to Emission Reductions Achieved Outside the
United States)

13. Use of Discrete Emission Credits to comply with the applicable requirements:

A. Unless otherwise prohibited, the permit holder may use discrete emission credits to
comply with the following applicable requirements listed elsewhere in this permit:

(i) Title 30 TAC ChaPter 115

(ii) Title 30 TAC ChaPter 117

(iii) lf applicable, offsets for Title 30 TAC Chapter 116

(iv) Temporarily exceed state NSR permit allowables

B. The permit holder shall comply with the following requirements in order to use the credit
to comply with the applicable requirements:

(i) The permit holder must notify the TCEQ according to 30 TAC S 101.376(d)

(ii) The discrete emission credits to be used must meet allthe geographic,
timeliness, applicable pollutant type, and availability requirements listed in

30 TAC Chapter 101, Subchapter H, Division 4

(iii) The executive director has approved the use of the discrete emission credits
according to 30 TAC S 101.376(dxl)(A)

(iv) The permit holder keeps records of the use of credits towards compliance with
the applicable requirements in accordance with 30 TAC S 101.372(h) and
30 TAC Chapler 122

(v) Title 30 TAC $ 101.375 (relating to Emission Reductions Achieved Outside the
United States)
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Permit Location

14. The permit holder shall maintain a copy of this permit and records related to requirements listed
in this permit on site.

Permit Shield (30 TAC S r22.148)

15. A permit shield is granted for the emission units, groups, or processes specified in the attached
"Permit Shield." Compliance with the conditions of the permit shall be deemed compliance with
the specified potentially applicable requirements or specified potentially applicable state-only
requirements listed in the attachment "Permit Shield." Permit shield provisions shall not be
modified by the executive director until notification is provided to the permit holder. No later than
90 days after notification of a change in a determination made by the executive director, the
permit holder shall apply for the appropriate permit revision to reflect the new determination.
Provisional terms are not eligible for this permit shield. Any term or condition, under a permit
shield, shall not be protected by the permit shield if it is replaced by a provisional term or
condition or the basis of the term and condition changes.
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Applicable Requirements Summary

Applicable Requirements Summary............... ............15

Note: A "none" entry may be noted for some emission sources in this permit's "Applicable Requirements
Summary" under the heading of "Monitoring and Testing Requirements" and/or "Recordkeeping
Requirements" and/or "Reporting Requirements." Such a notation indicates that there are no
requirements for the indicated emission source as identified under the respective column heading(s) for
the stated portion of the regulation when the emission source is operating under the conditions of the
specified SOP lndex Number. However, other relevant requirements pursuant to 30 TAC Chapter 122
including Recordkeeping Terms and Conditions (30 TAC S 122.144), Reporting Terms and Conditions (30
TAC S 122.145), and Compliance Certification Terms and Conditions (30 TAC S 122.146) continue to
apply.
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Unit Summary

ri':''UniUGroup/

Process lD No.
Regulation

1-1 Emission Points/Stationary
Vents/Process Vents

N/A R1111-1 30 TAC Chapter 111, Visible
Emissions

No changing attributes.

1-3 Emission PointsiStationary
Vents/Process Vents

N/A R1111-1 30 TAC Chapter 11 1, Visible
Emissions

No changing attributes.

BLRS Boilers/Steam
Generators/Steam
Generating Units

NiA 6ODC-BLR5 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart Dc No changing attributes.

COOLl Emission Points/Stationary
Vents/Process Vents

N/A R1111-1 30 TAC Chapter 111, Visible
Emissions

No changing attributes.

LINEl Asphalt Operations N/A 63AAAAAA,/q-1 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart
MAAAAA

Unit Operation = asphalt processing
operation

LINEl Asphalt Operations N/A 63AAAA/MA-2 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart
MAAAAA

Unit Operation = asphalt roofing
manufacturing line

LINE3 Asphalt Operations N/A 60uu-3 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU Emissions Control = High velocity
air filter.

LINE3 Asphalt Operations N/A 60uu-4 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU Emissions Control = Electrostatic
precipitator.

LINE3 Asphalt Operations N/A 63AAAAAAA-1 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart
AAAAAAA

Unit Operation = asphalt processing
operation

LINE3 Asphalt Operations N/A 63AAAAAAA-2 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart
AAAAAAA

Unit Operation = asphalt roofing
manufacturing line

SEALAP Emission Points/Stationary
Vents/Process Vents

N/A R5112-SLAP 30 TAC Chapter 115, Vent
Gas Controls

No changing attributes.

T-1 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-ASP 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-10 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-ASP 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.
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Unit Summary

I UniUGroup/
Process lD No.

Unit Type

T-110 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-ASP 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-120 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-ASP 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-14 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-ASP 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-15 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-ASP 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-16 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-1 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-17 Storage TanksA/essels N/A Rs',t12-2 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-18 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-3 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-19 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R51124 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-2 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-ASP 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-20 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-5 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-21 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R51 12-6 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T4',l Loading/Unloading
Operations

N/A R5211-1 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Loading and Unloading of
voc

No changing attributes.

T41 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-7 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.
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Unit Summary

T-8 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-ASP 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-80 Loading/Unloading
Operations

N/A R5211-2 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Loading and Unloading of
voc

No changing attributes.

T-80 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-8 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

T-9 Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-ASP 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

r26 Asphalt Operations N/A 60uu-T26 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU No changing attributes.

T26 Asphalt Operations N/A 63AAAAAAA-1 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart
AAAAAAA

No changing attributes.

TK-AD Storage TanksA/essels N/A R5112-9 30 TAC Chapter 115,
Storage of VOCs

No changing attributes.

WHBLRl Boilers/Steam
Generators/Steam
Generating Units

N/A 60DC-WHBLRl 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart Dc No changing attributes.
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Applicable Requirements Summary

1-1 EP R1 111-1 Opacity 30 TAC Chapter
111, Visible
Emissions

S 111.111(aX1XA)
S 111.111(aX1)(E)

Visible emissions from any
stationary vent shall not
exceed an opacity of 30%
averaged over a six minute
period.

IGIS 111.111(aXlXF)
*" See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

None None

1-3 EP R1 111-1 Opacity 30 TAC Chapter
111, Visible
Emissions

S 111.111(a)(1)(A)

S 111.111(aXlXE)
Visible emissions from any
stationary vent shall not
exceed an opacity of 30%
averaged over a six minute
period.

IGIS 111.111(aXlXF)
** See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

None None

BLR5 EU 60DC-
BLRS

PM 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Dc

S 60.40c(a) This subpart applies to
each steam generating unit
constructed, reconstructed,
or modified after 6/9/89
and that has a maximum
design heat input capacity
of 2.9-29 megawatts (MW).

None S 60.48c(gX1)
S 60.48c(gX2)
S 60.48c(g)(3)
S 60.48c(i)

IGIS 60.48c(a)

S 60.48c(l)

BLR5 EU 60DC.
BLR5

PM
(Opacity)

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Dc

$ 60.40c(a) This subpart applies to
each steam generating unit
constructed, reconstructed,
or modified after 6/9/89
and that has a maximum
design heat input capacity
of 2.9-29 megawatts (MW).

None S 60.48c(s)(1)
S 60.48c(g)(2)
S 60.48c(gx3)
$ 60.48c(i)

IGIS 60.48c(a)
$ 60.a8co

BLRS EU 60DC-
BLR5

Soz 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Dc

S 60.40c(a) This subpart applies to
each steam generating unit
constructed, reconstructed,
or modified after 6/9/89
and that has a maximum
design heat input capacig
ot 2.9-29 megawatts (MW).

None S 60.48c(gx1)
S 60.48c(g)(2)
S 60.48c(sx3)
$ 60.48c(i)

IGIS 60.48c(a)
S 60.48c(j)

cooLl EP R1 111-'l Opacity 30 TAC Chapter
'I 1'1, Visible
Emissions

S 111.111(a)(1XA)

S 111.111(a)(1XE)
Visible emissions from any
stationary vent shall not
exceed an opacity of 30%
averaged over a six minute
period.

[G]S 111.111(a)(1)(F)* See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

None None
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Applicable Requirements Summary

$ 63.1 1 s62(a)(1 )(i)-
Table 3.'l

S 63.11562(aX1Xi)-
Table3.2
S 63.1 1 s62(aX1 )(i)-
Table 3.3

S 63.1 1562(aX1 Xi)-
Table 3.4

S 63.11562(a)(1Xi)-
Table 3.5
S 63.11562(aX2Xi)-
Table 4.1

$ 63.1 I 562(g)
lcls 63.11s62(i)
lcls 63.11563(d)

IGIS 63.11564(c) S 63.1 1564(a)(1)
$ 63.1 1 s64(a)(2)

S 63.1 1 564(aX4)

S 63.1 1 564(a)(5)
lcls 63.1 1 s64(b)

40 CFR Part 63,
Subpart AAAAAAA

$ 63.'l 1 56'l (a)-Table
1.1.b

For asphalt processing
operations, the owner or
operator shall limit PM
emissions to 1.2 lb/ton of
asphalt charged to the
blowing stills.

63AAAAA
AA-1

s 63.11562(b)(1Xi)-
Table 3.1

s 63.1 1 562(bX1 Xi)-
Table 3.2
s 63.1 1 562(b)(1 )(D-
Table 3.3

s 63.11562(b)(1Xi)-
Table 3.4

s 63.1 1562(b)(1 Xi)-
Table 3.5

s 63.11562(bX3Xi)-
Table 4.2

s 63.1 I 562(bx3)(i)-
Table 4.3
$ 63.1 1 562(g)
IGIS 63.11562(i)
S 63.1 1 563(a)
IGIS 63.1 1 s63(b)
IGIS 63.11563(c)
[G]$ 63.11563(e)
s 63.1 1563(0

s 63.1 1 563(i)

IGIS 63.1 1 564(c) S 63.1 1 564(a)(1 )
S 63.1 1 564(aX2)
S 63.1 1564(aX4)

S 63.1 1 564(a)(5)

40 CFR Part 63,
Subpart AAAAAAA

$ 63.11561(b)-Table
2.3.b

For asphalt roofing
manufacfuring lines, the
owner or operator shall
limit PM emissions to 0.36
lb/ton of asphalt roofing
product manufactured.

63AAAAA
AA-2
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Applicable Requirements Summary

LINE3 EU 60uu-3 PM 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

s 60.472(bX3) On/after the $60.8(b) tests,
no blowing still shall
discharge PM in excess of
0.60 kg of particulate/
megagram of asphalt
charged to the still during
blowing without a catalyst.

s 60.47s(d)
s 60.474(b)

$ 60.474(c)(1)
$ 60.474(c)(2)
tcl$ 60.474(c)(4)
** See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

s 60.473(d) s 60.473(d)

LINE3 EU 60uu-3 PM
(Opacity)

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

s 60.472(b)(5) No blowing still shall
discharge gases with
opacity > 0% unless
opacity limit for the blowing
still when fuel oil is used to
fire the afterburner has
been established in
accordance with
s60.474(k).

s 60.473(d)
s 60.474(b)
$ 60.474(c)(5)
** See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

s 60.473(d) s 60.473(d)

LINE3 EU 60uu-3 PM
(Opacity)

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

s 60.472(d) Within 60 days of
maximum production rate,
but not later than 1 80 days
after initial startup,mineral
handling and storage
facility shall not discharge
emissions with opacity >

1% into the atmosphere.

S 60.473(c)

s 60.473(d)
s 60.474(b)
$ 60.474(c)(5)
** See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

s 60.473(d) $ 60.473(c)

s 60.473(d)

LINE3 EU 60uu-3 PM
(Opacity)

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

S 60.472(a)(2)
S 60.472(a)(3)

On/afier the $60.8(b) tests,
no saturator shall
discharge exhaust gases
with opacity greater than
20 percent into the
atmosphere.

s 60.473(d)
$ 60.474(a)

$ 60.474(a)(3)
s 60.474(b)

S 60.474(cXs)
s 60.474(d)
** See Perlodic
Monitoring Summary

s 60.473(d) s 60.473(d)
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Applicable Requirements Summary

LINE3 EU 60uu-3 PM
(Opacity)

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

5 60.472(c) Within 60 days of
maximum production rate,
but not later than 1 80 days
after initial startup, asphalt
storage tank exhaust
gases shall not discharge
opacity > 0%, except as
specified.

s 60.473(d)
s 60.474(b)

S 60.474(c)(5)
** See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

s 60.473(d) s 60.473(d)

LINE3 EU 60uu-4 PM 40 CFR Part 50,
Subpart UU

s 60.472(b)(3) On/after the $60.8(b) tests,
no blowing still shall
discharge PM in excess of
0.60 kg of particulate/
megagram of asphalt
charged to the still during
blowing without a catalyst.

s 60.473(d)

s 60.474(b)

S 60.474(c)(1)
5 60.474(cX2)
lGIS 60.474(cX4)
** See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

s 60.473(d) s 60.473(d)

LINE3 EU 60uu-4 PM
(Opacity)

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

S 60.472(aX2)
S 60.472(a)(3)

On/after the $60.8(b) tests,
no saturator shall
discharge exhaust gases
with opacity greater than
20 percent into the
atmosphere.

s 60.473(d)

$ 60.474(a)

S 60.474(aX3)
s 60.474(b)
$ 60.474(c)(s)
s 60.474(d)
*'See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

s 60.473(d) s 60.473(d)

LINE3 EU 60uu-4 PM
(Opacity)

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

s 60.472(bX5) No blowing still shall
discharge gases with
opacity > 0% unless
opacity limit for the blowing
still when fuel oil is used to
fire the afterburner has
been established in
accordance with

s60.474(k).

s 60.473(d)
s 60.474(b)

S 60.474(cX5)* See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

s 60.473(d) s 60.473(d)
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Applicable Requirements Summary

LINE3 EU 60uu-4 PM
(Opacity)

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

S 60.a72(c) \Mthin 60 days of
maximum production rate,
but not later than 180 days
after initial startup, asphalt
storage tank exhaust
gases shall not discharge
opacity > 0%, except as
specified.

s 60.473(d)
s 60.474(b)

$ 60.474(c)(5)
** See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

s 60.473(d) s 60.473(d)

LINE3 EU 6OUU4 PM
(Opacity)

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

s 60.472(d) Within 60 days of
maximum production rate,
but not later than 1 80 days
after initial startup,mineral
handling and storage
facility shall not discharge
emissions with opacity >

1o/o inlo the atmosphere.

S 60.473(c)

s 60.473(d)

s 60.474(b)
S 60.474(cXs)
** See Periodic
Monitoring Summary

s 60.473(d) S 60.473(c)

s 60.473(d)

LINE3 EU 63AAAAA
AA-1

PM 40 CFR Part 63,
Subpart AAAAAAA

$ 63.11561(a)-Table
1.1.b

For asphalt processing
operations, the owner or
operator shall limit PM
emissions to 1.2 lblton of
asphalt charged to the
blowing stills.

S 63.11562(aX1Xi)-
Table 3.1

$ 63.11562(a)(1)(i)-
Table 3.2
$ 63.11562(a)(1)(i)-
Table 3.3
$ 63.11562(a)(1)(i)-
Table 3.4
S 63.11562(a)(1Xi)-
Table 3.5
S 63.11562(aX2Xi)-
Table 4.1

S 63.1 1562(g)
lcls 63.11562(i)
$ 63.1 1563(a)
IGIS 63.11563(d)
s 63.11563(i)

IGIS 63.1156a(c) $ 63.1 1 554(a)(1 )

$ 63.1 1 564(a)(2)
S 63.1 1564(aX4)
5 63.1 1 564(a)(5)
IGIS 63.11564(b)
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Applicable Requirements Summary

LINE3 EU 63MAAA
AA-2

PM 40 CFR Part 63,
Subpart AAAAAAA

$ 63.1 1 561 (b)-Table
2.3.b

For asphalt roofing
manufacturing lines, the
owner or operator shall
limit PM emissions to 0.36
lb/ton of asphalt roofing
product manufactured.

s 63.11s62(bxlXD-
Table 3.1

s 63.1 1562(b)(1)(i)-
Table 3.2
s 63.1 1 562(bxl XD-
Table 3.3

s 63.1 1 s62(b)(1 )(i)-
Table 3"4

s 63.1 1562(bX1Xi)-
Table 3.5
s 63.1 1 562(bX3XD-
Table 4.2

s 63.1 1 562(b)(3)(i)-
Table 4.3
S 63.1 1s62(s)
IGIS 63.11562(D

S 63.1 I 563(a)
IGIS 63.11563(b)
lGlS 63.11s63(c)
IGIS 63.11563(e)
s 63.1 1563(f)

s 63.1 1 s63(D

[G]$ 63.1 1 s64(c) S 63.1 1 564(a)(1 )

S 63.1 1 564(aX2)

S 63.11564(a)(4)
$ 63.1 1 564(a)(5)

SEALAP EP R51 12-
SLAP

voc 30 TAC Chapter
1 15, Vent Gas
Controls

S 115.127(a)(2XA)
[G]$ 115.122(a)(4)
$ 115.127(a)(2)

A vent gas stream having
a combined weight of
volatile organic
compounds (VOC) equal
to or less than 100 pounds
in any continuous 24-hour
period is exempt from

Sl 15.1 21 (aX1) of this title.

lcls 11s.125

s 115.126(2)
s 115.126
s 115.126(2)

s 11s.126(4)

None

T-1 EU R51 1 2-
ASP

voc 30 TAC Chapter
1 1 5, Storage of
VOCs

S 115.111(a)(1) Except as provided in $
115.118, astoragetank
storing VOC with a true
vapor pressure less than
'1.5 psia is exempt from the
requirements of this
division.

IGIS 115.117 S 115.118(aX1)

$ 115.118(a)(5)

S 115.118(aX7)

None
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Statement of Basis of the Federal Operating Permit

Building Materials lnvestment Corporation

Site Name: GAF Materials
Area Name: Dallas Plant

Physical Location: 2600 Singleton Blvd
Nearest City: Dallas

County: Dallas

Permit Number: 02771
Project Type: Renewal

The North American lndustry Classification System (NAICS) Code: 324122
NAICS Name: Asphalt Shingle and Coating Materials Manufacturing

This Statement of Basis sets forth the legal and factual basis for the draft permit conditions in accordance with 30 TAC
5122.201(a)(4). Per 30 TAC SS 122.241 and243, the permit holder has submitted an application under $ 122.134for
permit renewal. This document includes the following information:

A description of the facility/area process description;
A basis for applying permit shields;
A list of the federal regulatory applicability determinations;
A table listing the determination of applicable requirements;
A list of the New Source Review Requirements;
The rationale for periodic monitoring methods selected;
A compliance status; and
A list of available unit attribute forms.

Prepared on: December 30, 2020



Operating Permit
Basis of Determination

Permit Area Process DescriPtion
The Dallas facility manufactures asphalt shingles for the roofing industry. ln the manufacture of asphalt roofing products,

a dry non-woven fiberglass mat is fed into the roofing machine from an unwind stand. A mechanical splicer and an

accumulator are proviled so that the rolls can be fed in sequence by splicing without interruption of the operation. The

unwind stand and the accumulator are vented to a dust collector.

The fiberglass mat is next carried through the coating section, where coating asphalt mixed with stabilizer (limestone) is

applied td notn surfaces of the mat. This section of the machine is vented to an electrostatic precipitator.

The coating section is immediately followed by the surfacing section. ln the surfacing area, ceramic colored granules are

blended ani dropped in proper sequence onto the coated web and embedded. The back surface of the sheet is sprinkled

with sand to prevent it from adhering to rolls and itself in the flnished package. This area is vented through an assortment

of hooded plck-ups to a dust collector.

The hot sheet, now with a mineralized surface, then goes into the cooling section of the machine. Cooling is achieved by

passing the web over a series of water cooled drums, through water mist sprays and between air jets. lt is then

accumulated in festoons in the looper section of the machine to provide surge capacity required prior to cutting. Vapors in

these areas are vented to the atmosphere. Self-seal striping dots are applied, and the sheet is cut into shingles and

automatically packaged.

FOPs at Site

The ,,application area" consists of the emission units and that portion of the site included in the application and this permit.

Multiple'FOps may be issued to a site in accordance with 30 TAC $ 122.201(e), Wnel there is only one area for the site,

tnen ine application information and permit will include all units at the site. Additional FOPs that exist at the site, if any,

are listed below.

Additional FOPs: None

Major Source Pollutants

The table below specifies the pollutants for which the site is a major source:

Reading State of Texas's Federal Operating Permit

The Tifle V Federal Operating Permit (FOP) lists all state and federal air emission regulations and New Source Review

(NSR) authorizations (cottectively known as "applicable requirements") that apply at a particular site or permit area (in the

event'a site has multiple FOPs).-The FOP does not authorize new emissions or new construction activities. The

FOp begins with an introductory page which is common to all Title V permits. This page gives the details of the company,

states tlie authority of the issuing agency, requires the company to operate in accordance with this permit and 30 Texas

Administrative Code (TAC) Chaptei 122, requies adherence with NSR requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 116, and finally

indicates the permit number and the issuance date.

This is followed by the table of contents, which is generally composed of the following elements. Not all permits will have

all of the elements.

. GeneralTerms and Conditions

. SpecialTerms and Conditions
o Emissions Limitations and Standards, Monitoring and Testing, and Recordkeeping and Reporting
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o Additional Monitoring Requirements
o New Source Review Authorization Requirements
o ComplianceRequirements
o Protection of Stratosphere Ozone
o Permit Location
o Permit Shield (30 TAC S 122.148)

o Attachmentso Applicable 
ffiXffiTflts 

summary

. Applicable Requirements Summary
o Additional Monitoring Requirements
o Permit Shield
o New Source Review Authorization References
o Compliance Plan
o AlternativeRequirements

. Appendix A
o Acronym list

General Terms and Conditions

The GeneralTerms and Conditions are the same and appear in all permits. The first paragraph lists the specific citations
for 30 TAC Chapter 122 requirements that apply to all Title V permit holders. The second paragraph describes the
requirements for record retention. The third paragraph provides details for voiding the permit, if applicable. The fourth
paragraph states that the permit holder shall comply with the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 116 by obtaining a New
Source Review authorization prior to new construction or modification of emission units located in the area covered by this
permit. The fifth paragraph provides details on submission of reports required by the permit.

Special Terms and Conditions

Emissions Limitations and Standards, Monitoring and Testing, and Recordkeeping and Reporting. The TCEQ has
designated certain applicable requirements as site-wide requirements. A site-wide requirement is a requirement that
applies uniformly to all the units or activities at the site. Units with only site-wide requirements are addressed on Form
OP-REQ1 and are not required to be listed separately on an OP-UA Form or Form OP-SUM. Form OP-SUM must list all
units addressed in the application and provide identifying information, applicable OP-UA Forms, and preconstruction
authorizations. The various OP-UA Forms provide the characteristics of each unit from which applicable requirements are
established. Some exceptions exist as a few units may have both site-wide requirements and unit specific requirements.

Other conditions. The other entries under special terms and conditions are in general terms referring to compliance with
the more detailed data listed in the attachments.

Attachments

Applicable Requirements Summary. The first attachment, the Applicable Requirements Summary, has two tables,
addressing unit specific requirements. The first table, the Unit Summary, includes a list of units with applicable
requirements, the unit type, the applicable regulation, and the requirement driver. The intent of the requirement driver is to
inform the reader that a given unit may have several different operating scenarios and the differences between those
operating scenarios.

The applicable requirements summary table provides the detailed citations of the rules that apply to the various units. For
each unit and operating scenario, there is an added modifier called the "index number," detailed citations specifying
monitoring and testing requirements, recordkeeping requirements, and reporting requirements. The data for this table is
based on data supplied by the applicant on the OP-SUM and various OP-UA forms.

Additional Monitoring Requirement. The next attachment includes additional monitoring the applicant must perform to
ensure compliance with the applicable standard. Compliance assurance monitoring (CAM) is often required to provide a
reasonable assurance of compliance with applicable emission limitations/standards for large emission units that use
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control devices to achieve compliance with applicant requirements. When necessary, periodic monitoring (PM)

requirements are specified for certain parameters (i.e. feed rates, flow rates, temperature, fuel type and consumption,

etc.) to determine ii a term and condition or emission unit is operating within specified limits to control emissions. These

aOditional monitoring approaches may be required for two reasons. First, the applicable rules do not adequately specify

monitoring requiremLnis (exception- Maximum Achievable Control Technology Standards (MACTs) generally have

sufficientinonitoring), and second, monitoring may be required to fillgaps in the monitoring requirements of certain

applicable requirements. ln situations where the NSR permit is the applicable requirement requiring extra monitoring for a

sbfcinc emission unit, the preferred solution is to have the monitoring requirements in the NSR permit updated so that all

NSR requirements are consolidated in the NSR permit.

permit Shield. A permit may or may not have a permit shield, depending on whether an applicant has applied for, and

justified the granting of, a permit shield. A permit shield is a special condition included in the permit document stating that

tompliance witn tnJ condiiions of the permit shall be deemed compliance with the specified potentially applicable

requirement(s) or specified applicable state-on ly requirement(s).

New Source Review Authorization References. All activities which are related to emissions in the state of Texas must

have a NSR authorization prior to beginning construction. This section lists all units in the permit and the NSR

authorization that allowed the unit to be constructed or modified. Units that do not have unit specific applicable

requirements other than the NSR authorization do not need to be listed in this attachment. \flhile NSR permits are not

physically a part of the Tifle V permit, they are legally incorporated into the Title V permit by reference. Those NSR

ieimits ,i,noie emissions exceed certain PSD/NA thresholds must also undergo a Federal review of federally regulated

pollutants in addition to review for state regulated pollutants.

Compliance plan. A permit may have a compliance schedule attachment for listing corrective actions plans for any

emission unit that is out of compliance with an applicable requirement.

Alternative Requirements. This attachment will list any alternative monitoring plans or alternative means of compliance for

applicable requirements that have been approved by the EPA Administrator and/or the TCEQ Executive Director.

Appendix A

Acronym list. This attachment lists the common acronyms used when discussing the FOPs'

Stationary vents subject to 30 TAC Chapter 111 , Subchapter A, S 1 11.1 I 1(aXlXB) addressed in the Special Terms

and Conditions

The site contains stationary vents with a flowrate less than 100,000 actual cubic feet per minute (acfm) and constructed

after January 31, 1972 which are limited, over a six-minute average, to 20% ogac]ty as required by 30 TAC $
111.111(axi XB). As a site may have a large number of stationary vents that fall into this category, they a1e not required

to be listed'individually in the permit's Applilable Requirement Summary. This is consistent with EPA's White Paper for

Streamlined Development of iart 70 Permit Applications, July 10, 1995, that states that requirements that apply identically

to emission units at a site can be treated on a generic basis such as source-wide opacity limits.

periodic monitoring is specified in Special Term and Condition 3 for stationary vents subject to 30 TAC $ 111.111(a)(1XB)

to verify complianCe wlth the 2Oo/o opacit! limit. These vents are not expected to produce visible emissions during normal

operati'on. The TCEa evaluated the pro-bability of these sources violating the opacity standards and determined that there

is a very low potential that an opacity standard would be exceeded. lt was determined that continuous monitoring for

these sources is not warranted as there would be very limited environmental benefit in continuously monitoring sources

that have a low potential to produce visible emissions. Therefore, the TCEQ set the visible observation monitoring

frequency for these sources to once per calendar quarter'

The TCEq has exempted vents that are not capable of producing visible emissions from periodic monitoring

requirements. These vents include sources of colorless VOCs, non-fuming liquids, and other materials that cannot

produce emissions that obstruct the transmission of light. Passive ventilation vents, such as plumbing vents, are also

included in this category. Since this category of vents are not capable of producing opacity due to the physical or
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chemical characteristics of the emission source, periodic monitoring is not required as it would not yield any additional
data to assure compliance with the 20o/o opacity standard of 30 TAC S 1 1 1 .1 1 1(a)(1)(B).

ln the event that visible emissions are detected, either through the quarterly observation or other credible evidence, such
as observations from company personnel, the permit holder shall either report a deviation or perform a Test Method 9
observation to determine the opacity consistent with the 6-minute averaging time specified in 30 TAC S 111.111(aX1XB).
An additional provision is included to monitor combustion sources more frequently than quarterly if alternate fuels are
burned for periods greater lhan 24 consecutive hours. This will address possible emissions that may arise when
switching fueltypes.

Stationary Vents subject to 30 TAC Ghapter 111 not addressed in the SpecialTerms and Gonditions

All other stationary vents subject to 30 TAC Chapter 111 not covered in the Special Terms and Conditions are listed in the
permit's Applicable Requirement Summary. The basis for the applicability determinations for these vents are listed in the
Determination of Applicable Requirements table.

Federa! Reg ulatory Applicability Determinations

The following chart summarizes the applicability of the principal air pollution regulatory programs to the permit area:

Regulatory Program Applicability
(YeslNo)

Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) No

Nonattainment New Source Review (NNSR) No

Minor NSR Yes

40 CFR Part 60 - New Source Performance Standards Yes

40 CFR Part 61 - National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS)

No

40 CFR Part 63 - NESHAPS for Source Categories Yes

Title lV (Acid Rain) of the Clean Air Act (CAA) No

Title V (Federal Operating Permits) of the CAA Yes

Title Vl (Stratospheric Ozone Protection) of the CAA No

CSAPR (Cross-State Air Pollution Rule) No

Federal lmplementation Plan for Regional Haze (Texas SOz
Trading Program)

No

Basis for Applying Permit Shields

An operating permit applicant has the opportunity to specifically request a permit shield to document that specific
applicable requirements do not apply to emission units in the permit. A permit shield is a special condition stating that
compliance with the conditions of the permit shall be deemed compliance with the specified potentially applicable
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requirements or specified potentially applicable state-only requirements. A permit shield has been requested in the

application for specific emission units.'For the permit shield requests that have been approved, the basis of determination

for regulations that the owner/operator need not comply with are located in the "Permit Shield" attachment of the permit.

lnsignificant Activities and Emission Units

ln general, units not meeting the criteria for inclusion on either Form OP-SUM or Form OP-REQ1 are not required to be

adlressed in the operating [ermit application. Examples of these types of units include, but are not limited to, the

following:

De Minimis Sources

1. Sources identified in the "De Minimis Facilities or Sources" list maintained by TCEQ. The list is available at

https://www.tceq.texas. gov/permitti ng/airlnewsourcereview/de-min imis. html.

Miscellaneous Sources

Z. Office activities such as photocopying, blueprint copying, and photographic processes.

3. Outdoor barbecue pits, campfires, and fireplaces.
4. Storage and handling of sealed portable containers, cylinders, or sealed drums.

5. Vehicle exhaust from maintenance or repair shops.
6 Storage and use of non-VOC products or equipment for maintaining motor vehicles operated at the site (including

but not limited to, antifreeze and fuel additives).

7. Air contaminant detectors and recorders, combustion controllers and shut-off devices, product analyzers,

laboratory analyzers, continuous emissions monitors, other analyzers and monitors, and emissions associated

with sampling activities. Exception to this category includes sampling activities that are deemed fugitive emissions

and under a regulatory leak detection and repair program
g. Steam vents, Jteam leaks, and steam safety relief valves, provided the steam (or boiler feedwater) has not

contacted other materials or fluids containing regulated air pollutants other than boiler water treatment chemicals'

g. Storage of water that has not contacted other materials or fluids containing regulated air pollutants other than

boiler water treatment chemicals.
10. Wellcellars.
11. Fire or emergency response equipment and training, including but not limited to, use of fire control equipment

including eqiipm6nt testing and tiaining, and open burning of materials or fuels associated with firefighting

training.
12. Equipment used exclusively for the melting or application of wax.

13. lnstrumentsystems utilizin! air, naturalgal, nitrogen, oxygen, carbon dioxide, helium, neon, argon, krypton, and

xenon.
14. Battery recharging areas.

Sources Authorized by 30 TAC Chapter 106, Permits by Rule

1S. Sources authorized by g106.102: Combustion units designed and used exclusively for comfort heating purposes

employing liquid petroleum gas, natural gas, solid wood, or distillate fuel oil.

16. Sources authorized by 5106.122: Bench scale laboratory equipment and laboratory equipment used exclusively

for chemicat anO pnysicll analysis, including but not limited to, assorted vacuum producing devices and

laboratory fume hoods.
17 . Sources authorized by g106.1a1 : Batch mixers with rated capacity of 27 cubic feet or less for mixing cement,

sand, aggregate, lime, gypsum, additives, and/or water to produce concrete, grout, stucco, mortar, or other similar

products.
1g. Sources authorized by g106.143: Wet sand and gravel production facilities that obtain materialfrom subterranean

and subaqueous bedi wnere the deposits of sand and gravel are consolidated granular materials resulting from

natural disintegration of rock and stone and have a production rate of 500 tons per hour or less.

1g. Sources autho-rized by g106.148: Railcar or truck unloading of wet sand, gravel, aggregate, coal, lignite, and

scrap iron or scrap st6el lOut not including metal ores, metal oxides, battery parts, or fine dry materials) into trucks

or other railcars for transportation to other locations.
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20. Sources authorized by $106.149: Sand and gravel production facilities that obtain material from deposits of sand
and gravel consisting of natural disintegration of rock and stone, provided that crushing or breaking operations are
not used and no blasting is conducted to obtain the material.

21. Sources authorized by $106.161: Animalfeeding operations which confine animals in numbers specified and any
associated on-site feed handling and/or feed millings operations, not including caged laying and caged pullet
operations.

22. Sources authorized by $106.162: Livestock auction sales facilities.
23. Sources authorized by $106.163: All animal racing facilities, domestic animal shelters, zoos, and their associated

confinement areas, stables, feeding areas, and waste collection and treatment facilities, other than incineration
units.

24. Sources authorized by $106.229: Equipment used exclusively for the dyeing or stripping of textiles.
25. Sources authorized by $106.2a1:Any facility where animals or poultry are slaughtered and prepared for human

consumption provided that waste products such as blood, offal, and feathers are stored in such a manner as to
prevent the creation of a nuisance condition and these waste products are removed from the premises daily or
stored under refrigeration.

26. Sources authorized by $106.242: Equipment used in eating establishments for the purpose of preparing food for
human consumption.

27 . Sources authorized by $106.243: Smokehouses in which the maximum horizontal inside cross-sectional area
does not exceed 100 square feet.

28. Sources authorized by $106.244: Ovens, mixers, blenders, barbecue pits, and cookers if the products are edible
and intended for human consumption.

29. Sources authorized by $106.266: Vacuum cleaning systems used exclusively for industrial, commercial, or
residential housekeeping purposes.

30. Sources authorized by $106.301: Aqueous fertilizer storage tanks.
31. Sources authorized by $106.313: All closed tumblers used for the cleaning or deburring of metal products without

abrasive blasting, and all open tumblers with a batch capacity of 1,000 lbs. or less.
32. Sources authorized by $106.316: Equipment used for inspection of metal products.
33. Sources authorized by $106.317: Equipment used exclusively for rolling, forging, pressing, drawing, spinning, or

extruding either hot or cold metals by some mechanical means.
34. Sources authorized by $106.318: Die casting machines.
35. Sources authorized by $106.319: Foundry sand mold forming equipment to which no heat is applied.
36. Sources authorized by $106.331: Equipment used exclusively to package pharmaceuticals and cosmetics or to

coat pharmaceutical tablets.
37 . Sources authorized by $106.333: Equipment used exclusively for the mixing and blending of materials at ambient

temperature to make water-based adhesives.
38. Sources authorized by $106.372: Any air separation or other industrial gas production, storage, or packaging

facility. lndustrialgases, for purposes of this list, include only oxygen, nitrogen, helium, neon, argon, krypton, and
xenon.

39. Sources authorized by $106.391: Presses used for the curing of rubber products and plastic products.
40. Sources authorized by $106.394: Equipment used for compression molding and injection molding of plastics.
41. Sources authorized by $106.414: Equipment used exclusively for the packaging of lubricants or greases.
42. Sources authorized by $106.a15: Laundry dryers, extractors, and tumblers used for fabrics cleaned with water

solutions of bleach or detergents.
43. Sources authorized by $106.a31: Equipment used exclusively to mill or grind coatings and molding compounds

where all materials charged are in paste form.
44. Sources authorized by $106.a32: Containers, reservoirs, or tanks used exclusively for dipping operations for

coating objects with oils, waxes, or greases where no organic solvents, diluents, or thinners are used; or dipping
operations for applying coatings of natural or synthetic resins which contain no organic solvents.

45. Sources authorized by $106.451: Blast cleaning equipment using a suspension of abrasives in water.
46. Sources authorized by $106.a53: Equipment used for washing or drying products fabricated from metal or glass,

provided no volatile organic materials are used in the process and no oil or solid fuel is burned.
47. Sources authorized by $106.471: Equipment used exclusively to store or hold dry naturalgas.
48. Sources authorized by $106.531: Sewage treatment facilities, excluding combustion or incineration equipment,

land farms, or grease trap waste handling or treatment facilities.
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Determination of APPlicable

o
Requirements

The tables below include the applicability determinations for the emission units, the index numbe(s)where applicable,

and all relevant unit attribute iniormation used to form the basis of the applicability determination. The unit attribute

information is a description of the physical properties of an emission unit which is used to determine the requirements to

which the permit holder must comply. For moie information about the descriptions of the unit attributes specific Unit

Attribute Forms may be viewed at www.tceq.texas.gov/permitting/airlnav/air-all-ua-forms.html.

A list of unit attribute forms is included at the end of this document. Some examples of unit attributes include construction

date; product stored in a tank; boiler fuel type; etc. Generally, multiple attributes are needed to determine the

iequir'ements for a given emission unit and'index number. The table below lists these attributes in the column entitled
,,Basis of Determination." Attributes that demonstrate that an applicable requirement applies willte the factual basis for

the specific citations in an applicable requirement that apply to a unit for that index number. The TCEQ Air Permits

Division has developed flowc'harts for determining applicaOitlty of state and federal regulations based on the unit attribute

information in a Decision Support System (DSS). These flowcharts can be accessed via the internet at

www.tceq.texas.gov/permittihllairln'avlair_suppbrtsys.html. The Air Permits Division staff may also be contacted for

assistance at (512) 239-1250.

The attributes for each unit and corresponding index number provide the basis for determining the specific legal citations

in an appticable requirement that apply, incluJing emission limitations or standards, monitoring, recordkeeping, and

reportind. The rules were found to'apbry or not apply by using the unit attributes as answers to decision questions found

in the flowcharts of the DSS. Some additional attri'butei inoiclte which legal citations of a rule apply. The legal citations

that apply to each emission unit may be found in the Applicable Requiremells Summary table of the draft.permit. There

,ry n" some entries or rows of uniis and rules not found in the permit, or if the permit contains a permit shield, repeated

in ine permit shield area. These are sets of attributes that describe negative applicability, or; in other words, the reason

why a potentially applicable requirement does not apply.

lf applicability determinations have been made which differ from the available flowcharts, an explanation of the decisions

invotveo in the applicability determination is specified in the column "Changes and Exceptions to RRT.' lf there were no

exceptions to the DSS, then this column has been removed'

The draft permit includes all emission limitations or standards, monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting required by each

applicable requirement. lf an applicable requirement does not require monitoring, recordkeeping, or reporting, the word
,,None,, will appear in tne Appliiable Requirements Summary table lf additional periodic monitoring is req,uired for an

applicable requirement, it wiil be explained in detail in the portion of this document entitled "Rationale for Compliance

Assurance Monitoring (cAMy Periodic Monitoring Methods selected."

When attributes demonstrate that a unit is not subject to an applicable requirement, the applicant may request a permit

shield for those items. The portion of this document entitled "'Basis for Applying Permit Shields" specifies which units, if

any, have a permit shield.

Operational FlexibilitY

\Men an emission unit has multiple operating scenarios, it will have a different index number associated with each

operating condition. This means that units aie permitted to operate under multiple operating conditions. The applicable

requiremints for each operating condition are determined by a unique set of unit attributes. For example, a tank may

store two different products at d'ifferent points in time. The tank may, therefore, need to comply with two distinct sets of

requirements, depending on the produci that is stored. Both sets of requirements are included in the permit, so that the

permit holder may store either product in the tank.
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Determination of Applicable Requirements

30 TAC Chapter
'l 11, Visible
Emissions

R1 111-1 Alternate Opacity Limitation = Not complying with an alternate opacity limit under 30
TAC S 111.113.

Vent Source = The source of the vent is not a steam generator fired by solid fossil fuel,
oil or a mixture of oil and gas and is not a catalyst regenerator for a fluid bed catalytic
cracking unit.

Opacity Monitoring System = Optical instrument capable of measuring the opacity of
emissions is not installed in the vent or optical instrumentation does not meet the
requirements of $ 1 1 1 .'l 1 1(a)(1)(D), or the vent stream does not qualify for the
exemption in $ 111.111(a)(3).

Construction Date = On or before January 31, 1972

Effluent Flow Rate = Effluent flow rate is less than 100,000 actual cubic feet per minute.

30 TAC Chapter
'1 11, Visible
Emissions

R1111-'l Alternate Opacity Limitation = Not complying with an alternate opacity limit under 30
TACS 111.113.

Vent Source = The source of the vent is not a steam generator fired by solid fossil fuel,
oil or a mixture of oil and gas and is not a catalyst regenerator for a fluid bed catalytic
cracking unit.

Opacity Monitoring System = Optical instrument capable of measuring the opacity of
emissions is not installed in the vent or optical instrumentation does not meet the
requirements.of S 111.11 1(aX1XD), or the vent stream does not qualify for the
exemption in S 111.111(aX3).

Construc{ion Date = On or before January 31, '1972

Effluent Flow Rate = Effluent flow rate is less than 100,000 actual cubic feet per minute.
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Changes and Exceptions to DSS*"Basis of Determination*

Construction/Modification Date = After February 28' 2005.

Maximum Design Heat lnput Capacity = Maximum design heat input capacity is greater

than or equal to 1 o MMBtu/hr (2.9 M\ 0 but less than or equal to 100 MMBtU (29 MW.

other Subparts = The facility is not covered under 40 cFR Part 60, Subparts MAA or

KKKK, or under an approved state or Federal section 1'11(d)1129 plan implementing

40 CFR Part 60, Subpart BBBB.

Heat lnput Capacity = Heat input capacity is greater than 10 MMBtu/hr (2'9 MVO but

less than 30 MMBtu/hr (8.7 MW.

D-Series Fuel Type = Natural gas.

ACF Option - SOz - Other ACF or no ACF.

ACF Option - PM = OtherACF or no ACF.

30% Coal Duct Burner = The facility does not combust coal in a duct burner as part of a

combined cycle system; or more than 30% of the heat is from combustion of coal and

less than 70% is from exhaust gases entering the duct burner.

PM Monitoring Type = No particulate monitoring.

SOz lnlet Monitoring Type = No SO2 monitoring.

r SOz Outlet Monitoring Type = No SO2 monitoring.
I

I Technology Type = None.

60DC-BLRs40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Dc

Alternate Opacity Limitation = Not complying with an alternate opacity limit under 30

TAC S'111.113.

Vent Source = The source of the vent is not a steam generator fired by solid fossil fuel,

oil or a mixture of oil and gas and is not a catalyst regenerator for a fluid bed catalytic
cracking unit.

opacity Monitoring system = optical instrument capable of measuring the opacity of

emissions is not installed in the vent or optical instrumentation does not meet the

requirements of $ 111.1'l 1(a)(1XD), or the vent stream does not qualify for the

exemption in S 111.111(aX3).

Construction Date = On or before January 31' '1972

Effluent Flow Rate = Effluent flow rate is less than 100,000 actual cubic feet per minute.

R1 111-'130 TAC Chapter
1'1 1, Visible
Emissions

cooLl

Construction/Modification Date = On or before June 9, 1989.

Maximum Design Heat lnput Capacity = Maximum design heat input capacity is less

than 10 MMBtu/hr (2.9 MW.
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lndex Number

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

Plant Type = Asphalt roofing plant.

Construction/Modification Date = Construc{ion or modification was commenced on or
before November 8, 1980.

Saturators = The affecled facility contains one or more saturators.

Material Produced/Final Product = Fiberglass shingles.

Emissions Control = High velocity air fiher.

Construction/Modification Date = The saturator was newly constructed before November
18, 1980 and has not been reconstructed since November 18, 1980.

Blowing Still = The affected facility contains a blowing still.

Material Produced = Material other than non-roofing asphalt.

Emissions Control = Afterburner.

Construction/Modification Date = After May 26, 't981 .

Catalyst Added = No catalyst is added to the blowing still.

Fuel Type = Fuel other than fuel oils.

Alternative Opacity Standard = The EPA Administrator has not approved an afternative
opacity standard under 40 CFR S 60.474(9) or no such alternative has been requested.

Storage Tanks = The affected facility contains one or more storage tanks.

Material Stored = Material other than non-roofing asphalt.

Emissions Control = Afterburner.

Construction/Modification Date = After May 26, 1981 .

Mineral Handling/Storage = At least one of the affected facilities include any mineral
handling or storage facilities.

Emissions Control = Control device other than an afterburner, electrostatic precipitator
or high velocity filter.
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Changes and Exceptions to DSS**

Plant Type = Asphalt roofing Plant.

Construction/Modification Date = Construc{ion or modification was commenced on or
before November 8, 1 980.

Saturators = The affecled facility contains one or more saturators

Material Produced/Final Product = Fiberglass shingles.

Emissions Control = Electrostatic precipitator.

Construction/Modification Date = The saturator was newly constructed before November
1 8, 1 980 and has not been reconstructed since November 1 8, 1 980.

Blowing Still = The affected facility contains a blowing still.

Material Produced = Material other than non-roofing asphalt.

Emissions Control = Afterburner.

Construction/Modification Date = After May 26, 1981.

Catalyst Added = No catalyst is added to the blowing still.

Fuel Type = Fuel other than fuel oils.

Alternative Opacity Standard = The EPA Administrator has not approved an alternative

opacity standard under 40 CFR S 60.474(9) or no such alternative has been requested.

Storage Tanks = The affec{ed facili$ contains one or more storage tanks.

Material Stored = Material other than non-roofing asphalt.

Emissions Control = Afterburner.

Construction/Modification Date = After May 26, 1981 .

Mineral Handling/Storage = At least one of the affected facilities include any mineral

handling or storage facilities.

Emissions Control = Control device other than an afterburner, electrostatic precipitator

or high velocity filter.

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

The DSS will not be developed for this regulation'
Citations were determined from an analysis of the
regulation text and the basis of determination.

Unit Operation = asphalt processing operation

The DSS will not be developed for this regulation.
Citations were determined from an analysis of the
regulation text and the basis of determination.

Unit Operation = asphalt roofing manufacturing line

Paoe 12 of 42

of Determination*



40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

Plant Type = Asphalt roofing plant.

Construction/Modification Date = Construc{ion or modification was commenced after
NovemberS,1980.

Saturators = The afiecled facility contains one or more saturators.

Material Produced/Final Product = Fiberglass shingles.

Emissions Control = High velocity air filter.

Construction/Modification Date = The saturator was newly constructed or modified on or
after November 1 8, 1 980.

Blowing Still = The affected facility contains a blowing still.

Material Produced = Material other than non-roofing asphalt.

Emissions Control = Afterburner.

Construc{ion/Modification Date = After May 26, 1981 .

Catalyst Added = No catalyst is added to the blowing still.

Fuel Type = Fuel other than fuel oils.

Alternative Opacity Standard = The EPA Administrator has not approved an alternative
opacity standard under 40 CFR S 60.474(9) or no such alternative has been requested.

Storage Tanks = The affected facility contains one or more storage tanks.

Material Stored = Material other than non-roofing asphalt.

Emissions Control = Afterburner.

Construclion/Modification Date = After May 26, 1981 .

Mineral Handling/Storage = At least one of the affected facilities include any mineral
handling or storage facilities.

Emissions Conirol = Control device other than an afterburner, electrostatic precipitator
or high velocity filter,
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Changes and Exceptions to DSS*"Basis of Determination"

Ptant Type = Asphalt roofing plant.

Construdion/lVlodification Date = Construction or modification was commenced afler
NovemberS,1980.

Saturators = The affected facility contains one or more saturators.

Material Produced/Final Product = Fiberglass shingles.

Emissions Control = Electrostatic precipitator.

Conshuclion/I\Iodification Date = The saturator was newly constructed or modified on or
after November 1 8, 1 980.

Blowing Still = The affected facility contains a blowing still.

Material Produced = Material other than non-roofing asphalt'

Emissions Control = Afterburner.

Construction/Modification Date = After May 26, 1981 .

Catalyst Added = No catalyst is added to the blowing still.

Fuel Type = Fuel other than fuel oils.

Alternative Opacity Standard = The EPA Administrator has not approved an alternative

opacity standard under40 CFR S 60.474(9) or no such alternative has been requested.

Storage Tanks = The affecled facility contains one or more storage tanks.

Material Stored = Material other than non-roofing asphalt'

Emissions Control = Afterburner.

Construdion/Modification Date = After May 26, 1981 .

Mineral Handling/Storage = At least one of the affected facilities include any mineral
handling or storage facilities.

Emissions Control = Control device other than an afterburner, elec{rostatic precipitator
or high velocity filter.

40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

The DSS will not be developed for this regulation.
Citations were determined from an analysis of the
regulation text and the basis of determination.

Unit Operation = asphalt processing operation

The DSS will not be developed for this regulation.
Citations were determined from an analysis of the
regulation text and the basis of determination.

Unit Operation = asphalt roofing manufacturing line

Paoe 14 of 42



Unit lD Regulation lndex Number Basis of Determination" Ghanges and Exceptions to DSS""

SEAI.AP 30 TAC Chapter
1 15, Vent Gas
Controls

R5112-SLAP Chapter 1 15 Division = The vent stream does not originate from a source for which
another Division in 30 TAC Chapter 'l 15 establishes a control requirement, emission
specification, or exemption for that source.

Combustion Exhaust = The vent stream is not from a combustion unit exhaust or the
combustion unit is used as a control device for a vent stream originating from a
noncombustion source subject to 30 TAC Chapter 1 15, Subchapter B, Division 2.

Vent Type = Title 30 TAC Chapter 115, Subchapter B, Vent Gas Control rules are
applicable and the vent is not specifically classified under the rule.

Combined 24-Hour VOC Weight = Combined VOC weight is less than or equal to 100
pounds (45.4 kg).

VOC Concentration = VOC concentration is greater than or equal to 612 ppmv.

VOC Concentration/Emission Rate @ Max Operating Conditions = The VOC
concentration or emission rate is less than the applicable exemption limit at maximum
aclual operating conditions and the alternate recordkeeping requirements of 30 TAC $
'115.126(4) are being selected.

None

T-1 30 TAC Chapter
1 15, Storage of
VOCs

R51 12-ASP Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None

T-1 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

60KB-T1 Product Stored = Volatile organic liquid

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than or equal to 10,600 gallons but less than
19,813 gallons (capacity is greater than 40,000 liters but less than or equal to 75,000
liters)

None

T- 10 30 TAC Chapter
1 1 5, Storage of
VOCs

R51 12-ASP Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an atternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than '1.0 psia

None

T-10 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

60KB-T10 Product Stored = Petroleum liquid (other than petroleum or condensate)

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than or equal to 19,813 gallons but less than
39,890 gallons (capacity is greater than 75,000 liters but less than or equal to 151 ,000
liters)

Maximum True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 2.2 psia

None
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Unit lD Regulation lndex Number Basis of Determination* Changes and Exceptions to DSS"*

T-1 10 30 TAC Chapter
1 1 5, Storage of
VOCs

R51 12-ASP Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 40,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None

T-1 10 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

60KB-T1 1 0 Product Stored = Petroleum liquid (other than petroleum or condensate)

storage capacity = capacity is greater than or equal to 39,890 gallons (151,000 liters)

Maximum True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 0.5 psia

None

T-120 30 TAC Chapter
1 1 5, Storage of
VOCs

R5112.ASP Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and

documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 40,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None

T-120 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

60KB-T120 Product Stored = Petroleum liquid (other than petroleum or condensate)

storage capacity = capacity is greater than or equal to 39,890 gallons (151 ,000 liters)

Maximum True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 0.5 psia

None

T-14 30 TAC Chapter
1 '15, Storage of
VOCs

R51 12-ASP Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliancc with applicable control requirements or exemption

criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 40,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None

7-14 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

60KB-T14 Product Stored = Petroleum liquid (other than pekoleum or condensate)

storage capacity = capacity is greater than or equal to 39,890 gallons (151 ,000 liters)

Maximum True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 0.5 psia

None
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Unit lD Regulation lndex Number Basis of Determination* Changes and Exceptions to DSS**

T-1 5 30 TAC Chapter
1 15, Storage of
VOCs

R5112-ASP Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an atternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 40,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None

T-15 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

60KB-T15 Product Stored = Petroleum liquid (other than petroleum or condensate)

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than or equal to 39,890 gallons (151 ,000 liters)

Maximum True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 0.5 psia

None

T-16 30 TAC Chapter
1 1 5, Storage of
VOCs

R51 12-1 Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Producl Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capactty is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

T-17 30 TAC Chapter
1 1 5, Storage of
VOCs

R5112-2 Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission cpntrols

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None

T-17 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

60KB-T17 Product Stored = Petroleum liquid (other than petroleum or condensate)

Storage Capacity = Capacity is less than 10,600 gallons (40,000 liters)

None

T-18 30 TAC Chapter
115, Storage of
VOCs

R51 't2-3 Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 't,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None
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Unit lD Regulation lndex Number Basis of Determination* Changes and Exceptions to DSS"*

T-18 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

60KB-T18 Product Stored = Petroleum liquid (other than petroleum or condensate)

Storage Capacity = Capacity is less than 10,600 gallons (40,000 liters)

None

T-19 30 TAC Chapter
115, Storage of
VOCs

R5112-4 Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None

1-2 30 TAC Chapter
1 1 5, Storage of
VOCs

R51 ,I2-ASP Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

T-2 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

6OKB-T2 Product Stored = Volatile organic liquid

Storage Capaci$ = Capacity is greater than or equal to 10,600 gallons but less than
19,81 3 gallons (capacity is greater than 40,000 liters but less than or equal to 75,000
liters)

None

T-20 30 TAC Chapter
1 1 5, Storage of
VOCs

R5112-5 Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia
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Unit ID Regulation lndex Number Basis of Determination*

T-21 30 TAC Chapter
1 1 5, Storage of
VOCs

R51'12-6 Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None

r-22 30 TAC Chapter
1 15, Storage of
VOCs

R51 12-SLTK Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an afternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is less than or equal to 1,000 gallons

None

T-22 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

60Kb-SLTK Product Stored = Volatile organic liquid

Storage Capacity = Capacity is less than 10,600 gallons (40,000 liters)

None

T26 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart UU

60uu-T26 Plant Type = Asphalt roofing plant.

Construction/Modification Date = Construction or modification was commenced after
November 8, '1980.

Saturators = The affec{ed facility does not contain saturators.

Blowing Still = The affected facility contains a blowing still.

Material Produced = Material other than non-roofing asphalt.

Emissions Control = Afterburner.

Construction/Modification Date = After May 26, 1981 .

Catalyst Added = No catalyst is added to the blowing still.

Fuel Type = Fuel other than fuel oils.

Alternative Opacity Standard = The EPA Administrator has not approved an alternative
opacity standard under 40 CFR $ 60.474(9) or no such alternative has been requested.

Storage Tanks = The affec{ed facility does not contain one or more storage tanks.

Mineral Handling/Storage = None of the affected facilities include any mineral handling
or storage facilities.

None

T26 40 CFR Part 63,
Subpart
AAAMAA

634,/tututudM-'l Unit Operation = asphalt processing operation The DSS will not be developed for this regulation.
Citations were determined from an analysis of the
regulation text and the basis of determination.
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Unit lD Regulation lndex Number Basis of Determination" Changes and Exceptions to DSS*"

7-41 30 TAC Chapter
115, Loading and
Unloading of VOC

R521 1-1 Chapter 1 15 Facility Type = Facility type other than a gasoline terminal, gasoline bulk
plant, motor vehicle fuel dispensing facility or marine terminal.

Alternate Control Requirement (ACR) = No alternate control requirements are being
utilized.

Product Transferred = Volatile organic compounds other than liquefied petroleum gas
and gasoline.

Transfer Type = Only loading.

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure less than 0.5 psia.

None

T-41 30 TAC Chapter
'l 15, Storage of
VOCs

R5112-7 Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None

T41 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

60KB-T41 Product Stored = Waste mixture of indeterminate or variable composition

Storage Capacity = Capacity is less than 10,600 gallons (40'000 liters)

None

T-8 30 TAC Chapter
1 1 5, Storage of
VOCs

R5112-ASP Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 40,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1,0 psia

None

T-8 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

6OKB-T8 Product Stored = Petroleum liquid (other than petroleum or condensate)

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than or equal to 39,890 gallons (151,000 liters)

Maximum True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 0.5 psia

None

T-80 30 TAC Chapter
1 1 5, Loading and
Unloading of VOC

R5211-2 Chapter 1 15 Facility Type = Facility type other than a gasoline terminal, gasoline bulk
plant, motor vehicle fuel dispensing facility or marine terminal.

Alternate Control Requirement (ACR) = No alternate control requirements are being
utilized.

Product Transferred = Volatile organic compounds other than liquefied petroleum gas
and gasoline.

Transfer Type = Only unloading.

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure less than 0.5 psia.

None

Paoe 20 of 42



Unit lD Regulation lndex Number Basis of Determination* Ghanges and Exceptions to DSS*"

T-80 30 TAC Chapter
1 15, Storage of
VOCs

R51 12-8 Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compllance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None

T-80 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

60KB-T80 Product Stored = Petroleum liquid (other than petroleum or condensate)

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than or equal to 19,8'13 gallons but less than
39,890 gallons (capacity is greater than 75,000 liters but less than or equal to 151 ,000
liters)

Maximum True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 2.2 psia

None

T-9 30 TAC Chapter
1 15, Storage of
VOCs

R5112-ASP Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None

T-9 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Kb

6OKB-T9 Product Stored = Petroleum liquid (other than petroleum or condensate)

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than or equal to '19,8'13 gallons but less than
39,890 gallons (capacity is greater than 75,000 liters but less than or equal to 151 ,000
liters)

Maximum True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 2.2 psia

None

TK-AD 30 TAC Chapter
'l 15, Storage of
VOCs

R51 12-9 Alternate Control Requirement = Not using an alternate method for demonstrating and
documenting continuous compliance with applicable control requirements or exemption
criteria.

Product Stored = VOC other than crude oil or condensate

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than 1,000 gallons but less than or equal to
25,000 gallons

Tank Description = Tank does not require emission controls

True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 1.0 psia

None
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Basis of Determination*

Product Stored = Petroleum liquid (other than petroleum or condensate)

Storage Capacity = Capacity is greater than or equal to 19'81 3 gallons but less than
39,890 gallons (capacity is greater than 75,000 liters but less than or equal to 151 ,000
liters)

Maximum True Vapor Pressure = True vapor pressure is less than 2.2 psia

60KB.TKAD

Construc{ion/Modification Date = After June 9, 1989 but on or before February 28, 2005.

Maximum Design Heat lnput capaci$ = Maximum design heat input capacity is greater
than or equal to 10 MMBtu/hr (2.9 MW) but less than or equal to 1 00 MMBtu (29 MW.

Other Subparts = The facility is not covered under 40 CFR Part 60, Subparts AAAA or
KKKK, or under an approved State or Federal section 1 1 1(d)/'129 plan implementing
40 CFR Part 60, Subpart BBBB.

Heat lnput Capacity = Heat input capacity is greater than 10 MMBtu/hr (2.9 MW) but
less than 30 MMBtU/hr (8.7 MW.

D-Series Fuel Type = Natural gas.

ACF Option - SO2 = Other ACF or no ACF.

ACF Option - PM = Other ACF or no ACF.

PM Monitoring Type = No particulate monitoring.

SOz lnlet Monitoring Type = No SO2 monitoring.

SOz Outlet Monitoring Type = No SO2 monitoring.

Technology Type = None.

WHBLRl 40 CFR Part 60,
Subpart Dc

60DC-WHBLRl

* - The "unit attributes" or operating conditions that determine what requirements apply
"" - Notes changes made to the automated results from the DSS, and a brief explanation why
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NSR Versus Title V FOP

The state of Texas has two Air permitting programs, New Source Review (NSR) and Title V Federal Operating Permits.
The two programs are substantially different both in intent and permit content.

NSR is a preconstruction permitting program authorized by the Texas Clean Air Act and Title I of the Federal Clean Air
Act (FCAA). The processing of these permits is governed by 30 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) Chapter 116.111. The
Title V Federal Operating Program is a federal program authorized under Title V of the FCAA that has been delegated to
the state of Texas to administer and is governed by 30 TAC Chapter 122. The major differences between the two
permitting programs are listed in the table below:

NSR Permit Federal Operating Permit (FOP)

lssued Prior to new Construction or modification of an
existing facility

For initial permit with application shield, can be issued after
operation commences; significant revisions require approval
prior to operation.

Authorizes air emissions Codifies existing applicable requirements, does not authorize
new emissions

Ensures issued permits are protective of the
environment and human health by conducting a
health effects review and that requirement for best
available control technology (BACT) is implemented.

Applicable requirements listed in permit are used by the
inspectors to ensure proper operation of the site as
authorized. Ensures that adequate monitoring is in place to
allow compliance determination with the FOP.

Up to two Public notices may be required. Opportunity
for public comment and contested case hearings for
some authorizations.

One public notice required. Opportunity for public comments.
No contested case hearings.

Applies to all point source emissions in the state. Applies to all major sources and some non-major sources
identified by the EPA.

Applies to facilities: a portion of site or individual
emission sources

One or multiple FOPs cover the entire site (consists of
multiple facilities)

Permits include terms and conditions under which the
applicant must construct and operate its various
equipment and processes on a facility basis.

Permits include terms and conditions that specify the general
operational requirements of the site; and include codification
of all applicable requirements for emission units at the site.

Opportunity for EPA review for Federal Prevention of
Significant Deterioration (PSD) and Nonattainment
(NA) permits for major sources.

Opportunity for EPA review, affected states review, and a
Public petition period for every FOP.

Permits have a table listing maximum emission limits
for pollutants

Permit has an applicable requirements table and Periodic
Monitoring (PM) / Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM)
tables which document applicable monitoring requirements.

Permits can be altered or amended upon application
by company. Permits must be issued before
construction or modification of facilities can begin.

Permits can be revised through several revision processes,
which provide for different levels of public notice and
opportunity to comment. Changes that would be significant
revisions require that a revised permit be issued before those
changes can be operated.

NSR permits are issued independent of FOP
requirements.

FOPs are independent of NSR permits, but contain a list of all
NSR permits incorporated by reference
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uarementsNew Source Review Req

Below is a list of the New Source Review (NSR) permits for the permitted area. These NSR permits are incorporated by

reference into the operating permit and are enforceable under it. These permits can be found in the main TCEQ file room,

located on the first floor of 
-Building 

E, 12100 Park 35 Circle, Austin, Texas. ln addition, many of the permits are

accessible online through the link-provided below. The Public Education Program may be contacted at 1-800-687-4040 or

the Air permits DivisiorilnPD) may be contacte d al 1-512-239-1250 for help with any question.

Additionally, the site contains emission units that are permitted by rule under the requirements of 30 TAC Chapter 106'

permits byRule. permit by Rule (pBR) registrations submitted by permittees are also available online through the link

provided below. The following table specifies the PBRs that apply to the site.

The status of air permits, applications, and PBR registrations may be found by performing the appropriate search of the

databases located at the following website:

www.tceq.texas. gov/permitting/airlnav/air_status_permits. html

Details on how to search the databases are available in the Obtaining Permit Documents section below.

Permits by Rule

The TCEe has interpreted the emission limits prescribed in 30 TAC S106.4(a) as both emission thresholds and default

emission limits. The emission limits in 30 TAC $106.4(a) are all considered applicable to each facility as a threshold

matter to ensure that the owner/operator qualifiLs for the PBR authorization. Those same emission limits are also the

default emission limits if the specific PBR does not further limit emissions or there is no lower, certified emission limit

claimed by the owner/oPerator.

This interpretation is consistent with how TCEQ has historically determined compliance with the emission limits prior to

the addition of the "as applicable" language. The "as applicable" language was added in 2014 as part of changes to the

sentence structure in a iulemaking th-t mlde other changes to address greenhouse gases and was not intended as a

substantive rule change. This inteipretation also provides for effective and practical enforcement of 30 TAC $106.4(a)'
since for the TCEe to-effectively enforce the emission limits in 30 TAC $106.4(a) as emission thresholds, all emission

limits must apply.As provided by 30 TAC 5106.4(a)(2) and (3), an owner/operator shall not claim a PBR authorization if

the facility is'su6lect to major New Source Review. Tlre practical and legal effect of the language in 30 TAC S 106.4 is that

New Source Review Authorization References

Permits by Rule, PSD

Authorization No.: 771 1A lssuance Date: 0412012018

Authorization No.: 91414 lssuance Date'. 0512912019

its bi Rule (30 TAC Chapter 105) for,the

Number: 106.183

Number: 106.227

Application Area ,1:-,:. .:.:rr' , :,,: , ,f

Version No./Date: 09/04/2000

Version No./Date: 0910412000

Number: 106.261 Version No./Date: 1110112003

Number: 106.262 Version No./Date: 1110112003

Number: 106.263 Version No./Date: 1110112001

Number: 106.454 Version No./Date: 1110112001

Number: 106.472 Version No./Date: 0910412000
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o
pollutant isif a facility does not emit a pollutant, then the potential to emit for that particular

not authorized to emit the pollutant pursuant to the PBR.
zero, and thus, the facility is

The permit holder is required to keep records for demonstrating compliance with PBRs in accordance with 30 TAC $
106.8 for the following categories:

o As stated in 30 TAC $ 106.8(a), the permit holder is not required to keep records for de minimis sources as
designated in 30 TAC S 1 16.1 1 9.

. As stated in 30 TAC S 106.8(b) for PBRs on the insignificant activities list, the permit holder is required to provide
information that would demonstrate compliance with the general requirements of 30 TAC S 106.4.

o As stated in 30 TAC $ 106.8(c) for all other PBRs, the permit holder must maintain sufficient records to
demonstrate compliance with the general requirements specifled in 30 TAC S 106.4 and to demonstrate
compliance with the emission limits and any specific conditions of the PBR as applicable.

The PBR records may include, but are not limited to, production capacity and throughput, hours of operation, safety data
sheets (SDS), chemical composition of raw materials, speciation of air contaminant data, engineering calculations,
maintenance records, fugitive data, performance tests, capture/control device efficiencies, or parametric monitoring. The
PBR records also satisfy the federaloperating permit periodic monitoring requirements of 30 TAC S 122.142(c) as they
are representative of the emission unit's compliance with 30 TAC Chapter 106.

Emission Units and Emission Points

ln air permitting terminology, any source capable of generating emissions (for example, an engine or a sandblasting area)
is called an Emission Unit. For purposes of Title V, emission units are specifically listed in the operating permit when they
have applicable requirements other than New Source Review (NSR), or when they are listed in the permit shield table.

The actual physical location where the emissions enter the atmosphere (for example, an engine stack or a sand-blasting
yard) is called an emission point. For New Source Review preconstruction permitting purposes, every emission unit has
an associated emission point. Emission limits are listed in an NSR permit, associated with an emission point. This list of
emission points and emission limits per pollutant is commonly referred to as the "Maximum Allowable Emission Rate
Table", or "MAERT" for short. Specifically, the MAERT lists the Emission Point Number (EPN) that identifies the emission
point, followed immediately by the Source Name, identifying the emission unit that is the source of those emissions on this
table.

Thus, by reference, an emission unit in a Title V operating permit is linked by reference number to an NSR authorization,
and its related emission point.

Monitoring Sufficiency

Federal and state rules, 40 CFR S 70.6(a)(3)(i)(B) and 30 TAC $ 122.142(c) respectively, require that each federal
operating permit include additional monitoring for applicable requirements that lack periodic or instrumental monitoring
(which may include recordkeeping that serves as monitoring) that yields reliable data from a relevant time period that are
representative of the emission unit's compliance with the applicable emission limitation or standard. Furthermore, the
federal operating permit must include compliance assurance monitoring (CAM) requirements for emission sources that
meet the applicability criteria of 40 CFR Part 64 in accordance with 40 CFR $ 70.6(a)(3)(i)(A) and 30 TAC $ 122.604(b).

With the exception of any emission units listed in the Periodic Monitoring or CAM Summaries in the FOP, the TCEQ
Executive Director has determined that the permit contains sufficient monitoring, testing, recordkeeping, and reporting
requirements that assure compliance with the applicable requirements. lf applicable, each emission unit that requires
additional monitoring in the form of periodic monitoring or CAM is described in further detail under the Rationale for
CAM/PM Methods Selected section following this paragraph.
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Monitoring MethodsRationale for Periodic Selected

Periodic Monitoring:

The Federal Clean Air Act requires that each federal operating permit include monitoring sutficient to assure compliance

with the terms and conditions of the permit. Most of the emisiion limits and standards applicable to emission units at Title

V sources include adequate monitoring to show that the units meet the limits and standards. For those requirements that

do not include monitoring, or where th6 monitoring is not sufficient to assure compliance, the federal operating permit

must include such monit6ring for the emission units affected. The following emission units are subject to periodic

monitoring requirements beclause the emission units are subject to an emission limitation or standard for an air pollutant

toiirrrog""te thereof; in an applicable requirement that does not already require monitoring, or the monitoring for the

applicable requirement is not sufficient to assure compliance:

lD No.: 1-1

ControlDevice lD No.: 1-1 Control Device Type: Fabric Filter

Applicable Regulatory Requirement

Name: 30 TAC Chapter 1 1 1, Visible Emissions SOP lndex No.: R1111-1

Pollutant: Opacity Main Standard: $ 111.111(aX1)(A)

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum Frequency: once per calendar quarter

Averaging Period: n/a

Deviation Limit: Opacity shall not exceed 30%.

Basis of monitoring:
The option to perf6rm opacity readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA

Reference Test Method'g and 22. Monitoring specifications and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal

requirements and include the EpA's Test Meinod 9 for determining opacity by visual.observations. The monitoring

specifications and procedures for the visible emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22"

procedures.
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lD No.: 1-3

Control Device lD No.: 1-3 Control Device Type: Fabric Filter

Name: 30 TAC Chapter 1 1 1, Visible Emissions SOP lndex No.: R1111-1

Main Standard: $ 111.111(a)(t)(A)

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum Frequency: once per calendar quarter

Averaging Period: n/a

Deviation Limit: Opacity shall not exceed 30%.

Basis of monitoring:
The option to perform opacity readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA
Reference Test Method 9 and 22. Monitoring specifications and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal
requirements and include the EPA's Test Method 9 for determining opacity by visual observations. The monitoring
specifications and procedures for the visible emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22"
procedures.
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Control Device TyPe: N/AControl Device lD No.: N/A

Applicable Regulatory Requirement

SOP lndex No.: R1111-1Name: 30 TAC Chapter 111, Visible Emissions

Main Standard: $ 111.111(aX1)(A)Pollutant: Opacity

Monitoring Information

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum Frequency: once per calendar quarter

Deviation Limit: Opacity shall not exceed 30%.

Basis of monitoring:
The option to perf6rm opacity readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA

Reference Test Method g and 22. Monitoring specifications and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal

refuirements and include the EpA's rest trleinoo 9 for determining opacity by visualobservations. The monitoring

specifications and procedures for the visible emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22"



o
lD No.: LINE3

Control Device lD No.: N/A Control Device Type: N/A

Name: 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU SOP lndex No.: 60UU-3

Pollutant: PM (Opacity) Main Standard: $ 60.a72(a)(2)

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum Frequency: Once perweek

Averaging Period: n/a

Deviation Limit: lf visible emissions are observed, the permit holder may perform Test Method 9 and opacity shall not
exceed 20o/o from the saturator exhaust gases.

Basis of monitoring:
The option to perform opacity readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA
Reference Test Method 9 and 22. Opacity and visible emissions have been used as an indicator of particulate
emissions in many federal rules including 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart F and Subpart HH. ln addition, use of these
indicators is consistent with the EPA's "Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) Technical Guidance Document"
(August 1998). Monitoring specifications and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal requirements and
include the EPA's Test Method 9 for determining opacity by visual observations and the requirements of 40 CFR S
60.13 for a continuous opacity monitoring system (COMS). The monitoring specifications and procedures for the visible
emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22" procedures.
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lD No.: LINE3

Control Device Type: N/AControlDevice lD No.: N/A

SOP lndex No.: 60UU-4Name: 40 CFR Part 60, SubPart UU

Main Standard: S 60.472(aX2)Pollutant: PM (OPacitY)

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum FrequencY: Once Per week

Averaging Period: n/a

Deviation Limit lf visible emissions are observed, the permit holder may perform Test Method 9 and opacity shall not

exceed 20o/o from the saturator exhaust gases.

Basis of monitoring:
The option to perf6rm opacity readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA

Reference Test Method'g anO 22. Oipacity and visible emissions have been used as an indicator of particulate

emissions in many federal rules including 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart F and Subpart HH. ln addition, use of these

indicators is consistent with the EpA's "Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) Technical Guidance Document"

lAugust l ggg). Monitoring specifications and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal requirements and

include the EpA's Test Method 9 for determining opacity by visual observations and the requirements of 40 CFR S

60.13 for a continuous opacity monitoring systeir tbOMsl. The monitoring specifications and procedures for the visible

emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22" procedures'
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lD No.: LINE3

ControlDevice lD No.: TO1 Control Device Type: Thermal lncinerator (Direct Flame
I ncinerator/Regenerative Thermal Oxidizer)

Name: 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU SOP lndex No.: 60UU-3

Pollutant PM Main Standard: S 60.472(b)(3)

lndicator: Combustion temperature/Exhaust Gas Temperature

Minimum Frequency: four times per hour

Averaging Period: one hour

Deviation Limit: Combustion/exhaust gas temperature shall not be below 1200 degrees F.

Basis of monitoring:
It is widely practiced and accepted to use performance tests, manufacturer's recommendations, engineering
calculations and/or historical data to establish a minimum temperature for thermal incinerators. This minimum
temperature must be maintained in order for the proper destruction efficiency. Operation below the minimum
combustion temperature will result in incomplete combustion and potential noncompliance with emission limitations
and/or standards. The monitoring of the combustion temperature of a thermal incinerator is commonly required in
federal and state rules, including: 40 CFR Part 60, Subparts lll, NNN, QQQ, and RRR; 40 CFR Part 61, Subparts BB
and FF; 40 CFR Part 63, Subparts G, R, DD, EE, and HH; and 30 TAC Chapter 115.
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lD No.: LINE3

ControlDevice lD No.: TO1 Control Device Type: Thermal lncinerator (Direct Flame
I ncinerator/Regenerative Thermal Oxid izer)

Name: 40 CFR Part 60, SubPart UU SOP lndex No.: 60UU-4

Pollutant: PM Main Standard: $ 60.472(b)(3)

lndicator: Combustion temperature/Exhaust Gas Temperature

Minimum Frequency: four times per hour

Averaging Period: one hour

Deviation Limit: Combustion/exhaust gas temperature shall not be below 1200 degrees F.

It is widely practicJd and accepted to use performance tests, manufacturer's recommendations, engineering

calculatiohs and/or historical data to establish a minimum temperature for thermal incinerators. This minimum

temperature must be maintained in order for the proper destruction efficiency. Operation below the minimum

combustion temperature will result in incomplete'combustion and potential noncompliance with emission limitations

and/or standards. The monitoring of the combustion temperature of a thermal incinerator is commonly required in

federaland state rules, includingl+o CFR Part60, Subparts lll, NNN, QQQ, and RRR;40 CFR Part61, Subparts BB

and FF; 40 CFR Part 63, Subparts G, R, DD, EE, and HH; and 30 TAC Chapter 1 15.
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lnformation

lD No.: LINE3

Control Device lD No.: N/A Control Device Type: N/A

Name: 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU SOP lndex No.: 60UU-3

Pollutant: PM (Opacity) Main Standard: S 60.472(bX5)

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum Frequency: Once per week

Averaging Period: n/a

Deviation Limit: lf visible emissions are observed, the permit holder may perform Test Method 9 and opacity shall not
exceed 0.0% from the blowing still exhaust gases.

Basis of monitoring:
The option to perform opacity readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA
Reference Test Method 9 and 22. Opacity and visible emissions have been used as an indicator of particulate
emissions in many federal rules including 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart F and Subpart HH. ln addition, use of these
indicators is consistent with the EPA's "Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) Technical Guidance Document"
(August 1998). Monitoring specifications and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal requirements and
include the EPA's Test Method 9 for determining opacity by visual observations and the requirements of 40 CFR S
60.13 for a continuous opacity monitoring system (COMS). The monitoring specifications and procedures for the visible
emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22" procedures.
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ID No.: LINE3

Control Device lD No.: N/A Control Device Type: N/A

Name: 40 CFR Part 60, SubPart UU SOP lndex No.: 60UU-4

Pollutant: PM (Opacity) Main Standard: $ 60.472(b)(5)

Mon itoring lnformation

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum Frequency: Once Per week

Averaging Period: n/a

Deviation Limit: lf visible emissions are observed, the permit holder may perform Test Method 9 and opacity shall not

exceed 0.0% from the blowing still exhaust gases.

Br.ir 
"f 

,"rtt*g
The option to perform opacity readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA

Reference Test Method I and 22. Opacity and visible emissions have been used as an indicator of particulate

emissions in many federal rules including 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart F and Subpart HH. ln addition, use of these

indicators is consistent with the EPA's "Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) Technical Guidance Document"

(August 1gg8). Monitoring specifications and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal requirements and

inctide the EpA's Test Method 9 for determining opacity by visual observations and the requirements of 40 CFR S

60.13 for a continuous opacity monitoring system (COMS). The monitoring specifications and procedures for the visible

emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22" procedures.
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lD No.: LINE3

Control Device lD No.: N/A Control Device Type: N/A

Applicable Regulatory Requirement

Name: 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU SOP lndex No.: 60UU-3

Pollutant: PM (Opacity) Main Standard: $ 60.472(c)

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum Frequency: Once per week

Averaging Period: n/a

Deviation Limit: Opacity shall not exceed 0.0% from any asphalt storage tank exhaust gases, except for one
consecutive 1S-minute period in any 24-hour period when the transfer lines are being blown for clearing.

Basis of monitoring:
The option to perform opaci$ readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA
Reference Test Method 9 and 22. Opacity and visible emissions have been used as an indicator of particulate
emissions in many federal rules including 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart F and Subpart HH. ln addition, use of these
indicators is consistent with the EPA's "Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) Technical Guidance Document"
(August 1998). Monitoring specifications and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal requirements and
include the EPA's Test Method 9 for determining opacity by visual observations and the requirements of 40 CFR S
60.13 for a continuous opacity monitoring system (COMS). The monitoring specifications and procedures for the visible
emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22" procedures.
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lD No.: LINE3

ControlDevice lD No.: N/A Control Device Type: N/A

Name: 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU SOP lndex No.: 60UU-4

Pollutant: PM (Opacity) Main Standard: $ 60.472(c)

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum Frequency: Once Per week

Averaging Period: n/a

Deviation Limit: Opacity shall not exceed 0.0% from any asphalt storage tank exhaust gases, except for one

consecutive 1S-minute period in any 24-hour period when the transfer lines are being blown for clearing.

Basis of monitoring:
The option to perform opacity readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA

Reference Test Method 9 and 22. Opacity and visible emissions have been used as an indicator of particulate

emissions in many federal rules including 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart F and Subpart HH. ln addition, use of these

indicators is consistent with the EPA's "Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) Technical Guidance Document"
(August l 996). Monitoring specifications and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal requirements and

incllOe the EPA's Test Method 9 for determining opacity by visual observations and the requirements of 40 CFR S

60.13 for a continuous opacity monitoring system (COMS). The monitoring specifications and procedures for the visible

emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22" procedures.
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lD No.: LINE3

Control Device lD No.: N/A Control Device Type: N/A

Name: 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU SOP lndex No.: 60UU-3

Pollutant: PM (Opacity) Main Standard: $ 60.472(d)

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum Frequency: Once perweek

Averaging Period: n/a

Deviation Limit: lf visible emissions are observed, the permit holder may perform Test Method 9 and opacity shall not
exceed 1o/o from any mineral handling and storage facility emissions.

Basis of monitoring:
The option to perform opacity readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA
Reference Test Method 9 and 22. Opacity and visible emissions have been used as an indicator of particulate
emissions in many federal rules including 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart F and Subpart HH. ln addition, use of these
indicators is consistent with the EPA's "Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) Technical Guidance Document"
(August 1998). Monitoring speciflcations and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal requirements and
include the EPA's Test Method 9 for determining opacity by visual observations and the requirements of 40 CFR S
60.13 for a continuous opacity monitoring system (COMS). The monitoring specifications and procedures for the visible
emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22" procedures.
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lD No.: LINE3

Control Device lD No.: N/A Control Device Type: N/A

Applicable Regulatory Requirement

Name: 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU SOP lndex No.: 60UU-4

Pollutant: PM (Opacity) Main Standard: $ 60.a72(d)

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum Frequency: Once per week

Averaging Period: n/a

Deviation Limit: lf visible emissions are observed, the permit holder may perform Test Method 9 and opacity shall not

exceed 1o/ofrom any mineral handling and storage facility emissions.

Basis of monitoring:
The option to perform opacity readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA

Reference Test Method 9 and 22. Opacity and visible emissions have been used as an indicator of particulate

emissions in many federal rules including 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart F and Subpart HH. ln addition, use of these
indicators is consistent with the EPA's "Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) Technical Guidance Document"
(August 1998). Monitoring specifications and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal requirements and

include the EPA's Test Method 9 for determining opacity by visual observations and the requirements of 40 CFR S

60.13 for a continuous opacity monitoring system (COMS). The monitoring specifications and procedures for the visible
emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22" procedures.
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lD No.: T26

Control Device lD No.: TO1 Control Device Type: Thermal lncinerator (Direct Flame
I ncinerator/Regenerative Thermal Oxidizer)

Applicable Regulatory Requirement

Name: 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU SOP Index No.: 60UU-T26

Pollutant: PM Main Standard: $ 60.a72(b)(3)

lndicator: Combustion temperature/Exhaust Gas Temperature

Minimum Frequency: four times per hour

Averaging Period: one hour

Deviation Limit: Combustion/exhaust gas temperature shall not be below 1200 degrees F.

Basis of monitoring:
It is widely practiced and accepted to use performance tests, manufacturer's recommendations, engineering
calculations and/or historical data to establish a minimum temperature for thermal incinerators. This minimum
temperature must be maintained in order for the proper destruction efficiency. Operation below the minimum
combustion temperature will result in incomplete combustion and potential noncompliance with emission limitations
and/or standards. The monitoring of the combustion temperature of a thermal incinerator is commonly required in
federaland state rules, including:40 CFR Part60, Subparts lll, NNN, QQQ, and RRR;40 CFR Part61, Subparts BB
and FF; 40 CFR Part 63, Subparts G, R, DD, EE, and HH; and 30 TAC Chapter 115.

Page 39 of 42

U n iUGroup/Process lnformation

Monitoring lnformation



lD No.: T26

Control Device lD No.: N/A Control Device Type: N/A

Name: 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UU SOP lndex No.: 60UU-T26

Pollutant: PM (Opacity) Main Standard: S 60.472(b)(5)

lndicator: Visible Emissions

Minimum Frequency: Once per week

Averaging Period: n/a

Deviation Limit: lf visible emissions are observed, the permit holder may perform Test Method 9 and opacity shall not
exceed 0.0% from the blowing still exhaust gases.

Basis of monitoring:
The option to perform opacity readings or visible emissions to demonstrate compliance is consistent with EPA

Reference Test Method 9 and 22. Opacity and visible emissions have been used as an indicator of particulate

emissions in many federal rules including 40 CFR Part60, Subpart F and Subpart HH. ln addition, use of these
indicators is consistent with the EPA's "Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) Technical Guidance Document"
(August 1998). Monitoring specifications and procedures for the opacity are consistent with federal requirements and

include the EPA's Test Method 9 for determining opacity by visual observations and the requirements of 40 CFR S

60.13 for a continuous opacity monitoring system (COMS). The monitoring specifications and procedures for the visible
emissions monitoring are similar to "EPA Reference Method 22" procedures.
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Obtaining Permit Documents

The New Source Review Authorization References table in the FOP specifies all NSR authorizations that apply at the
permit area covered by the FOP. lndividual NSR permitting files are located in the TCEQ Central File Room (TCEQ Main
Campus located a|12100 Park 35 Circle, Austin, Texas, 78753, Building E, Room 103). They can also be obtained
electronically from TCEQ's Central File Room Online (https://www.tceq.texas.qov/qoto/cfr-online). Guidance documents
that describe how to search electronic records, including Permits by Rule (PBRs) or NSR permits incorporated by
reference into an FOP, archived in the Central File Room server are available at
https ://www. tceq. texas. o ov/perm itti n g/a i r/nav/ai r status perm its. htm I

Allcurrent PBRs are contained in Chapter 106 and can be viewed at the following website:

https://www.tceq.texas.gov/permitting/airlpermitbvrule/air obr index.html

Previous versions of 30 TAC Chapter 106 PBRs may be viewed at the following website:

www.tceq.texas.oov/permittinq/airlpermitbyrule/historical rules/old106lisUindex106.html

Historical Standard Exemption lists may be viewed at the following website:

www.tceq.texas.oov/permitting/airlpermitbvrule/historical rules/oldselisVse index. html

Additional information concerning PBRs is available on the TCEQ website:

https://www.tceq.texas.gov/permittino/air/nav/air pbr. html

Compliance Review

Compliance History Review
1. ln accordance with 30 TAC Chapter 60, the compliance history was reviewed on .......... 12117120

Site rating: 0.25 / Satisfactorv Company rating: 0.25 / Satisfactorv
(High < 0.10; Satisfactory2 0.10 and < 55; Unsafrsfactory > 55)

2. Has the permit changed on the basis of the compliance history or site/company rating?.........

Site/Permit Area Compliance Status Review
1. Were there any out-of-compliance units listed on Form OP-ACPS? ...................... No
2. ls a compliance plan and schedule included in the permit?................ .................... No

Available Unit Attribute Forms

OP-UA1 - Miscellaneous and Generic Unit Attributes
OP-UA2 - Stationary Reciprocating lnternal Combustion Engine Attributes
OP-UA3 - Storage TankA/essel Attributes
OP-UA4 - Loading/U n load ing Operations Attributes
OP-UAS - Process Heater/Furnace Attributes
OP-UAO - Boiler/Steam Generator/Steam Generating Unit Attributes
OP-UA7 - Flare Attributes
OP-UA10 - Gas Sweetening/Sulfur Recovery Unit Attributes
OP-UA11 - Stationary Turbine Attributes
OP-U412 - Fugitive Emission Unit Attributes
OP-UA13 - lndustrial Process Cooling Tower Attributes
OP-UA14 - Water Separator Attributes
OP-UA15 - Emission PoinUStationary VenUDistillation Operation/Process Vent Attributes
OP-U416 - Solvent Degreasing Machine Attributes
OP-UA17 - Distillation Unit Attributes
OP-UA18 - Surface Coating Operations Attributes
OP-UA19 - Wastewater Unit Attributes
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OP-UA20 - Asphalt Operations Attributes
OP-UA21 - Grain Elevator Attributes
OP-UA'22 - Printing Attributes
OP-UA24 - Wool Fiberglass lnsulation Manufacturing Plant Attributes
OP-UA25 - Synthetic Fiber Production Attributes
OP-UMO - Electroplating and Anodizing Unit Attributes
OP-UA27 - Nitric Acid Manufacturing Attributes
OP-UM8 - Polymer Manufacturing Attributes
OP-UM9 - Glass Manufacturing Unit Attributes
OP-UA3g - Kraft, Soda, Sulfite, and Stand-Alone Semichemical Pulp MillAttributes
OP-UA31 - Lead Smelting Attributes
OP-UA32 - Copper and Zinc Smelting/Brass and Bronze Production Attributes
OP-UA33 - Mineral Processing Plant Attributes
OP-UA34 - Pharmaceutical Manufacturing
OP-UA35 - lncinerator Attributes
OP-UA36 - Steel Plant Unit Attributes
OP-UA37 - Basic Oxygen Process Furnace Unit Attributes
OP-UA38 - Lead-Acid Battery Manufacturing Plant Attributes
OP-UA39 - Sterilization Source Attributes
OP-UA40 - Ferroalloy Production Facility Attributes
OP-UA41 - Dry Cleaning Facility Attributes
OP-UA42 - Phosphate FertiIizer Manufacturing Attributes
OP-UA43 - Sulfuric Acid Production Attributes
OP-UA44 - Municipal Solid Waste LandfillMaste Disposal Site Attributes
OP-UA45 - Surface lmpoundment Attributes
OP-UA46 - Epoxy Resins and Non-Nylon Polyamides Production Attributes
OP-UA47 - Ship Building and Ship Repair Unit Attributes
OP-UA48 - Air Oxidation Unit Process Attributes
OP-UA49 - Vacuum-Producing System Attributes
OP-UAso - Fluid Catalytic Cracking Unit Catalyst Regenerator/Fuel Gas Combustion Device/Claus Sulfur Recovery Plant

Attributes
OP-UAS1 - Dryer/Kiln/Oven Attributes
OP-UA52 - Closed Vent Systems and Control Devices
OP-UA53 - Beryllium Processing Attributes
OP-UA54 - Mercury Chlor-Alkali CellAttributes
OP-UAS5 - Transfer System Attributes
OP-UA56 - Vinyl Chloride Process Attributes
OP-UA57 - Cleaning/Depainting Operation Attributes
OP-UA58 - Treatment Process Attributes
OP-UAsg - Coke By-Product Recovery Plant Attributes
OP-UA60 - Chemical Manufacturing Process Unit Attributes
OP-UA61 - Pulp, Paper, or Paperboard Producing Process Attributes
OP-UA62 - Glycol Dehydration Unit Attributes
OP-UA63 - Vegetable Oil Production Attributes
OP-UA64 - Coal Preparation Plant Attributes
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Jon Niermarur, Chairman

Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, Commissioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

TrxRs Courr,rrssroN oN ENvTnoUMENTAL Quarrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

THE HONORABLE ROYCE WEST
TEXAS SENATE
PO BOX 12068
AUSTTN TX 78711-2068

Re: Accepted Federal Operating Permit RenewalApplication
Project Number: 30975
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251 487

August 4,2020

Dear Senator West:

This letter notifies you that the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality has received a federal
operating permit (FOP) renewal application for a site located in your district. As part of this permitting
process, the applicant is required to publish a formal newspaper public notice. The notice will inform the
public of their right to make comments or request a public hearing. 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 application.
http://www.tceq.texas.gov/assets/public/hb610/index. html?lat=32 .777777 &lng=-
96.863333&zoom= 1 3&type=r.

The FOP program regulates both new and existing major sources of emissions. The goal of the program
is to improve air quality in Texas through increased compliance by codifying existing applicable regulatory
requirements into the FOP. The FOP provides the applicant authorization to operate the equipment at the
site. The FOP identifies and codifies air emission requirements (known as applicable requirements) that
apply to the emission units at the site. The FOP does not authorize construction of emission units or
emissions from those units. The New Source Review (NSR) permit is the mechanism for these
authorizations.

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

Howis our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customerswvey
printed on rery(led paper



The Honorable Royce West
Page2
August 4,2020

Re: Accepted Federal Operating Permit Renewal Application

This letter is being sent to you for information only and no action is required. lf you need further
information, please contact me at (512) 239-1250.

Sincerely,

Samuel Short, Director
Air Permits Division
Office of Air
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality



Jon Niermann, Chairman

Emily Lindley, Commissioner

Bobby Janecka, C ommis sioner

Toby Baker, Executive Director

Trxas CouurssroN oN ErwrnoNMENTAr Querrrv
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

THE HONORABLE LORRAINE BIRABIL
TEXAS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
PO BOX 2910
AUSTTN TX 78768-2910

Re: Accepted Federal Operating Permit RenewalApplication
Project Number: 30975
Permit Number: 02771
Building Materials lnvestment Corporation
Dallas Plant
Dallas, Dallas County
Regulated Entity Number: RN100788959
Customer Reference Number: CN605251487

August 4,2020

Dear Representative Birabil:

This letter notifies you that the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality has received a federal
operating permit (FOP) renewal application for a site located in your district. As part of this permitting
process, the applicant is required to publish a formal newspaper public notice. The notice will inform the
public of their right to make comments or request a public hearing. 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 application.
http://www.tceq.texas.gov/assets/public/hb6'10/index.html?lat=32 .777777 &lng=-
96. 863333&zoom= 1 3&type=r.

The FOP program regulates both new and existing major sources of emissions. The goal of the program
is to improve air quality in Texas through increased compliance by codifying existing applicable regulatory
requirements into the FOP. The FOP provides the applicant authorization to operate the equipment at
the site.

This letter is being sent to you for information only and no action is required. lf you need further
information, please contact me at (512) 239-1250.

Sincerely,

SamuelShort, Director
Air Permits Division
Office of Air
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

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

How is our customer service? tceq.texas.gov/customersurvey
prinlcd on r€cycl€d paps




