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My name is Bob Gregory. I own property within Y2 mile of the Williamson County Landfill, TCEQ 
proposed Permit No. MSW-1405B. My mailing address is 2939 Westlake Cove, Austin, Texas 78746. I 
have been in the solid waste management industry in the Travis and Williamson County areas since 
1977. I wish to place these formal comments in the official record and request a contested case hearing 
be held to consider whether these items are sufficient to justify a denial of a land-use compatibility 
determination, as submitted thusfar. Land-Use Compatibility determinations must be made upon the 
proposed actual site-specific design and operation of the landfill facility, and not solely on whether a 
theoretical facility generally described in this application is compatible with surrounding land uses. This 
permit application does not include the site-specific details to show how the landfill facilities will be 
designed and operated to assure land use compatibility with surrounding properties. In my opinion, the 
current Waste Management, Inc. permit amendment application submittal for the proposed Williamson 
County Landfill expansion does not adequately address the following relevant and material issues to 
prove appropriate Land-Use Compatibility: 

Rel!ulatorv Citations 
Relevant and Material Issues Relating to Land-Use Compatibility that 

TCEQ is Requested to Consider Durin~ a Contested Case Hearinl! 

The site operator, Waste Management, Inc., has a history of noncompliance 
at facilities in the CAPCO region that supports denial of the application. 

30 TAC § 305.66 

30 TAC § 330.51 The applicant did not submit a complete and accurate application necessary 
to demonstrate land-use compatibility, and other information required by the 
TCEQ. 

30 TAC § 330.51(b)(10) The applicant has not submitted a demonstration of compliance with the 
regional solid waste plan or a letter of approval from the Capital Area 
Planning Council. 

30 TAC § 330.52(4) The general maps do not include the required information in sufficient detail 
and are not representative of actual conditions as required. 

30 TAC § 330.52(5) The required landowners list does not include accurate information on some 
of the property owners within 500 feet. 
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30 TAC § 330.52(9) 

30 TAC § 330.52(11) 

30 TAC §§ 330.53­
330.57 

30 TAC § 330.53(b)(4) 

30 TAC § 330.53(b)(5) 

30 TAC § 330.53(b)(6) 

I 

30 TAC § 330.53(b)(7) 

30 TAC § 330.53(b)(8) 

30 TAC § 330.53(b)(9) 

130 TAC § 330.53(b)(1O) 

The evidence of competency IS insufficient due to the lack of qualified 
employees of the applicant. 

The evidence of financial assurance is insufficient because it does not 
include any detail cost calculations and the amounts are outdated. 

The proposed facility is not compatible with local land uses and projected 
growth and development. 

1The existing conditions snmmary for land use, environmental or special 
issues are not presented in sufficient detail. 

i 

I	 The location map does not adequately mark the permit boundaries and 
surrounding roads to identify the landfill's general location. 

The required aerial photograph was taken almost a year before the submittal 
of the application, and therefore does not accurately reflect current growth 
trends in the area, especially in the direction of the City of Hutto. 

The land-use map does not show all the uses or facilities in the area as 
required by the regulations. 

The land use description does not adequately characterize the existing land 
uses and the impacts the landfill expansion will have on those uses and 
community growth trends. 

The application does not include sufficient transportation analysis or site 
access details, and fails to accurately reflect resulting traffic flows with the 
projected growth patterns. There is no analysis of impact on roads, bridges, 
weight limits, etc. 

The general geology and soils statement does not include enough data to 
support the use of the site for landfill activities. 
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30 TAC § 330.53(b)(l1) 

30 TAC § 330.53(b)(l2) 

30 TAC § 330.53(b)(l3) 

30 TAC § 330.54 

30 TAC § 330.55­
330.57 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 

The application does not accurately describe the regional aquifers at or near 
the site. Surface water run-on and run-off is not addressed in a manner to 
evaluate the potential for storm water contamination. 

The floodplain analysis was performed with an outdated floodplain map 
which does not accurately reflect the 100-year floodplain location today and 
therefore cannot show that landfill operations will not restrict the 100-year 
flood or cause a washout of solid waste. There is no current wetland study 
included to support the application's suggestion there are no wetlands that 
could be impacted. 

The application does not provide adequate evidence that a thorough 
evaluation of the existence of endangered or threatened speCIes was 
performed by the applicant. 

It fails to identify the types of waste to be accepted (i.e., Class One non­
hazardous industrial solid waste, liquid wastes, untreated medical wastes, 
etc.) 

There is no proposed Site Development Plan or a Site Operating Plan, which 
would detail the design and operational requirements for onsite facilities and 
show how the landfill will be operated in a manner to minimize adverse 
impacts to surrounding property owners and residents. 

No perimeter boundary cross sections are included to show the width of the 
buffer zone separating waste processing and disposal activities from 
surrounding properties and easements, as well as the location for the 
proposed landfill entrance. 

There are no landfill design cross sections to show the depth, height and 
shape of the landfill, in relation to the existing contour of the land nor the 
property line. 

The sequence of landfill cell and facility site development is not clear to 
determine when different portions of the facilities will be constructed near 
neighboring properties and surface waster runoff features. 
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I 30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 

I A drawing depicting the proposed size and shape of the landfill footprint is 
not included (i.e., height, depth, and shape.) 

The proposed landfill solid waste disposal capacity and the anticipated rate 
of filling that capacity, as well as an estimate of the anticipated number of 
years to complete the construction of the landfill and the anticipated traffic 
impacts are not included in the application. 

A soils boring plan and results to determine soils, groundwater and 
geological fault status are not included in the application. 

The application fails to address stormwater runoff issues, such as stormwater 
runoff control calculations, and design drawings for perimeter control 
channels, sedimentation control ponds, and detention ponds. 

It does not address the types of landfill liners and leachate collection systems 
to be utilized. 

It does not state whether landfill liners and leachate collection systems will 
be built over old pre-Subtitle 0 sections of the landfill footprint over which 
additional waste capacity will be added. 

The types of daily, intermediate or final cover to be utilized is not addressed. 

The application does not state the location of onsite roads, how they will be 
surfaced and how dust will be controlled from offsite migration. 

It does not address whether leachate can be re-circulated in the landfill and 
how and where (i.e., back into old pre Subtitle 0 sections of the landfill). 

It does not discuss whether old sections of the landfill will be excavated and 
relocated and how odor control will be accomplished in any waste relocation. 
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30 TAC § 330.56 There is no map of the location of solid waste disposal cells currently 
existing on the site. 

The application does not include the facility's buffer zone, landscaping, 
methane gas flare, and site screening plan, to show how the site will look as 
it is developed and how it will be screened during site development and 
during the 30 year post closure period. 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 There is no documentation to show the location of existing and proposed 
groundwater contamination and methane gas migration monitor wells, and 
the proposed location of methane gas flairs. 

30 TAC § 330.56 There is no map of the nearby location of abandoned oil wells and water 
wells. 

There is no documentation of the landfill gas collection system design over 
the existing and proposed sectionS of the landfill. 

30 TAC § 330.56 

30 TAC § 330.56 The application does not address whether brush grinding, composting and/or 
recycling operations will be included on the site; the odor and dust control 
measures for the compost operation and their location and site screening 
from surrounding properties. 

30 TAC § 330.63 The proposed permit is inadequate because the permit conditions are vague 
and unenforceable; and the land use compatibility representations in the 
application would be vague and unenforceable, if incorporated into the 
permit as proposed. 

There is no information on whether liquids solidification will be done on the 
site, where it will be located, how it will operate, and how odor and 
stormwater runoff from such a facility will be controlled. 

30 TAC § 330.114 

30 TAC § 330.115 This application does not address fire control and emergency response plans. 

30 TAC § 330.116 This application does not address access control. 
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30 TAC § 330.117 This application does not address the unloading of waste as authorized. 

30 TAC § 330.118 The application does not address the hours of operation of the facility. 

30 TAC § 330.120 The application does not address windblown litter control. 

30 TAC § 330.123 The application does not address the cleanup of waste materials spilled in the 
right of way. 

30 TAC § 330.125 The application does not address odor control. 

30 TAC § 330.126 The application does not address bird and vector control. 

30 TAC § 330.127 The application does not address the control of mud on the road. 
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