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Comments: 
  
It seems counter-intuitive and quite unreasonable to impose an additional fee on 
major sources, who have borne the burden of VOC, HRVOC, and NOx reductions. 
According to the TCEQ's own website, in 199 Mobile sources were the source of 
56% of NOx emissions and 47% of VOC emissions. Major sources have felt a severe 
and punitive increase in compliance requirements in attempts to meet the ozone 
standard, a regulatory burden that is not shared by automotive companies who 
create the majority of ozone-forming emissions.  
 
Furthermore, this fee punishes, if I may, "the just and unjust alike" for the 
entirety of the forseeable future. Major sources that have worked to decrease 
emissions beyond requirements pay twice, once for their efforts, and again in 
this penalty. Sources that do not reduce emissions only have the penalty. Major 
sources who are in violation of their permits are already punished by the TCEQ. 
Why should sources who are in compliance be punished through no fault of their 
own? The concept of punishing everyone for the actions of a few, the "everyone 
drop and give me 20" of the high-school gym teacher, is entirely inappropriate 
in a regulatory setting, and it is a miscarraige of justice. 
 
I request that the TCEQ appeal to the EPA to waive the fee, citing the 
unintended consequences and inbuilt injustice involved.  
 


