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sonal protection of department repre-
sentatives resides with the department by
law. A department representative shall not
be impeded or refused entry in the course of

his official duties by reason of any regula-.

tory or contractual specification.

(f) All persons engaged in asbestos-
related activities must have the department-
issued ID Card present at the worksite.

§295.70. Compliance: Administrative Pen-
alty.

(a) (No change.)

(b) The penalty shall not exceed
$10,000 a day per violation. Each day a
violation continues will be considered a
separate violation. The total penalty will be
the sum of all individual violation penalties.

(c) (&) (No change.)

() Violations shall be placed in one
of the following severity levels.

(1) Critical violation. Severity
Level III covers violations that are most
significant and have a direct negative im-
pact on public health and safety. The base
penalty for a Level I violation, first occur-
rence will not exceed $10,000 per day, per
violation. Examples of Level Il violations
include, but are not limited to:

(A)-B) (No change.)

(C) working without a li-
cense or with improper (forged, altered,
etc,) license;

(D) failure to adequately pre-
vent public entry to potentially contami-
nated areas;

(B) failure to submit a notifi-
cation;

(F) submitting a forged or al-
tered training certificate in order to obtain a
training provider or other license;

(G) training providers train-
ing without a license or with an improper
license;

(H) training providers pro-
viding training certificates to persons who
have not attended the required training
course as specified by the department
and/or the Model Accreditation Plan; and

(M failure to submit a notifi-

cation or to pay the required fee.
(2) Serious violation. Severity
Level I covers violations that are signifi-
cant and which, if not corrected, could
threaten public health and safety. The base
penalty for Level II violations on a first

occurrence will not exceed $1,000 per day,
per violation. Examples of Level II viola-
tions include, but are not limited to:

(A) failure to maintain mate-
rial in a wet condition;

(B) working with a lapsed or
suspended license;

(C) submitting an improper
notification;

(D) a training provider fail-
ing to conduct a training course for the
specified time period as specified in
§295.64 of this title (relating to Training;
Required Asbestos Training Courses);

(E) training with a lapsed
training provider license. If this results in a
suspension, the organization and principals
will not be allowed to be licensed for a
period of one year; and

(F) failure of a licensed per-
son to maintain current training or physical.

(3) Significant violation, Sever-
ity Level I covers violations that are of
more than minor significance and, if lefi
uncorrected, could lead to more serious cir-
cumstances. This category shall include
fraud and misrepresentation. The base pen-
alty for Level I violations on first occur-
rence will not exceed $100 per day, per
violation. Examples of Level I violations
include, but are not limited to:

(A) (No change.)

(B) inadequate storage for
clothing in the “clean room;"

(C) failure to have worker
certificate on a job site;

(D) failure of a training pro-
vider to submit information to the depart-
ment regarding training course schedules or
to notify the department of cancellations
within the specified time periods;

(E) failure of a training pro-
vider to submit course completion informa-
tion within the specified time period as
described in §295. 65(f)(3) of this title
(Training: Approval of Training Courses);
and

(F) a training provider ex-
ceeding the maximum trainee-instructor ra-
tio.

(g) The person charged with the vi-
olation will be given the opportunity for a
he/shearing conducted in accordance with

the applicable provisions of the Administra-
tive Procedure Act, Texas Government
Code, Chapter 2001, and the department’s
formal he/shearing procedures in Chapter 1
of this title (relating to the Board of
Health).

(h)-()) (No change.)
This agency hereby certifies that the rule as
adopted has been veviewed by legal counsel

and found to be a valid exercise of the agen-
cy's authority.

Issued in Austin, Texas, on September 1,
1994.

TRD-9447505 Susan K Steeg
General Counsel
Texas Department of

Health
Effective date: September 22, 1994
Proposal publication date: May 3, 1994

For further information, please call: (512)
834-6610

¢ ¢ ¢
TITLE 30. ENVIRONMEN-
TAL QUALITY

Part 1. Texas Natural.
Resource Conservation
Commission

Chapter 117. Control of Air
Pollution From Nitrogen
Compounds

The Texas Natural Resource Conservation
Commission (TNRCC) adopts amendments
to §§117.451, 117.510, 117.520, 117.530,
and 117.601, concerning Control of Air Pollu-
tion From Nitrogen Compounds. Section
117.510 is adopted with changes to the pro-
posed text as published in the June 10, 1994
Texas Register (19 TexReg 4487). Sections
117.451, 117.520, 117.530, exd 117.601 are
adopted without changes and will not be re-
published.

The changes have been adopted in order to
extend the final compliance date of the Chap-
ter 117 rule, which was previously adopted in
response 10 a requirement by the United
States Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) and the 1990 Federal Clean Air Act
(FCAA) Amendments for states to apply rea-
sonably available control technology (RACT)
requirements to major sources of nitrogen
oxides (NO ) by May 31, 1995. This extension
delays the implementation of NO,_ RACT until
May 31, 1997 in the following ozone
nonattainment counties affected by Chapter
117: Brazoria, Chambers, Fort Bend, Galves-
ton, Harris, Liberty, Montgomery, and Waller
(Houston/Galveston area); and Hardin, Jeffer-
son, and Orange (Beaumont/Port Arthur
area)

For the Houston/Galveston and Beau-

mont/Port Arthur areas, the State Implemen- _°
tation Plan (SiP) for demonstration of

attainment of the ozone national ambient air
quality standard (NAAQS) will be developed

19 TexReg 7126 September 9, 1994 Texas Register ¢
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in two stages. The first stage, to be com-
pleted by November 15, 1994, wili be based
on Urban Airshed Model (UAM) modeling us-
':historical episodes. The second slage,
underway, will be completed between
ember 1995, and May 1998, using the
UAM with the results of the Coastal Oxidant
Assessment for Southeast Texas (COAST),
an intensive 1993 field study. Preliminary re-
sults of bass case UAM medeling indicate
that, until large reductions in volatile organic
compounds (VOC) have been made, NO, re-
ductions do not contribute fo ozone atlain-
ment in portions of the modeled ozone
nonattainment areas and will actually in-
crease ozone levels in portions of these ar-
eas. The TNRCC intends to make the
implementation of NO _ RACT contingent on
the results of UAM modeling using data from
the COAST study.

Revisions are made to §§117.451 (relating to
Applicabilty, Nitric Acid Manufactur-
ing-1General), 117.510 (Compliance Sched-
ule for Utility Electric Generation), 117.520
(Compliance Schedule for Commercial, Insti-
tutional, and Industrial Combustion Sources),
117.530 (Compliance Schedule for Nitric Acid
and Adipic Acid Manufacturing Sources), and
117.601 (relating to Gas-Fired Steam Gener-
ation). References to the final compliance
date of May 31, 1995 have been changed to
May 31, 1997 in these sections. In addition,
references to July 31, 1995 have been
changed to July 31, 1997 in §117.510(5) and
§117.520(4). Section 117.510 is adopted with
language consistent with the previous adop-
tion of Chapter 117 on May 25, 1994.

—

hearing on this proposal was heid
6, 1994 at the TNRCC Austin offices. No

—oral comments were received at the public

hearing, and written comments were received
from 11 commenters.

Amoco Oil Company, Exxon Chemical Com-
pany, Exxon Company, U.S.A., Houston
Lighting & Power (HL&P), Pennzoil Com-
pany, and the Texas Chemical Council sup-
ported the proposed two-year extension of
the Chapter 117 final compliance date to May
31, 1997, and recommended that UAM mod-
eling using the COAST data be relied upon to
guide the ozone control strategy.

The staff acknowledges the suppost ex-
pressed by the commenters.

The Galveston-Houston Association for Smog
Prevention (GHASP) protested the delay of
VOC and NO, controls and stated that a plan
detailing the required reductions must be sub-
mitted by November 15, 1994 as required by
the FCAA.

The FCAA requires states to develop, adopt,
and submit a Post-1996 Rate-of-Progress
(ROP) SIP and accompanying rules to EPA
by November 15, 1994. This submittal must
demonstrate how the Houston/Galveston and
Beaumont/Port Arthur areas will achieve con-
tinuing reductions in VOC and/or NO_ emis-
sions of 3.0% per year unti 1999 for
Beaumont/Port Arthur and 2007 tor Hous-
ton/Galveston, or until attainment status is

ached. The plan must also include an addi-

nal 3.0% of contingency measures to be

—-plemented if the nonattainment area fails to

meet a deadline. The TNRCC currently plans

to submit to EPA by November 15, 1994 a
SIP which will identify rules to achieve ali or a
portion of the first three years’ VOC reduc-
tions (or 9.0% net-of-growth) and a commit-
ment to submit any needed rules by January
15, 1995. This "down payment™ approach is
designad to meet the requirements for the
years 1997-1999. The final SIP will be based
on UAM modeling using the COAST study
data. The TNRCC plans to complete this
modeling in 1996, at which time the state will
develop any further rules necessary to reach
attainment as evidenced by the model.

The TNRCC'’s planned strategy does not dis-
miss the potential effectiveness of NO, reduc-
tions, since the next round of UAM modeling
using the COAST data may confrm the
ozone benefits of NO, control. However, the
present strategy does acknowledge that the
timing of NO, reductions may be crucial. The
modeling does not support the effectiveness
of NO,_ controls if implemented by 1995; how-
ever, i does suggest that there may be ozone
benefits from NO, reductions implemented as
late as 2005, after further large VOC reduc-
tions have been made. The cument
rulemaking, being an interim measure, does
not abandon the concept of NO_control as an
effective element of the long-lerm ozone con-
trol strategy.

The EPA Region 6 Office in Dallas com-
mented that the 1990 FCAA amendments
require implementation of NO, RACT by May
31, 1995, and suggested that the state con-
sider submitting a NO, exemption pelition as
allowed under the FCAA, §182(f), in order to
waive or delay this implementation deadiine.

The FCAA, §182(f) requires that RACT rules
for major stationary sources of NO, in certain
ozone nonattainment areas be implemented
by May 31, 1995. In addition, federal rules
developed in accordance with the FCAA,
§176(c)(4) require that federally funded trans-
portation projects must conform with the SIP
regarding attainment of all NAAQS (transpor-
tation conformity). The FCAA, §182()(1)(A)
provides that the requirement to implemant
NO, RACT, and, by extension, transportation
conformity, shall not apply in an ozone
nonattainment area if the Adminsstrator of the
EPA determines that additional NO_ reduc-
tions would not contribute to attainment of the
NAAQS for ozone in the area. The TNRCC 15
requesting a temporary exemption from NO,
RACT and transportation conformity requwe-
ments until May 31, 1997 when the results of
more detailed UAM modeling using the
COAST study data are available to guide the
ozone control strategy. The TNRCC's §182(1)
temporary exemption petition for the Houston/
Galveston and Beaumont/Port Arthur areas
will be submitted to EPA by mid-Augusi,
1994. The petition contains results of base
case modeling for the Houston and Beau-
mont areas and documents the state’s pos:-
tion that NO, reductions by 1995 do not
contribute to ozone attainment in these areas

The HL8P commented that §117.510(2)(A)
and (B), concerning Compliance Schedule for
Utilty Electric Generation, should be revised
to remain consistent with the comesponding
sections of the adopted rule by substituting
"equipment and software required pursuant
to" in place of "units requred to install CEMS

pursuant to the requirements of” in the refer-
enced paragraphs.

The proposal to extend the Chapter 117 com-
pliance date was published in the same issue
(June 10, 1994, 19 TexReg 4487) of the
Texas Register as the May 25, 1994 adoption
of revised Chapter 117. As a result, some
language which changed in the adopted ver-
sion was not reflected in the current proposal.
The commenter's suggesied language for
§117.510(2)(A) and (B) is already contained
in the version of Chapter 117 adopted May
25, 1994 and, therefore, is incorporated in the
present adoption of Chapter 117.

An individual commented that delaying imple-
mentation of NO, RACT would be detrimental
to ar quality and human heaith. Another indi-
vidual commented that adding highway ca-
pacity would lead to more NO, pollution,
wrban sprawl, water pollution, and ultimately,
more injuries from automotive accidents

The impact upon pubic health has been an
important element in the decision to delay
NO, RACT. Preliminary UAM modeling indi-
cates that reducing NO, could increase ozone
levels in portions of the modeled areas. This
means that NO_ reductions could lead to in-
creased population exposure to ozone
Therefore, delaying the implementation of
NO, RACT may protect against elevated lev-
els of ozone in populated areas. With regard
to other environmental and safety factors
which may be indirectly related to air qualty
issues, the rulemaking presently under con-
sideration does not impact transportation pro-
jects The TNRCC's requested temporary
§182(f) axemption from NO, transportation
contormity requirements only alfects ar qual-
ity considerations of the planned highway
projects, and does not address the other fac-
fors listed by the commenter

The GHASP commented that, due to mnaccu-
racies in the TNRCC emissions inventory for
NO, and VOC, it 1s premature to draw conclu-
sions about the eftect of minor NO, reduc-
tions in the 10-15% range.

The accuracy of emissions inventanes has
been the subject of consderable discussion.
In its December 1992 report, "Rethinking the
Ozone Problem n Urban and Regional Air
Pollution,” the National Research Council
concluded that emissions inventones tended
to underestimate VOC emissions and overes-
timate NO, emissions This may be supported
by the observation thal some ambient mea-
surements of VOC/NO, ratios are larger than
would be expected from VOC and NO, emis-
sions reported in the inventories.

However, definitive conclusions cannot be
drawn on the basis of this circumstantial evi-
dence, especially if temporal and spatial dis-
tributions of emissions have not been taken
into account. The COAST study will provide a
refined profile of how VOC emissions vary
over time and space Another improved
source of input data to the model will be the
NO, testing results submited by sources in
ther NO, RACT initial control plans. The
UAM modeling with the COAST data may
show that a site-dependent control strategy,
with NO_reductions varying across the area,
is the appropriate means to achieve the stan-
dard. Until these modeling data are available,

. ADOPTED RULES September 9, 1994
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the current prehminary UAM results are the
best information upon which to base the
short-term control strategy. For these rea-
sons, the TNRCC believes that #t is prema-
ture to implement NO, RACT until such a
decision can be on sound science.

The Lone Star Chapter of the Siema Club
(Sierra Club) commented that there are indi-
cations that, while NO_ reductions may result
in increased ozone levels in the urban core,
outlying areas might experience decreased
ozone levels, thus justifying NO_ controls
now.

The controlling day is of prime importance in
determining the appropriate ozone control
strategy for the modeled area. This is the day
in a modeled ozone episode requiring the
most stringent VOC or NO_ raductions in or-
der to attain the NAAQS. Therefore, results
from a noncontrolling day shoukd not be used
to determine the control strategy for an ares,
sinoe such & strategy would not move a8
expeditiously toward ozone aftainment, On
the controling days for bath Houston/Galves-
ton and Beaumont/Port Arthur, the best evi-
dance ourently avallable indicates that NO,
roductions do not oreale a nding
ozone benelfit until considerable VOC reduc-
tions have been implemented.

The UAM results show that modeled NO,
reductions slightly decreased ozone concen-
trations at two outlying ozone monitoring sta-
tions, Northwest Hamis County and
Mauriceville (located in the Houston and
Beaumont areas, respectively) on one or
more days leading up to the controlling day
for each modeled episode. On the controlling
days for both these sites, UAM results show
that NO, reductions have less impact in low-
enng ozone levels than comparable VOC re-
ductions. Furthermore, the modeling for
controlling days shows that NO, reductions
ether have no impact or are counterproduc-
tve in lowering the highest ozone levels in
the area

Sierra Club and GHASP commented that, in
addition to the role of NO_in ozone formation,
NO_’s contribution to visible haze, acidic par-
ticulate, and acid rain is further reason to
mplement NO, RACT now.

Aithough NO_ emisstons do play a minor role
in the formation of visible haze, fine acid
particulate matter, and acid rain, these efiects
have not been adequately quantified t¢ the
extent that would warrant NO_ reductions in-
dependent of the ozone control strategy. For
this reason, it is difficult to weigh these contri-
butions against prematurely implementing a
NO_ control program which possibly would
increase ozone levels, based on cumrently
available air quality modeling data

Subchapter C. Acid Manufac-
turing

Nitric Acid Manufactur-
ing-General

* 30 TAC §117.451

The amendment is adopted under the Texas
Health and Safety Code (Vermon 1992), the
Texas Clean Ar Act (TCAA), §382 017, which
provides the TNRCC with the authority to
adept rules consistent with the policy and
purposes of the TCAA.

This agency hereby certifies that the rule as

adopted has been reviewed by legal counsel
and found to be a valid exercise of the agen-
cy’s legal authority.
Issued in Austin, Texas, on August 31, 1994,
TRD-9447510 Mary Ruth Holder

Director, Legal Services

Division
Texas Natural Resource

Conservation
Commiesion

Effeclive date: Sepiember 22, 1994
Proposal publication date: June 10, 1994

For further information, please call: (512)
239-1970

¢ ¢ ¢

Subchapter D. Administrative
Provisions

* 30 TAC §§117.810, 117.520,
117530

The amendments are adopied under the
Texas Heath and Satety Code (Vernon
1962), the Texas Clean Ak Act (TCAA),
§382.017, which provides the TNRCC with
the authority to adopt rules consistent with
the policy and purposes of the TCAA.

§117.510. Compliance Schedule For Utility
Electric Generation.  All persons affected
by the provisions of the undesignated head
(relating to Utility Electric Generation) in
Subchapter B of this chapter shall be in
compliance as soon as practicable, but no
later than May 31, 1997 (final compliance
date). Additionally, all affected persons
shall meet the following compliance sched-
ules and submit written notification to the
Executive Director:

(1) (No change.)

(2) conduct applicable continu-
ous emissions monitoring system (CEMS)
or predictive emissions monitoring systems
(PEMS) evaluations and quality assurance
procedures as specified in §117.113 of this
title (relating; to Continuous Demonstration
of Compliance) according to the following
schedules:

(A) (No change)

(B) for equipment and soft-
ware not required pursuant to 40 CFR 75,
no later than May 31, 1997,

(3) install all nitrogen oxides
(NO,) abatement equipment, implement all
NO, control techniques, and submit the re-
sults of the CEMS or PEMS performance
evaluation and quality assurance procedures
to the Texas Natural Resource Conservation
Commission no later than May 31, 1997,

(4) for units operating without
CEMS or PEMS, conduct applicable tests
for initial demonstration of compliance as

specified in §117.111 of this title (relating
to Initial Demonstration of Compliance);
and submit the results by April 1, 1994, or
as early as practicable, but in no case later
than May 31, 1997,

(5) for units operating with\
CEMS or PEMS and complying with the
NO, emission limit on a rolling 30-day av-
erage, conduct the applicable tests for the
initial demonstration of compliance as spec-
ified in §117.111 of this title and submit the
results of the applicable CEMS or PEMS
performance evaluation and quality assur-
ance procedures as specified in §117.113 of
this title (relating to Continuous Demonstra-
tion of Compliance) no later than July 31,
1997,

(6) for units oruﬂns with
CEMS or PEMS and complying with the
NO, emission limit in pounds per hour on a
block one-hour average, conduct the appli-
cable tests for the Initial demonstration of
compliance as specified in §117.111 of this
title and submit the results of the applicable
CEMS or PEMS performance evaluation
and quality assurance procedures as speci-
?837“! §117.113 of this title by May 31,

(7) (No change.)

(8) no later than May 31, 1997,
submit a final control plan for compliance
in accordance with §117.115 of this title
(relating to Final Control Plan Procedures).

This agency hereby certifies that the rule as

—

adopted has been reviewed by legal counsel, —

and found to be a valid exercise of the age!
cy's legal authority.

Issued in Austin, Texas, on August 31, 1994,

TRD-9447511 Mary Ruth Holder
Director, Legql Services
Division
Texas Natural Resource
Conservation
Commission

Effective date: September 22, 1994
Proposal publication date: June 10, 1994

For further information, please call: (512)
239-1970

¢ ¢ ¢

Subchapter E. Gas-Fired Steam
Generation
¢ 30 TAC §117.601

The amendment is adopted under the Texas
Health and Safety Code (Vemon 1992), the
Texas Clean Ar Act (TCAA), §382.017, which
provides the TNRCC with the authority to
adopt rules consistent with the policy and
purposes of the TCAA.

This agency hereby certifies that the rule as
adopted has been reviewed by legal counsel
and found to be a valid exercise of the agen-
cy's legal authority.
Issued in Austin, Texas, on August 31, 1994.
TRD-8447512 Mary Ruth Holder

Director, Legal Services

Division
Toxas Natural Resource

19 TexReg 7128 September 9, 1994 Texas Register o
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Conservation
Commission

Effective date: September 22, 1994

“E:posal publication date: June 10, 1994
further information, please call: (512)

— 2391970

¢ ¢ ¢
TITLE 40. SOCIAL SER-
VICES AND ASSIS-
TANCE

Part 1. Texas Department
of Human Services

Chapter 72. Memoranda of
Understanding with Other
State Agencies

Memorandum of Understanding
with the Texas Department
of Commerce Regarding
Economic Development

* 40 TAC §72.3001

The Texas Department of Human Services
(DHS) adopts new §72.3001, conceming the
memorandum of understanding with the
Texas Department of Commerce regarding
economic development, in its Memoranda of
Understanding with Other State Agencies rule
chapter, without changes to the proposed text
as published in the July 26, 1994, issue of the
Texas Register (19 TexReg 5698).

e justification for the new seciion is to

opt by reference Texas Administrative
Code Title 10, Community Development; Part
V, Texas Department of Commerce; Chapter
195, Memoranda of Understanding; §195.3,
which was proposed in the April 22, 1994,
issue of the Texas Register (19 TexReg
3046) and was adopted without change in the
June 17, 1994, issue of the Texas Register
(19 TexReg 4748). This memorandum of u-
derstanding implements the requiremant in
the Texas Government Code, §481.028, en-
acted by the 73rd Legislature that the Texas
Department of Commerce enter im¢ memo-
randa of understanding with other state agen-
cies involved in economic development to
cooperate in program  planning and
budgeting.
The new section will function by coordinating
the workforce and economic development ac-
tivities with involved state agencies in pro-
gram and budget planning.
No comments were received regarding adop-
tion of the new section.

The new section is adopted under the Human
Resources Code, Title 2, Chapter 22, which
provides the department with the authority to
administer public assistance programs.

The new section implemenic the Human Re-
sources Code §§22.001-22.024.

This agency hereby certifies that the rule as
adopted has been reviewed by legal counsel
and found to be a valid exercise of the agen-
3y's authority.

_— wousd in Austin, Texas, on August 31, 1594,

TRD-9447421 Nancy Murphy

Section Manager (Media
and Policy Support)

Texas Department of

Human Services
Effective date: October 1, 1994
Proposal publication date: July 26, 1994

For further information, please call: (512)
450-3785

Part IV. Texas
Commission for the
Blind

Chapter 159. Administrative
Rules and Procedures

e 40 TAC §159.12

The Texas Commission for the Blind adopts
new §159.12, conceming public access to
agency documents and records and the
charges, if any, the agency makes for copies
of public records, with changes to the pro-
posed text as published in the August 2,
1994, issue of the Texas Register (19
TexReg 5932).

The Commission adopts the rule to comply
with actions taken by the 73rd Legislature in
House Bill 1009 in relation to Government
Code, Chapter 552, which requires agencies
to adopt rules specifying charges for copies
of open records. Changes were made in
subparagraph (b), paragraph (2) of the pro-
posed text to corect cross references to the
agency'’s rules on confidentiality and the Gov-
emment Code.

The rule provides the framework within which
the Commission will recover the cost to pro-
vide copies of open records to persons re-
questing the copies and contains the charges
persons must pay for copies. The rule also
provides the public with the primary location
where procedural documenis may be viewed.
The Commission received no comments re-
garding the proposed rule.

The rule is adopted under the Human Re-
sowces Code, Title 5, Chapler 91,
Subchapter B, §90.011, which provides the
Texas Commission for the Blind with the au-
thorty to adopt rules prescribing the policies
ard procedures followed by the commission
in the administration of its programs.

§159 12. Public Access to Documents and
Records.

(a) Copies of the state plan, which
1s submitted by the state and approved by
the federal government, internal procedural
documents, manuals, guidelines of pro-
grams, and policies of the Board are main-
tained for public view and inspection at the
central ¢ifice on working days between the
hours of 8:00 am. and 5:00 pm.

{b) Charges for Copies of Public
Records.

(1) General. Chapter 428, Acts,
73rd Legislature, Regular Session (1993),
requires state agencies to adopt rules that

specify the charges the Commission will
make for copies of public records. State
agencies are authorized to establish charges
up to the full cost to the agency of provid-
ing the copies, unless the request is for 50
pages or less of readily available informa-
tion in standard-size form.

(2) Legal compliance. In the
provision of records, the Commission
complies with Government Code, Chapter
552, 34 Code of Federal Regulations,
§361.59, and Texas Human Resources
Code, Title 5, §91.059. Additional informa-
tion on confidentiality of records is ad-
dressed in §161.5 of this title (relating to
Confidentiality of Records).

(3) Definitions. The following
words and terms, when used in this section,
shall have the following meanings, unless
the context clearly indicates otherwise.

(A) Full cost-The sum of all
direct costs plus a proportional share of
overhead, or indirect costs. Full cost will be
determined in accordance with generally ac-
cepted methodologies.

(B) Nonstandard-size
copy-A copy of public information that is
made available to a requestor in any format
other than a standard-size paper copy. Mi-
crofiche, microfilm, diskettes, magnetic
tapes, CD-ROM, and nonstandard-size pa-
per copies are examples of nonstandard-size
copies.

(C) Readily available infor-
mation-Information that already exists in
printed form, or information that is stored
electronically and is ready to be printed or
copied without requiring any programming,
or information that already exists on micro-
fiche or microfilm. Information that re-
quires a substantial amount of time to locate
or prepare for release is not readily avail-
able information.

(D) Standard-size copy-A
printed impression on one side of piece of
paper that measures up to 8-12 by 14
inches. Each side of a piece of paper on
which an impression is made is counted as a
single-copy. A piece of paper that is printed
on both sides is counted as two copies.

(4) Copy charge. The charges in
this paragraph are to cover the cost of mate-
rials onto which information is copied and
do not reflect any additional charges that
may be associated with a particular request.

(A) Standard-size copy-The
charge for standard-size paper copies repro-
duced by means of an office machine copier
or a computer printer is $.10 per page.

(B) Nonstandard-size
copy-The charges for nonstandard copies
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