Volume 21, Number 6 January 19, 1996 Page 463-565

Office of the Attorney General =~ Public Utility Commission of Texas

Requests for Opinions Substantive Rules

16 TAC §23.3 ... 480
16 TAC §23.13
16 TAC §23.21
16 TAC §23.22
16 TAC §23.23
16 TAC §23.31

Emergency Sections

Texas Workers’ Compensation 16 TAC §§23.34-23.37
Commission 16 TAC §2344

General Provisions Applicable to All Benefits Texas Department of Insurance

28 TAC §126.10.............: ............................................. 475 General Administration
Proposed Sections 28 TAC §1302 oo 4

Office of the Governor
Corporate and Financial Regulation
‘Budget and Planning Office 28 TAC §7.1301 ... 493

I TAC §5.195.......oicitcceense et sanees 477 28 TAC §7.1404 ... 494

Contents Continued Inside

g

The Texas Reglster is printed on recycled paper




Guaranty Acts

28 TAC §8§29.1-29.7....covviiiiiiiiieri 495
28 TAC §8§29.201-29.207 .....c.covvieviviieierieiiniccerins 495
28 TAC §§29.601-29.607.........cccevviemrvnirinenirinienas 496
28 TAC §29.1 ..o 496

Texas Workers’ Compensation
Commiission

General Provisions Applicable to All Benefits
28 TAC 8126.10 ... 497

Dispute Resolution-General Provisions
28 TAC 81405 ..o 498

Rejected Risk: Injury Prevention Services
28 TAC §8165.1-165.5....occccccvcrreeeverrrssnreresisennnes 499
Texas Department of Insurance

Notification Pursuant to the Texas Insurance
Code, Chapter 5, Subchapter L

Exempt Filing .....ccocoocvooninininiiniiiicicieieeccnin s 500

Withdrawn Sections

Texas Department of Mental Health
and Mental Retardation

System Administration

y L3 VNS .11 U AN 501
Adopted Sections

Railroad Commission of Texas

Alternative Fuels Research and Education Divi-

sion :
16 TAC §§15.301, 15305, 15.310, 15.315, 15.320,
15.325, 15.330, 15.335, 15.340, 15.345, 15.350....... 503

Public Utility Commission of Texas

Substantive Rules
16 TAC §23.21 oot e 503

Texas Department of Mental Health
and Mental Retardation

System Administration

25 TAC §8401.8, 401.10, 401.12, 401.14, 401.16401.18,
401.21, 401.23-401.26........ccoovemevemecreer e 508

Internal Facilities Management
25 TAC $407.171 .o 509

Texas Department of Insurance

Health Maintenance Organizations
28 TAC $1L1T70L....coiiiiiiiiece e 509

Texas Workers’ Compensation
Commission

Fees
28 TAC 8$108.1 ..o 510

Workers’ Compensation Coverage for State
Agency Employees

28 TAC $109.1 ..o 511

Education and Training of Ombudsmen
28 TAC §8125.1-1253. e 512

Guidelines for Medical Services, Charges, and
Payments

28 TAC §134.100......ocooocooeeesoeseeeeesoeesees 513

Dispute Resolution-Agreements, Settlements,
Commutation

28 TAC $147.11 oo 514

Workers’ Health and Safety: General Provi-
sions '

28 TAC $160.2......occocoiiiiiiiiiiice e 515
28 TAC 81603 ........ccoviiiiiiicicc e 515

Texas Natural Resource
Conservation Commission

Control of Air Pollution From Volatile Organic
Compounds

30 TAC §115.621, §115.625.......cc.cccvrvrvvvvrirrrrciine 516

Control of Air Pollution From Nitrogen Com-
pounds

30 TAC §117451 i 518
30 TAC §§117.510. 117.520, 117.530........ccceeeuueee. 518
30 TAC §117.601 ... 518

Municipal Solid Waste
30 TAC §330.601, §330.602............oooocoooiomrrveerecc. 518
General Land Office

Land Resources
31 TAC §813.31-13.38.....cemiiceeeceeecee e
31 TAC §13.39, §13.40

. CONTENTS

21 TexReg 465



Effective date: February 2, 1996
Proposal publication date: November 21, 1995
For further information, please call: (512) 440-3700
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TITLE 30. ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Part 1. Texas Natural Resource
Conservation Commission

Chapter 115. Control of Air Pollution From
Volatile Organic Compounds

Subchapter G. Consumer-Related Sources
Utility Engines
* 30 TAC §115.621, §115.625

The Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission (TNRCC or
Commission) adopts the repeal of §115.621 and §115.625, concerning
Utility Engines without changes to the proposed text as published in the
November 14, 1995, issue of the Texas Register (20 TexReg 9378).
This action removes regulations that have been made redundant by
recent federal rulemaking and policy decisions.

The Utility Engine rule was adopted in November 1993, as part of a
large rule revision package intended to reduce the emissions of volatile
organic compounds (VOC) 15% below 1990 levels in the four areas of
Texas that do not meet the national ambient ar quality standard for
ozone. These reductions were to be accomplished by the end of 1996.
The rule established emission standards for small engines under 25
horsepower commonly used in lawn mowers, garden, and light indus-
trial equipment. Emissions from these engines account for about 9.0%
of VOC emissions inventories and were not previously regulated.

In December 1993, the Outdoor Power Equipment Institute (OPEI) filed
suit against the TNRCC stating that the implementation schedule of the
Utility Engine rule was in conflict with the Federal Clean Air Act. In an
attempt to settle the suit, the TNRCC revised the rule in November
1994, to match the anticipated federal implementation schedule. The
TNRCC retained the rule as a contingency in case the federal rule was
delayed or modified. The TNRCC also agreed to evaluate emissions
from 1994 and 1995 model year engines with the aid of the United
States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Office of Mobile
Sources. The OPEI contended that these engines, while not meeting
the anticipated federal standards, produced less emissions than en-
gines the TNRCC used to calculate emissions reductions required by
1996. Emissions data was submitted by OPEI.

In May 1995, the federal small engine rule was adopted with an
implementation schedule that called for the introduction of complying
engines over a two-year period from January 1996-December 1997.
The TNRCC rule applies to engines manufactured after August 1,
1996, and conflicts with the adopted federal schedule. In September
1995, the EPA indicated that it would approve early reduction credit for
1994 and 1995 engines. This credit can be applied to the reductions in
VOC that the TNRCC is required to achieve in the four ozone
nonattainment areas.

Using conservative calculations, the emissions credits that accumulate
as a result of these federal actions are comparable to those that the
staff calculated from implementation of the TNRCC rule and make the
rule unnecessary. Based on these developments, the TNRCC repeals
the Utility Engine rule.

A public hearing was held in Austin on December 7, 1995 at the
TNRCC offices located at 12100 North IH-35, Park 35 Technology
Center, Austin. Three commenters submitted written testimony during
the public comment period which closed December 11, 1995.

The OPEI and the Southwest Association support the repeal of the
rule. The EPA did not oppose the repeal of the Utility engine rule but
commented that, since the TNRCC was taking early VOC reduction
credit as a result of EPA policy decisions, there could be less credit
available after 1996 under the federal small engine rule. The TNRCC
should be prepared to make up this credit.

The TNRCC is aware that further analysis of available VOC reduction
credit by the EPA could modify the reductions available from the
federal rule. The TNRCC does not anticipate that these potential
modifications will significantly affect the rate of progress nor post 1996
state implementation plans. The TNRCC will evaluate the plans as
necessary.

The repeals are adopted under the Texas Health and Safety Code
(Vernon 1992) , the Texas Clean Air 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 re-
viewed by legal counsel and found to be a valid exercise of the
agency’s legal authority.

Issued in Austin, Texas, on January 11, 1996.

TRD-9600380 Kevin McCalla
Director, Legal Services Division
Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission

Effective date: February 1, 1996
Proposal publication date: November 14, 1995
For further information, please call: (512) 239-1970
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Chapter 117. Control of Air Pollution From
Nitrogen Compounds

Subchapter C. Acid Manufacturing

The Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission (TNRCC or
commission) adopts amendments to §§117.451, 117.510, 117.520,
117.530, and 117.601 to extend the final compliance dates in Chapter
117, concerning Control of Air Pollution From Nitrogen Compounds, by
two years to May 31, 1999. The amendments are adopted without
changes to the proposed text as published in the September 5, 1995,
Texas Register (20 TexReg 6912), and will not be republished. Chapter
117 was adopted in response to a requirement by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the 1990 Federal Clean
Air Act (FCAA) Amendments for states to apply reasonably available
control technology (RACT) requirements to major sources of nitrogen
oxides (NO) in the following ozone nonattainment counties: Brazoria,
Chambers, Fort Bend, Galveston, Harris, Liberty, Montgomery, and
Waller (Houston/Galveston ozone nonattainment area) and Hardin,
Jefferson, and Orange (Beaumont/Port Arthur ozone nonattainment
area). )

In related actions, the commission has approved submittal of a petition
to the EPA requesting a one-year extension of the exemption, previ-
ously granted by EPA under §182(f) of the FCAA, from federal NO,
requirements. The FCAA, §182(f) allows the following federally re-
quired measuwres pertaining to NO_to be waived if the state demon-
strates that NO, reductions do not contribute to ozone attainment:
RACT, nonattainment new source review, vehicle inspection/mainte-
nance, and conformity. Based on Urban Airshed Model (UAM) model-
ing, the TNRCC submitted a petition to the the EPA on August 17,
1994, requesting that NO_requirements in the Houston/Galveston
(HGA) and Beaumont/Port Arthur (BPA) areas be temporarily sus-
pended under the FCAA, §182(f). The EPA approved the §182(f)
exemption on April 12, 1995, granting a temporary exemption until
December 31, 1996, for the federally required NO, measures refer-
enced previously. The approval stipulated that NO, RACT must be
implemented no later than May 31, 1997. The current petition requests
extension of the temporary exemption, previously granted under
§182(f), and extension of the temporary NO_exemption for transporta-
tion conformity, under §182(b)(1) of the FCAA, to December 31, 1997;
and extension of the NO_RACT final compliance date to May 31, 1999.

Section 182(f) of the 1990 FCAA requires states to adopt rules to apply
RACT by May 31, 1995 to major stationary sources of NO_ in ozone
nonattainment areas designated moderate or above, unless it can be
demonstrated that reducing NO, emissions would not contribute to
attainment of the ozone standard in those areas. The TNRCC adopted
NO, RACT rules in Chapter 117, effective June 9, 1993, for the HGA
and BPA ozone nonattainment areas, based on the strength of prelimi-
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nary indications of resulting benefits. By March, 1994, initial results of
photochemical grid modeling, using the UAM, became available which
predicted that NO, reductions would be counterproductive to ozone
control in portions of the HGA and BPA areas.

As a result, the Chapter 117 final compliance date was extended from
May 31, 1995 to May 31, 1997 in rulemaking effective September 22,
1994. The extension delayed the implementation of NO, RACT in HGA
and BPA to allow time for UAM modeling using data from the Coastal
Oxidant Assessment for Southeast Texas (COAST), an intensive 1993
field study. These UAM results are critical in determining whether, and
to what extent, NO, reductions will be needed to attain the ozone
standard.

The schedule submitted in the state’s original §182(f) petition for HGA
and BPA was based on completion of the UAM COAST modeling for
attainment demonstration purposes by May 31, 1996. Now, an adjusted
schedule has been developed to be consistent with submittal of the
state’s phased attainment demonstration State Implementation Plan
(SIP) by May 31, 1997. This additional year allows the UAM modeling,
using COAST data, to accommodate improvements in the modeling
process. Submittal of the UAM modeling in mid-1997 using the more
refined COAST data will allow the development of better substantiated
control programs and minimize the possibility that earlier modeling
could result in unnecessary or even counterproductive control pro-
grams, particularly if NO,_ controls are determined to not be needed.
The EPA’s approval of the petition to extend the temporary §182(f) NO,
exemption would provide additional time necessary to perform the
UAM modeling. Extending the NO, RACT compliance date to May 31,
1999, will provide industry with the necessary lead time to begin
implementing the rule after UAM modeling results become known.

The TNRCC is, therefore, adopting revised compliance schedules in
§§117. 510, 117.520, and 117.530, contained in Subchapter D, Admin-
istrative Provisions, to extend the final compliance dates from May 31,
1997 to May 31, 1999. If the UAM modeling results from the COAST
study indicate that NO, reductions do not contribute to attainment of the
ozone standard, then the requirements of Chapter 117 may be pro-
posed in rulemaking to address these findings and rescind the rule.
Existing §117.560, relating to Rescission, details the procedures to be
followed in this contingency.

References to the final compliance date appear in §117.451 (relating to
Applicability, Nitric Acid Manufacturing-General) and §117.601(a) (re-
lating to Gas-Fired Steam Generation). These rule sections state that
for emission units located in applicable ozone nonattainment areas, the
existing Chapter 117 emission specifications apply until superseded by
the new emission specifications which become effective on the final
rule compliance date. This adoption changes references from May 31,
1997 to May 31, 1999 in these sections.

This adoption does not amend existing §117.540 (relating to Phased
RACT). The phased RACT rule was adopted to allow affected sources
to petition the agency for additional time past the original May 31, 1995,
compliance date to implement the Chapter 117 requirements. The rule
section was developed in response to companies’ concerns that in
spite of good faith efforts to achieve compliance by the required date,
delays could be encountered, and that a procedure was needed to
allow a phased approach to implementing the rule requirements. With
the adoption of the compliance date to May 31, 1999, references to
dates in §117.540 will need to be changed. The TNRCC plans to
propose these revisions by February, 1996, in order to combine them
with separate revisions to §117.540(c) authorizing alternative fuel cred-
its for Chapter 117 compliance.

The commission has prepared a Takings Impact Assessment for these
rules pursuant to Texas Government Code, Annotated §2007.043. The
following is a summary of that assessment. The specific purpose of the
rule amendment is to extend the Chapter 117 final compliance date by
two years to May 31, 1999. The rule amendment will substantially
advance this specific purpose by changing rule references -of May 31,
1997 to May 31, 1999 where appropriate. Promulgation and enforce-
ment of this rule amendment will not affect private real property which
is the subject of the rule because the change is only to postpone the
rule final compliance date.

A public hearing on this proposal was held October 2, 1995, at the
TNRCC Austin offices. In addition to the Chapter 117 NO, RACT final
compliance date extension and submittal of a petition to the EPA

requesting a one-year extension of the temporary §182(f) NO, exemp-
tion and a one-year extension of the transportation conformity NO_
exemption under §182(b)(1), the public hearing concerned revisions to
§116. 150, regarding NO, nonattainment new source review. Because
the adoption of amendments to §116.150 proceeded on an expedited
schedule, comments from the public hearing concerning those amend-
ments have alkeady been addressed in the October 20, 1995 Texas
Register (20 TexReg 8619). Regarding the other referenced issues,
two oral comments were received at the public hearing, and eight
written comments were received.

Amoco Corporation, Dow Chemical Company, Houston Lighting and
Power, Mobil Oil Corporation, the Texas Chemical Council, and the
Texas Mid-Continent Oil and Gas Association expressed general sup-
port of the two-year extension of the NO, RACT final compliance date
to May 31, 1999.

The staff acknowledges support for the referenced amendment.

Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer and Feld, L.L.P. submitted comments on
behalf of Enron/Dominion Cogen Corp. (EDCC), which operates gas-
fired cogeneration facilities in the HGA area. The commenter ex-
pressed support of the two-year extension of the NO_ RACT final
compliance date in §117.601 to May 31, 1999, which provides industry
with the necessary lead time to implement the rule. The commenter
stated that the economics of cogeneration require that they operate
reliably and without unplanned interruption. For RACT, this means they
must have adequate lead time to have control equipment manufac-
tured, then to have it installed during scheduled maintenance opera-
tions which typically occur every two years. The commenter also stated
“that the implementation of RACT controls may result in permanent
reduction of cogeneration unit generating capacity, resulting in the
need for units to apply controls no earlier than requised. The EPA
Region 6 Dallas office commented that the state has requested two
additional years for compliance with the NO, RACT rules, based on a
sevenr-month technical delay in UAM modeling. The EPA recom-
mended that the NO_ RACT final compliance date be extended only
one year, to May 31, 1998, since the NO, RACT rules are adopted and
industry should have significant lead time when the modeling results
are taken to public hearing in late 1996. The EPA further commented
that, if the TNRCC revises the existing NO, RACT rules, such a
revision would have to be based on a modeled attainment demonstra-
tion for the final attainment year.

It is important that industry have sufficient lead time to implement the
rule once the COAST modeling results are known. The original adop-
tion of the NO_RACT rule on May 11, 1993, allowed two full years until
the final compliance date of May 31, 1995. In June 1994, after the initial
modeling indicated that NO, would not be beneficial, the TNRCC
proposed in rulemaking to extend the compliance date of NO_RACT to
May 31, 1997. This proposal was based on a schedule developed in
May 1994 (Table 2 of letter, May, 19, 1994, from TNRCC Chairman
John Hall to EPA Assistant Administrator Mary Nichols), which indi-
cated that directional guidance regarding the benefit of NO, reductions
for ozone control would be generated from modeling by May 1995.
Thus, the extended schedule also was based on a two-year period
between identification of the need to make the reductions and the
industry compliance date. However, by the time of adoption in August
1994, the date for obtaining directional guidance from the modefing had
been revised to a period between November 1995 and May 1996 (this
was also the projected UAM completion period in the 182(f) exemption
request), and the lead time available for NO, RACT implementation
was shortened to twelve to eighteen months after modeling results
were to have become available. This reduction in lead time could partly
be accommodated because initial compliance plans, representing a
substantial portion of the work effort, had already been completed.
However, the effect of the rule delay since the original §182(f) petition
will be to make these earlier efforts not fully cumulative, since condi-
tions will have changed in many cases. In particular, it will be neces-
sary to budget for control equipment and to set installation dates to
coincide with scheduled outages. Budget and outage schedules usually
have annual and sometimes longer time frames, so a one year imple-
mentation schedule is not appropriate.

The schedule previously proposed in August 1994, for completing the
§182(f) modeling has been displaced by as much as 15 months, untit
March 1997, to allow time for analyses of the COAST data before input
to the model. Modeling for directional guidance is projected for comple-
tion by December 1996. If this modeling shows that NO_reduclions are
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beneficial in controlling ozone, specific modeling sensitivity analyses, to
be completed by March 1997, would be performed which simulate
various reductions required to attain the ozone standard. During the
period in 1995 when preliminary COAST model runs have been per-
formed, it has become clear from discussions with EPA that a more
formal process (i.e., public hearings ) is needed, rather than TNRCC
simply providing the information on the modeling results. Factoring in
the additional time needed for documenting modeling results, holding
public hearings, and taking action by the commission adds four to six
months to the process before industry has the necessary signal to
proceed with rule implementation. In contrast to EPA’s expectation that
modeling will be taken to hearing in late 1996, the TNRCC had
intended to hold hearings on the SIP and UAM modeling in March or
April 1997. Submittal of the SIP and UAM modeling results to EPA is
now scheduled for May 1997.

Setting a final NO_ RACT compliance date two years past the May
1997, submittal of the SIP and modeling results to EPA is thus a
reasonable time frame, and brings the compliance schedule into line
with the original two-year lead time afforded to industry. If modeling
sensitivity analyses show the need for revisions to the NO,_ RACT rule
to eliminate provisions determined to be ineffective in reducnng ozone,
additional time would be needed to adopt these revisions. A tentative
time frame of December 31, 1997, for adoption of rule revisions, if
needed, and a final compliance date of December 31, 1999, would then
be necessary. It should be noted that the current petition requests an
extension of the original §182(f) exemption by one year, to December
31, 1997, whereas the current time frame to reasonably implement NO_
RACT extends to May 31, 1999.

The TNRCC would like to clarify, in response to EDCC’s comments,

that the compliance date requirements applicable to cogeneration facili-
ties are located in §117.520, rather than §117.601.

The Southeast Texas Regional Planning Commission (SETRPC) and
Houston-Galveston Area Council (HGAC) supported the petition to
extend the temporary §182(f) exemption for HGA and BPA. The
SETRPC suggested that the exemption be extended an additional
year, to December 31, 1998, if feasible. The HGAC requested that if
the TNRCC pursues further extensions for UAM modeling, it should
request a further NO_exemption for transportation conformity as well.

The current petition to the EPA requests a one-year extension of the
temporary §182(f) exemption for HGA and BPA, based on a revised
modeling schedule with submittal of modeling results to EPA by May
31, 1997. Thus, the 182(f) extension would be extended from Decem-
ber 31, 1996 to December 31, 1997. The timeline for expiration of the
proposed §182(f) exemption extension is closely tied to the projected
completion of UAM modeling, using the COAST data. The proposed
extension would expire seven months past the submittal of the SIP and
UAM modeling to EPA, which is consistent with the current exemption.
The current exemption expires seven months past May, 1996, the date
for submitial of the SIP and UAM modeling to EPA in the original
exemption proposal. Any further extension of NOx requirements not
related to modeling completion departs from EPA’s original basis for
granting the exemption. However, if it becomes necessary to extend
the schedule for completing UAM modeling, the TNRCC will work with
EPA to assure that applicable NO, requirements are implemented
within a reasonable time frame. Initial UAM modeling results for NO
directional guidance are expected to be available by December 1996, a
full year before the extended exemption, if approved, expires. During
that time, modeling results will be documented and public hearings will
be held. The TNRCC will keep the SETRPC and HGAC fully informed
of developments in the UAM modeling, so that advance planning
necessary to comply with transportation conformity requirements can
proceed.

The Galveston-Houston Association for Smog Prevention stated its
opposition to the extension of the §182(f) exemption, and to the
extension of the NO_RACT compliance date. The commenter further
stated that the additional benefits of reduced acid rain and ar toxics
would result from implementing NO, controls now.

Although NO_emissions do play a minor role in the formation of visible
haze, fine acid particulate matter, and acid rain, these effects have not
been adequately quantified to the extent that would wamant NO,
reductions independent of the ozone control strategy. For this reason, it
is difficult to weigh these contributions against prematurely implement-
ing a NO, control program which possibly would increase ozone levels,
based on currently available air quality modeling data.

Nitric Acid Manufacturing-General
e 30 TAC §117.451

The amendment is adopted under the Texas Health and Safety Code
(Vernon 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 re-
viewed by legal counsel and found to be a valid exercise of the
agency’s legal authority.

Issued in Austin, Texas, on January 11, 1996.

TRD-9600381 Kevin McCalla
Director, Legal Services Division
Texas Natural Resource Conserfation Commission

Effective date: February 1, 1996
Proposal publication date: September 5, 1995
For further information, please call: (512) 239-1970

L4 L4 L4

Subchapter D. Administrative Provisions
* 30 TAC §§117.510, 117.520, 117.530
The amendments are adopted under the Texas Heakth and Safety

Code (Vernon 1992), the Texas Clean Air 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 re-
viewed by legal counsel and found to be a valid exercise of the
agency’s legal authority.

Issued in Austin, Texas, on January 11, 1996.

TRD-9600382 Kevin McCalla
Director, Legal Services Division
Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission

Effective date: February 1, 1996
Proposal publication date: September 5, 1995
For further information, please call: (512) 239-1970

¢ L4 ¢

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

The amendment is adopted under the Texas Health and Safety Code
(Vernon 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 re-
viewed by legal counsel and found to be a valid exercise of the
agency’s legal authority.

Issued in Austin, Texas, on January 11, 1996.

TRD-9600383 Kevin McCalla
Director, Legal Services Division
Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission

Effective date: February 1, 1996
Proposal publication date: September 5, 1995
For further information, please call: (512) 239-1970

L4 L4 ¢
Chapter 330. Municipal Solid Waste

Subchapter P. Fees and Reporting
* 30 TAC §330.601, §330.602

The Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission (TNRCC or
commission) adopts amendments to §330.601 and §330.602, concern-

" ing the exemption from payment of municipal solid waste fees for
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