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To: Brittany Calame
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-----Original Message-----
From: sunset@sunset.texas.gov <sunset@sunset.texas.gov> On Behalf Of Texas Sunset Commission
Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2018 12:35 PM
To: Sunset Advisory Commission <Sunset@sunset.texas.gov>
Subject: Public Input Form for Agencies Under Review (Public/After Publication)

Agency: TEXAS BOARD PROFESSIONAL GEOSCIENTISTS TBPG

First Name: Scott

Last Name: Drewry

Title: Geologist

Organization you are affiliated with:

Email: 

City: Houston

State: Texas

Your Comments About the Staff Report, Including Recommendations Supported or
Opposed:
In short, the Texas Geoscience Practice Act and Texas Board of Professional Geoscientists are both in the best
interest of the state of Texas and I strongly disagree with the notion to discontinue either. I do not believe it would
be in the public benefit or states best interest to abolish either of these; however, I do agree that additional
regulations and/or enforcement may be warranted.

As an experienced consultant for the state of Texas, I have been accustomed to a wide range of soil, groundwater,
and environmental reports that are public documents with the TCEQ and RRC, for better or for worse. The
consistency in reporting documents to state agencies is practically non existent; some are very complete and
thorough, while others are not. I do believe that although these state agencies are the deciding factor for the
inevitable public protection, the Professional Geologist/Geoscientist (PG) licensure still poses heavyweight value.
However, I do see, amongst other things, a lack of meaningful enforcement in the TBPG. But this does not
constitute the dissolution of the PG licensure or the Geoscience Practice Act, and would be a step in the wrong
direction.

The sunset review stated that "the practice of geology and geoscience was unregulated by the state until 2011 when
the legislature created the board.
History shows no catastrophic event or public harm as the impetus for creating this regulation, nor any documented
demand from the public or consumer protection groups for it, and sunset staff found no examples or evidence of
significant public harm directly attributable to unqualified or unlicensed geoscientists, either before or after the
board's creation."
Today, there are many concerns to human health and the environment that are currently ongoing throughout the state
of Texas, and to simply justify the dissolution of the PG licensure because no "catastrophic events" were found by
the sunset staff, would again be a step in the wrong direction. Instead of abolishing legislation and licensure that is
clearly in the best interest of public health and environmental protection, a proposition for additional enforcement,
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regulations, and/or requirements would be better suited than a complete abolishment.

Although, having experienced the "rigorous exam requirements" for PG licensure, I do agree with the sunset staffs
review that there is a serious lack of requirement for those who were grandfathered in to the profession (although
there are exceptions).

Any Alternative or New Recommendations on This Agency: Additional enforcement, regulations, and/or
requirements unbeknownst to me at this time...

My Comment Will Be Made Public: I agree




