Arizona Administrative Register

Notices of Final Rulemaking

NOTICES OF FINAL RULEMAKING

The Administrative Procedure Act requires the publication of the final rules of the state’'s agencies. Final rulgs are
those which have appeared in Regjister 1st as proposed rules and have been through the formal rulemaking process
including approval by the Governor’'s Regulatory Review Council. The Secretary of State shall publish the notice
along with the Preamble and the full text in the next available issue Afitoma Administrative Register after the
final rules have been submitted for filing and publication.

NOTICE OF FINAL RULEMAKING
TITLE 3. AGRICULTURE

CHAPTER 2. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
ANIMAL SERVICESDIVISION

PREAMBLE
1. Sections Affected Rulemaking Action

R3-2-203 Renumber
R3-2-203 Amend

R3-2-204 Amend

R3-2-208 Renumber
R3-2-208 Amend

R3-2-209 New Section

2. The gpecific authority for the rulemaking, including both the authorizing statute (general) and the statutes the

rules areimplementing (specific):
Authorizing statute: A.R.S. § 3-1203

Implementing statute: A.R.S. 8§ 3-1339, 3-2002, 3-2004, 3-2050

3. Theeffective date of therules:
May 5, 1999

4. A list of all previous notices appearing in the Register addressing thefinal rule:
Notice of Rulemaking Docket Opening: 4 A.A.R. 793, March 27, 1998; and 4 A.A.R. 932, April 17, 1998.
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking: 5 A.A.R. 486, February 12, 1999.

5. Thename and address of agency personnel with whom per sons may communicate regarding the rulemaking:
Name: Shirley Conard, Rules Specialist

Address: Arizona Department of Agriculture
1688 West Adams, Room 235
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Telephone: (602) 542-0962
Fax: (602) 542-5420

6. The explanation of the rule, including the agency’s reasons for initiating the rules:
R3-2-203. Licenses, Registration; Records. This Section describes the type of business that may purchase a
slaughter or meat license and specifies the requirements for records maintenance. A.R.S. 8 3-1339 establishes a
mobile slaughtering unit and a locker plant as a slaughtering facility but does not define what they are or specify the
type of license required. This rulemaking further clarifies slaughter licenses and sets up 2 types of exempt slaughter-
ers.

The exempt slaughter license category establishes the circumstance in which a mobile or a hon-mobile exempt
slaughtering operation may slaughter livestock for another. Although the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR),
adopted in R3-2-202, does not provide for exempt mobile operations, the CFR does allow an animal to be slaughtered
either by its owner, or delivered to another person who may slaughter the animal and return the meat to the owner.
This later category is subject to minimum facility and sanitation requirements. In order to stay within the guidelines
of the CFR and not jeopardize the Department’s “equal to federal status,” the Department must limit the location of a
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mobile exempt slaughterer. If the mobile exempt slaughterer operates in a location other than the owner’s property,
then the owner is “delivering” the animal to the exempt slaughterer and the slaughterer is subject to the minimum
facility and sanitation requirements. Consequently, mobile exempt slaughtering activity is limited to the property of
the owner of the animal.

R3-2-204. Official Slaughter Establishmemhis Section establishes the slaughtering requirements for an offi-

cial slaughter establishment. This rulemaking establishes thAteger is required for cleaning inspection and other
equipment, floors, and walls subject to contamination on the Kkill floor.

R3-2-208. Diseased and Injured Animdlkis Section sets the requirements for the processing, sale or storage of
diseased animals, and establishes that an otherwise healthy injured animal may be slaughtered at an official slaughter
establishment, or, if inspected and approved by a livestock officer, by an exempt slaughterer. This Section also pro-
vides for a waiver to the pre-slaughter inspection by a livestock officer if the officer determines that an inspection is
not required. Under circumstances of a waiver, the exempt slaughterer will be required to confirm the body tempera-
ture and condition of the animal before slaughter. This change addresses confusion among some members of the live-
stock community as to when slaughter must take place in an official slaughter establishment and when exempt
slaughtering may be used.

R3-2-209. Exempt Non-mobile Slaughter Establishm&his Section establishes the requirements for exempt
slaughter establishments that are non-mobile. These requirements are necessary to ensure the safe and sanitary hal
dling of animals being slaughtered in this type of an establishment.

7. A reference to any study that the agency proposesto rely on in its evaluation of or justification for the rule and
where the public may obtain or review the study, all date underlying each study, any analysis of the study, and

other supporting material.
None.

8. A showing of good cause why the rule is necessary to promote a statewide interest if the rule will diminish a
previous grant of authority of a palitical subdivision of this state:

Not Applicable.

9. Thesummary of the economic, small business, and consumer impact:
A. Estimated Costs and Benefits to the Arizona Department of Agriculture.

This rulemaking will have no impact on the Arizona Department of Agriculture.
B. Estimated Costs and Benefits to Political Subdivisions.

Political subdivisions of this state are not directly affected by the implementation and enforcement of this pro-
posed rulemaking.

C. Businesses Directly Affected By the Rulemaking. (Exempt Processing Saughterhouses, Mobile Saughter Units,
and Locker Plants.)

The businesses affected by this rulemaking are those that currently operate as exempt non-mobile slaughterers
not meeting minimum facility requirements, and exempt mobile slaughterers that slaughter in fixed locations without
meeting the minimum facility requirements. These businesses will be forced to desist operations, conduct slaughter-
ing operations on the property of the animal’'s owner, or invest in a facility or facility improvements to meet the
exempt slaughter facility minimum requirements.

The minimum facility requirements for exempt non-mobile slaughter establishments are listed in R3-2-209, this
rule package, and in the CFRs incorporated by reference in R3-2-202. These minimum requirements ensure that meat
prepared for human consumption by someone other than the actual owner of the animal, is wholesome and safe to
consume.

Although the slaughtering of animals by exempt mobile slaughterers is susceptible to unsanitary conditions and
unwholesome due to contamination of meat products by such things as dust and flies and an inability to sanitize the

premises or equipment with 18®ater, these operations are not specifically prohibited in the CFR. The CFR allows

a person to slaughter his own animal for his own use, or deliver it to another who slaughters the animal and returns it
to the owner for the owner’s own use, providing this person (slaughterer) meets minimum facility requirements. The
Department is not proposing facility requirements for exempt mobile slaughterers if the slaughtering occurs on the
property of the animal owner. In essence, the exempt mobile slaughtering operation assists the animal owner to
slaughter the owner’s animal on the owner’s property. Once the exempt mobile slaughtering operation ceases to con-
duct operations on the premise of the animal owner, the Department is obligated to regulate the operation and ensure
that the slaughterer meets minimum facility requirements specifically required in the CFR.
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Businesses conducting operations in violation of Department regulations will be forced to change the way they
operate or cease business. It is expected that some operations will make the investment in facilities to meet minimum
requirements and others will close operations. The Department’s primary concern is for the health and welfare of the
public that uses the services of exempt slaughterers. A 2nd and equally significant concern of the Department is the
continuation of a federally certified meat and poultry inspection program that is “equal to” the program conducted by
the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA). If the Department does not enforce regulations equal to federal regula-
tions, the USDA may elect to take over all inspection activities in the state. This would negatively impact the nearly
100 operators currently under continuous government inspection that use the inspection services of the Department’s
meat and poultry inspection program.

D. Estimated Costs and Benefits to Private and Public Employment.
This rulemaking will have no impact on private and public employment.
E. Estimated Costs and Benefits to Consumers and the Public. (Includes 4H and FFA animal owners.)

The options for the public who use the services of exempt slaughterers not meeting the minimum facility require-
ments are to enlist the services of an exempt mobile slaughterer at the animal owner’s property, to transport the ani-
mal to an exempt slaughter establishment that meets the minimum facility requirements, or transport the animal to an
official slaughter facility. One or more of these options are available in every county in this state.

The Department recognizes that this rulemaking, in clarifying how exempt slaughterers may conduct business,
restricts the slaughtering of 4-H and FFA animals sold during or after a show. Since the rulemaking prohibits the
slaughtering by an exempt slaughterer at any location other than the property of the owner, if the purchaser of a show
animal is a private individual or a business without adequate property for slaughtering, these animals will now have
to be slaughtered at an official establishment or an exempt non-mobile establishment meeting the minimum facility
requirements. In view of the restrictions on exempt slaughtering found in the CFR and the adverse public health
implications in allowing exempt slaughtering to occur off the property of the owner, the Department is committed to
requiring all exempt slaughtering, whether for 4-H, FFA, or private individuals, to take place at an establishment
meeting the minimum facility requirements, or take place on the property of the owner.

By requiring exempt slaughterers to meet the minimum facility requirements, the Department ensures that meat
products, even though not sold to the general public and consumed by the animal owner, is wholesome and is pre-
pared in sanitary facilities. In this case, the public benefit far outweighs the negative impact on requiring the few
operations to comply.

Benefits to the consumers would arise from the Department ensuring that meat prepared by exempt non-mobile
slaughterers for animal owners is wholesome and prepared in a sanitary facility. This protects the consumer from
unwholesomely slaughtered meat if the consumer mishandles the meat at home or neglects to cook the meat to a suf-
ficiently high temperature to render disease-causing bacteria noninfectious.

F. Estimated Costs and Benefits to Sate Revenues.
This rulemaking will have no impact on state revenues.

10. A _description of the changes between the proposed rules, including supplemental notices, and final rules (if

applicable):
Minor grammatical and technical changes were made at the reqtiest@®R.R.C. staff.

11. A summary of the principal comments and the agency responseto them:
No written comments were received during the formal comment period. However, the following comments were
voiced by the public in the beginning of the rulemaking process:

Comment:Stakeholders were confused about the rulemaking process.
Responset etters were sent to each inquiring stakeholder explaining the rulemaking process.

Comment:Several commenters disapproved of requiring social security number on an application and felt it was an
infringement of information.

ResponseWe appreciate stakeholders concern regarding social security numbers. We know that social security num-
bers are confidential and ordinarily a person is not required to submit this information, However, the following state
laws require all agencies who issue licenses to collect and process this information. A.R.S. 88 25-320(L) and 25-
502(F) both require thg] ach licensing board or agency that issues professional licenses or certificates shall record

the social security number of the licensee or certificate holder in its data base in order to aid the department of eco-

nomic security in locating noncustodial parents or the assets of noncustodial parents.
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Comment: Stakeholders were confused about the term “downer” particularly since not all downers have broken
bones.

ResponseThe term “downer” is currently defined in the ratite rules, R3-2-1101. The Department initially determined
that since this term would also be used in Article 2 that the definition should be removed from Article 11 and placed
in the Chapter’s main definition Section in Article 1.

The Department removed the term from the rulemaking and the original language of “injured” animals was rein-
stated. Since removing this term from R3-2-101 causes no changes to this Section, R3-2-101 has been removed from
this rulemaking.

Comment:Many commenters thought the rulemaking required that all animals, including injured animals, must be
transported to a slaughtering facility.

ResponseThis rulemaking does not change requirements relating to animals slaughtered on an owner’s property for
the owner’s use. It does, however, clarify where the animal must be taken and under what circumstances.

Comment:Commenters requested an emergency clause that would make it possible for animals in emergency situa-
tions to be slaughtered without prior brand inspection due to the urgency of the situation.

ResponseR3-2-208 was reworded to establish the parameters for when injured animals may be slaughtered and
when a waiver may be granted for an inspection by a livestock officer at the point of origin.

Comment:An issue was raised concerning the need for requiring a thermometer for determining water temperature.
The commenter felt it was unnecessary since steam is produced by a known temperature and it would be impossible
to put a thermometer at the point of contact.

ResponseThe Department is always mindful that its rules meet the “equal to” status of federal laws. Although our
wording is not the same as the federal regulations, the requirements for an official and exempt slaughter establish-
ment in 9 CFR Chapter Ill, Subchapter A are the same.

This Section requires that water at least®1i8@ available for sterilization on the kill floor. If steam is used the

temperature will exceed the 1B@quired by the rule, however a thermometer is still required at the point of use. The
concern that it is impossible to put a thermometer at the point of contact was accomplished, and recorded on tape, by
the State Veterinarian during a routine inspection. The phrase “point of contact” has been changed, however, to “point
of use” as specified in the CFRs.

Comment:If 180° water is furnished on the floor, there should be no need for“%atd@0sterilizer. The rule should
include the ability to use USDA approved chemical sterilization of tools instead of oflyva8€r for sterilizing.

ResponseThe required 18Dwater on the floor cannot be used as an alternative to%td@Gsterilizer. Tools must

be enclosed in a unit specifically used for sterilization. Using USDA-approved chemicals for tool sterilization seems
to be reasonable at 1st glance. However, federal law does not allow chemicals to be used on the Kill floor during
slaughtering operations.

Comment:The state has no business imposing restrictions on building requirements.

ResponseThe Department is puzzled by this comment. Building codes and standards are a long-standing part of Ari-
zona’s regulatory scheme. Existing CFR regulations, A.R.S. Title 3, Chapter 13, Article 2, and A.A.C. Title 3, Chap-
ter 2, Article 2 all impose restrictions on slaughter establishments. There is no provision in this rulemaking, nor will
there be, that stipulates that current slaughterhouse establishments do not have to meet the new requirements. This,
again, is a requirement that the state must meet to comply with the “equal to” federal standards.

Comment:“Does not the current rule state that the holder of an exempt mobile slaughter is already approved by the
state to approve of the site himself.”

ResponseThe current rule states that an exempt slaughter is one who slaughters or dresses animals for human con-
sumption which are not to be sold or offered for s@lkds rulemaking clarifies the difference between an exempt
mobile slaughterer and an exempt non-mobile slaughterer.

1. The exempt non-mobile slaughtering establishment must be a permanent location that is licensed and inspected.

2. The exempt mobile slaughterer consists of equipment that is moved from location to location and is used to
slaughter or dress animals on the property of the animal’s owner for human consumption, and may not be sold or
offered for sale.
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Comment: “The proposed change endangers the animal owner and others trying to load and transport an injured ani-
mal several miles or hours away. The rule also states that the injured animal must be inspected and approved by a
livestock officer or inspector.” Commenters were concerned that an inspector might not be able to provide an inspec-
tion in a reasonable period of time. “What guidelines will there be as far as time-frames for an inspector to get to
someone’s place to inspect and approve.”

ResponseA.R.S. § 3-1332(D) requires thiatestock officers and inspectors shall arrange for the inspection of the
livestock and inspect such livestock within twelve hours.

Comment:“Why have we eliminated the mobile slaughter for downers.” Commenters were unhappy with the
requirement that “downers” (injured) animals not approved for slaughter at an exempt non-mobile facility and must
be taken to an official slaughter establishment. They were concerned that the Department was putting an exempt
mobile slaughter out of business.

ResponseCurrently R3-2-208 (R3-2-203) states thatnimals which do not appear healthy shall not be transported
or delivered to or accepted by any exempt slaughter establishment.

The Department has not eliminated the exempt mobile slaughterer from slaughtering these animals, since an
exempt mobile slaughter never had the authority to slaughter them in the 1st place. Unless slaughtered by the owner
for the owner’s own use, animals may be slaughtered only by an establishment that has meat inspection. This means
an official slaughter establishment, since exempt mobile slaughters do not have an inspector on the premises to over-
see slaughtering.

Comment:“If the State Department of Agriculture and/or other organizations have concerns about these licenses,
why are they eliminating them versus meeting with all the parties concerned and working out guidelines, and stan-
dards.”

ResponseThe state is doing exactly what the commenter asked. We are promulgating rules through a specific pro-
cess that includes public comment from our stakeholders. The Department is clarifying what an exempt slaughterer is
and setting up specific guidelines which must be followed to ensure a safe and uncontaminated product.

Comment:*What guidelines will there be for approval, what will constitute approval.”
ResponseRR3-2-208(B) establishes where animals may be slaughtered and under what circumstances.
Comment:“What happens if there is no approval. Whose responsibility will it be to dispose of the animal.”

Response: If the livestock inspector does not approve the animal for slaughter, the owner may slaughter the animal
and keep the hide for later inspection by the livestock officer. The responsibility for disposing of the animal is, and
always has been, the owner’s.

It is the owner’s responsibility to see that the animal is transported to the slaughter location, whether the owner
does it, or hires another to do it. If the owner hires someone to transport the animal, this becomes a business transac-
tion and terms of the contract are between the owner and the transporter.

Comment:*Who and where are the exempt non-mobile slaughter facilities.”

ResponseThere are 11 official slaughtering establishments, 13 exempt nhon-mobile slaughtering establishments, 26
exempt mobile slaughterers, and 30 processors in Arizona. A list of these establishments was provided to each stake-
holder requesting this information.

Comment:“Will the official slaughter facilities have laws, rules, or guidelines in which they will have to answer for
regarding such things as, time-frames in which they will have to respond, will they do the transporting of the injured
or downed animal. Who will monitor their prices, because if there is only 1 in all of Northern Arizona, he can charge
any price he chooses.” “What if the official slaughter establishment can’t or won't do what is needed in a timely man-
ner.”

ResponseThe only official slaughtering establishment in Northern Arizona is in Chino Valley. Each slaughter estab-
lishment must follow state statutes and rules to govern the business. However, the state cannot dictate how business is
conducted. The response time, pricing schedule, and transporting conditions are all parameters of specific business
methods and cannot be regulated by the state.

Comment:*“What if an animal is taken to this official slaughter facility, and the legal owner of this animal states he
wants the animal processed by a different processor. Can he deny the slaughtering of the animal if he is not chosen to
process it. What happens then.”
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Response: If the animal is inspected and approved for slaughter, it is the owner’s responsibility to see that the animal

is transported to an establishment, slaughtered and processed according to his or her own specifications. The Depart-
ment is not responsible for any business transaction of the owner, whether it is for transporting the animal or for
mediating between the owner and the slaughterer.

Comment*If the livestock inspector or the official slaughter facility do not respond with in a certain amount of time,
does not the animal then suffer? Is this not inhumane to the animal?”

ResponseAfter an owner calls the Department for an inspection, if the livestock officer is available, he or she will
inspect the animal. From time to time, livestock officers will give a waiver to move livestock without an inspection.
Generally, this occurs when the livestock officer’s schedule will not permit an inspection without undue delay and the
officer is familiar with the owner and the owner’s operation. The waiver of the inspection is generally done verbally
by telephone. This waiver does not mean that it is not necessary for the animal to be inspected. It simply postpones
the inspection until the animal reaches the slaughter establishment where inspection is then done by the livestock
inspector or, in some cases, the slaughter establishment.

If, in the owner’s opinion, the animal is experiencing a great deal of suffering, the owner always has the option of
immediately putting down the animal.

Comment:*What about the person that lives 2-3 hours away from this official slaughter facility?”

Responsetn the normal course of slaughtering animals, arrangements are usually made in advance to get the animals
to the official slaughter facility. If a diseased or injured animal needs to be slaughtered, the procedure is stated in the
R3-2-208. An exempt mobile slaughterer can never be used.

Comment:“Since the State is aware that there is only 1 official slaughter facility in Northern Arizona, are they help-
ing to create a monopoly?”

ResponseThis rulemaking should clarify the slaughter requirements. The Department is not prohibiting anyone from
operating a legal slaughtering establishment to compete with existing establishments. The Department is 1st and fore-
most concerned about ensuring the public health and welfare. This rulemaking is based upon health concerns.

Comment:“If an exempt mobile slaughterer cannot slaughter someone’s animal from an auction, such as the 4-H/
FFA on his property, and the buyer from the auction does not have the capability to take the animal back to his “apart-
ment”, then how does he get it slaughtered and processed? Again it appears only 1 facility can do it.”

ResponseThe Department has heard various comments regarding the slaughtering of 4-H/FFA animals and is aware
of this concern. The responsibility to ensure a safe product rests with this agency. To accomplish this, an exempt
mobile slaughterer is restricted to the property of the animal’'s owner.

Comment:“No private party can slaughter an animal without inspection by a livestock officer, even if it is down.”

ResponseThe Department is unclear what the commenter means by a ‘private party.’ Is it an owner or someone the
owner hires to slaughter the animal? The state issues 2 types of slaughtering licenses: official slaughter and exempt
slaughter. This rulemaking clarifies each license.

1. The official slaughtering license is issued to a person who operates in a stationary building that not only has been
inspected as complying with sanitary requirements, but has an inspector on the premises to oversee the slaughtering.
The official slaughtering establishment deals primarily with animals that will be sold or offered for sale.

2. There are 2 types of exempt slaughter licenses: the exempt non-mobile slaughter, which operates in a stationary
building that has been inspected as complying with sanitary requirements, but does not have an inspector on the pre-
mises for meat inspection; and the exempt mobile slaughter, which is a unit moved from site to site, depending upon
the location of the animal. An exempt slaughtering licensee may only slaughter animals that are used solely for home
consumption by the owner, the owner’s immediate family or employees. The meat may not be sold or offered for sale.

Unless slaughtered by the owner for the owner’s personal use, animals may be slaughtered only by an establish-
ment that has meat inspection, this means an “official slaughter establishment.” Since exempt mobile slaughters do
not have an inspector on the premises to oversee slaughtering, an exempt mobile slaughterer is not authorized to do
this work. This is not a new requirement. Exempt mobile slaughterers have never had the authority to slaughter
unhealthy animals.

Comment*Once a “downed” animal is inspected it must be transported to a state approved slaughterhouse for butch-
ering.”

Responself “state approved slaughterhouse” means a ‘state-licensed slaughterhouse, the answer is yes, if the animal
is being slaughtered by someone other than the owner. Which type of slaughterhouse the animal is transported to
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depends upon whether the animal is being sold or offered for sale, or if it is being used solely for home consumption
by the owner, the owner’s immediate family or employees. A.R.S. § 3-2004 requirps vlat person licensed to
slaughter livestock, sheep, goats, swine, horses, mules or other equines for sale or exchange shall slaughter animals
in an established and recognized slaughterhouse kept by the licensee for that purpose, or in a saughterhouse estab-
lished by the authorities of a city or town. A.R.S. § 3-2006 states thiad very person licensed as an exempt slaugh-
terer of livestock, sheep, goats or equines shall, before slaughter, notify the nearest livestock officer of the location of
the slaughter and the time if it is proposed to slaughter the animals.

B. Livestock shall not be slaughtered until the animals have been inspected, unless inspection before slaughter is
waived by the associate director. . .

Comments‘Home and ranch raised animals cannot be slaughtered outside a state approved slaughterhouse.”

ResponseCan an owner slaughter an animal himself for his own use? Certainly. A.R.S. § 3-2011 states that
[p]roducers or owners who slaughter livestock, sheep, goats, swine or equines for the purpose of using the meat for
food for themselves, their immediate family or employees, and not for sale, shall not be required to procure a special
permit or a license to slaughter as required by this article, but the whole hide of all livestock so slaughtered, except
swine, shall be hung in a conspicuous place on the premises of the producer or owner and kept there until the hide
has been inspected and marked or tagged by a livestock officer. The meat from the livestock so slaughtered shall not
be removed from the premises of the producer or owner without being stamped “not for sale” by the livestock officer.

The following procedure is followed when an inspection is required:

After an owner calls the Department for an inspection, if the livestock officer is available, he or she will be dis-
patched to inspect the animal. The officer documents this inspection on a Form 1, Livestock Inspection Certificate,
which must accompany the animal to slaughter. During a livestock inspection, a livestock officer’s primary purpose is
to verify ownership of the animal. Livestock officers also check the animal to ensure that it appears healthy before it
is transported to a slaughter establishment. From time to time, livestock officers will give a waiver to move livestock
without an inspection and without a Form 1, Livestock Inspection Certificate, being issued. Generally, this occurs
when the livestock officer’s schedule will not permit an inspection without undue delay and the officer is familiar
with the owner and the owner’s operation. The waiver of the inspection is generally done verbally by telephone. This
waiver does not mean that it is not necessary for the animal to be inspected. If it simply postpones the inspection until
the animal reaches the slaughter establishment where inspection is then done by the livestock inspector or, in some
cases, the slaughter establishment.

If an animal is diseased or otherwise unhealthy the livestock officer will approve slaughter only at an official
slaughter establishment. It is the responsibility of the owner to arrange for transportation to whatever location is
required. The Department is not responsible for any business transaction of the owner, whether transporting the ani-
mal or for mediating between the owner and slaughterer.

There are 11 official slaughtering establishments, 12 exempt non-mobile slaughtering establishments, 26 exempt
mobile slaughterers, and 30 processors in Arizona. These entities must follow state statutes and rules to govern their
business. However, the state cannot dictate how business is conducted. The response time, pricing schedule, and
transporting conditions are all parameters of specific business methods and cannot be regulated by the state.

If an animal owner chooses to have an animal slaughtered on the owner’s property and the animal will be used
for the owner’s personal use, the location does not have to be inspected, but the hide needs to be kept until it has been
inspected by a livestock officer. (An animal can never be slaughtered within any city limits except in a licensed
slaughter establishment.)

Only if the animal is unhealthy is it required to go to an official slaughter establishment and it is always the
owner’s responsibility to take care of the transportation. If the owner hires someone to transport the animal, this
becomes a business transaction and terms of the contract are between the owner and the transporter.

12. Any other matters prescribed by statute that are applicable to the specific agency or to any specific rule or_class of

rules:

None.

13. Incorporations by reference and their location in therules:

None.

14. Wasthisrule previously adopted as an emergency rule?

No.
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15. Thefull text of therulesfollows:

TITLE 3. AGRICULTURE

CHAPTER 2. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
ANIMAL SERVICESDIVISION

Section
R3-2-208-R3-2-203. Licenses; Registration; Records

R3-2-204. SlaughterhouseReguirements Official Slaughter Establishment
R3-2-203:-R3-2-208. Diseased and Injured Animals

R3-2-209. Exempt Non-mobile Slaughter Establishments
ARTICLE 2. MEAT AND POULTRY INSPECTION

R32208: R3-2-203. Licenses; Registration; Records
A. Any person operating a business in any of the following categories shall obtain the appropriate license from the Depart-
ment.

1. Typesof daughter licenses.
a  Official slaughter — the slaughtering of animals in a slaughterHousale for human consumption.
b. Exempt slaughter.
i. Exemptnommobile slaughter — the slaughtering or dressing-efanigmamimal in a stationary buildirfigr
human consumptioryhich-arethat isnot-te-besold or offered for sale.
ii. Exempt mobile slaughter — the slaughtering or dressing of an animal for human consumption by using a
mobile structure on the property of the animal’'s owner, that is not sold or offered for sale.
2. Types of meat licenses.
a. Broker — any person, firm or corporation engaged-in-the-busindssyioig or selling carcasses, parts of car-
casses, meat or poultry food products, or by-products from state or federally inspected establishraeis.

mission-er-otherwise-regetiatimgbroker negotiatepurchases or sales-ef such-artithesse Qroductether than
for the broker’s own accourdy as an employee of another person, and is paid a commission

b. Custem-exemdExempt— any person, firm or corporation engaged-in-the-businga®oéssing meat or poultry
products without meanhspectionfor theanindividual owner oftheneat-anrdhat isnot for sale.

c. Distributor — any person, firm or corporation engaged-ir-a-busingseafling carcasses, parts of carcasses,
meat or poultry food products, or by-products from state or federally inspected establishments and storing or dis-
tributing -properly-identifiedheseproducts to commercial outlets, processorsndividuals-ang-whe-cenducts
no-precessingA distributor does not process any of these products.

d. Jobber — any person, firmar corporation with an established place of busiressthéidbuys meat or poultry
food products and offerstihe productdor sale to someonather than the-ultimate-eustensnd-use consumer

e. Pet food manufacturer — any person, fiomgorporation engaged in-the-businesmahufacturing animal food
from meat or poultry-that ignfit for human consumption.

f.  Processor — any person, firar, corporation-whdhatchanges meat or poultry food produets-inany tmagut-
ting, mixing, blending, canning, curing or otherwise preparing meat or meat food predustsofesale for
human consumption.

g. Renderer — any person, firor, corporation-whdhat renders and tallows and any person, fiamgorporation
engaged commercially in the hide, hair,pelt removal, cutting umr rendering of animals.

B. Applications for a license or registration pursuant to A.R.S. 8 3-2081(A), shall be made on forms provided by the Depart-
ment and shall contain the following-irfermation
1. The name of the applicant and the applicant’s partners, officers or directors of the bifsingss
2. The business namagdmailing address, telephone number, and social security number of the applicant
3. The exact location of the business, if different from subsection (B)(2)

C. All persons licensed or registered under this Section, and all other persons described in A.R.S. § 3-2081, shall maintain
the records required under A.R.S. § 3-2081 for a minimum-ofLyar. In addition, all registered dead animal haulers,
andlicensed rendering and tallow plarasd pet food manufacturing plants shall prepare and submit the reports required
under A.R.S. § 3-2695 and shall include copies of those reports as part cé¢beds maintained under this+idection
and A.R.S. § 3-2081.

R3-2-204. SlaughterhouseReguirements Official Slaughter Establishment
In addition to the requirements in A.R.S. § 3-2051, the following shall be provided when slaughtering cattle, calvesgsheep, an

hogs:
1. No change.
2. No change.
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No change.

No change.

No change.

No change.

No change.

No change.

No change.

0. No change.

1. No change.

12. No change.

13. Water supply, wash basins, sterilizing facilities.

a. Hot and cold running water, under pressure, shall be available at all parts of the plant: establishment and in con-
formity with the reguirements of the Arizona Department of Health Services. The hot water used for sterilizing
equipment, floors, and walls that may be contaminated by the dressing procedure or handling of diseased car-
casses, viscera, and other animal parts, shall be at least 1800 F. A thermometer shall be installed to verify the
temperature of the water at the point of use. Clearup A cleanup hose shall be provided available for use.

b. Foot-pedal operated wash basins shall be placed in or near dressing rooms. These wash basins shall be equipped
with running hot and cold water, delivered through a combination mixing faucet with an outlet at least 12 inches
above the rim of the bowl. The drainage outlet shall lead directly into the drain-of-the sewage system lines. Soap
and towels, and areceptacle for dirty paper towels or other trash, shall be convenient to the wash basin.

c. Oneor more wash basins shall be located in the slaughtering department, and ere 1 or more in the sausage man-
ufacturing room and at sueh any other places in the establishment as+ay-be essential to Hsure ensure cleanliness
of all persons handling products. Fhese The wash basins shall be equipped with hot and cold running water,
delivered through a combination mixing faucet with an outlet at least 12 inches above the rim of the bowl. Fhey
The water delivery shall be foot-pedal operated, and the drainage outlet shall lead directly into the sewage lines.
Soap and disposable towels shall be convenient to the wash basins.

d. Water for sterilizing purposes shall be maintained at a temperature of at least 180° F. One or more sterilizing
receptacles of rust-resisting, impervious material shall be placed at convenient locations in the slaughtering
department for the sterilization of all implements whieh that have been contaminated or which-have-been used on
adiseased carcass or part of a diseased carcass. The sterilizer shall be equipped with a cold water and steam line,

or other means to maintain water at a temperature of at least 180° F. during alt slaughtering operations. The ster-
ilizer shall alse contain a drain so that water may be completely drained out for daily cleaning. ef-thesterilizer
Equipment-such-asbeiters; Boilers and water heaters shall not be located in the dlaughtering department or in any
edible products department. To prevent possible back siphonage, vacuum breakers shall be provided on all steam
and water lines when the open ends are submerged or connected to equipment.

14. No change.

R3-2-203: R3-2-208. Diseased and Injured Animals
A. Diseased animals.

1. No meat from any diseased animal shall be processed, sold or stored at premises where food is sold or prepared for
human consumption, unless it has-been is decharacterized and clearly and-preperly identified “Not for Human Con-
sumption’ and-decharacterized.

B-2. Subsection (A)(1¥halldoesnot apply to meat from animals affected by any disease-vthatldoes not-erdinarily
render-suelthe meat unfit for human consumptier-previdédhe affectecanimals-se-affected-have-bemeslaugh-
tered in establishments where meat inspection is maintamed—pu%suadm R.S. 83-2048-2051er and9 CFR,
Chapter I, Subchapter A, Wh|dq—ha&besemcorporated by reference in R3- 2 202(A)

&B. Injured ammal Anim

RBERHOoo~No kW

ota y-any exempt
0-A-RS- —Ani whi - y } her-means but
5 i j fon A wmalruaead animal

may be slauqhtered by

1. The animal's owner at the owner’s premises if the meat is used solely for consumption by the owner, the owner’s
immediate family, or employees. The owner shall keep the animal’s hide until it has been inspected and marked or
tagged by a livestock officer under A.R.S. § 3-2011.

2. An official slaughter establishment, if:

a. The animal is inspected by a livestock officer at origin, or

b. The animal is transported to the official slaughter establishment with a self-inspection certificate; or

c

The animal is transported to an official slaughter establishment with a waiver from the Associate Director and the
waiver is documented by the livestock officer.
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An exempt slaughterer, if the meat is used solely for consumption by the animal’s owner, the owner’s immediate fam-
ily or employees, and if:

a. The animal’s body temperature is 1030 or less and except for the injury its condition appears normal; and

b. The animal is inspected by a livestock officer at origin who verifies the temperature and condition of the animal
and approves it for slaughter; or

The Associate Director waives the inspection and the waiver is documented by the livestock officer, and the
exempt slaughterer verifies the temperature and condition of the animal.

1o

R3-2-209. Exempt Non-mobile Slaughter Establishments

In addition to A.R.S. § 3-2050 and the material incorporated in R3-2-202(A), the following shall be provided when slaughter-

ing animals in an exempt non-mobile slaughter establishment:

1. General.

a. A metal knocking box or concrete box with metal door to confine the animal before stunning,

b. A distance of at least 3 feet from the header rail to the adjacent wall,

c. A bleeding rail with its top at least 16 feet above the floor, and

d. Dressing rails and cooler rails placed so the lowest part of the carcass is at least 12 inches from the floor.

2. Coolers. A chill cooler and separate holding cooler may be provided or both may be combined in 1 unit. The walls
shall be light colored, smooth, free from cracks, and impervious to moisture. The door between the slaughtering
department and the chill cooler shall be clad with rust-resistance-material. Rails shall be spaced at least 2 feet from
walls, columns, refrigeration equipment, or other fixed equipment to prevent contact with the carcasses.

3. Disposal of blood. If blood is not permitted to drain into the sewage system, it may be collected in a metal tank and
removed from the premises.

4. Drainage.

a. Floors that require flushing during operations shall have sloped floor drains to carry off the effluent. Drainage
systems shall conform to state and local plumbing codes.

b. Grease recovery systems shall not mask odors or create a harborage for pests.

5. Ventilation and lighting. Natural ventilation may be supplemented by artificial means and shall be sufficient to ensure
the absence of dust, masking odors, or steam vapors. To ensure adequate lighting at all times and at all places, natura
lighting shall be supplemented by well-distributed artificial lighting.

6. Potable water supply, wash basins, sterilizing facilities.

a. Hot and cold running water, under pressure, shall be available in all parts of the plant and in conformity with the
requirements of the Arizona Department of Health Services. The hot water used for sterilizing equipment, floors,
and walls that may be contaminated by the dressing procedure or handling of diseased carcasses, viscera, and
other animal parts, shall be at least 1800 F. A thermometer shall be installed to verify the temperature of the
water at the point of use. A cleanup hose shall be available for use.

b. One or more wash basins shall be located in the slaughtering department. The wash basins shall be equipped with
hot and cold running water, delivered through a combination mixing faucet with an outlet at least 12 inches
above the rim of the bowl. The water delivery shall be foot-pedal operated, and the drainage outlet shall lead
directly into the sewage lines. Soap and disposable towels shall be convenient to the wash basins.

c. The tool sterilizer shall be maintained at 1800 F. and be in operation at all times during slaughter activities.

7. Protection against flies, rodents, or other vermin.

a. Establishments shall be free of flies, rats, mice, roaches, and other pests or vermin. The establishment shall be
constructed and maintained to prevent entrance of pests to the premises and to eliminate breeding places from the
surrounding area and in the establishment.

b. Animal handling facilities such as stock pens and runways shall be clean and manure or other waste materials
removed shall not accumulate at or near the establishment.

NOTICE OF FINAL RULEMAKING
TITLE 4. PROFESSIONS AND OCCUPATIONS
CHAPTER 7. BOARD OF CHIROPRACTIC EXAMINERS
PREAMBLE
1. Sections Affected Rulemaking Action

R4-7-1001 Repeal

R4-7-1001 New Section

R4-7-1002 Repeal

R4-7-1002 New Section
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R4-7-1003 Reped
R4-7-1003 New Section
Appendix A Repeal
Appendix B Repeal
Appendix C Repeal
Appendix D Repeal
Appendix E Repeal
Appendix F Repeal

The specific authority for the rulemaking. including both the authorizing statute (general) and the statutes the
rules areimplementing (specific):
Authorizing statute: A.R.S. § 32-904(B)(2)

Implementing statute: A.R.S. § 32-926(B)(3)

The effective date of therules:
May 20, 1999

A list of all previous notices appearing in the Register addressing thefinal rule:
Notice of Rulemaking Docket Openintj:A.A.R. 289, April 7, 1995.

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking: 3 A.A.R. 3486, December 12, 1997.

The name and address of agency personnel with whom per sons may communicate regar ding the rulemaking:
Name: Patrice A. Pritzl, Executive Director

Address: Board of Chiropractic Examiners

5060 North 18 Avenue, Suite 416
Phoenix, AZ 85015

Telephone: (602) 255-1444
Fax: (602) 255-4289

An explanation of the rule, including the agency’s reasons for initiating the rule:
The preceptorship training program was initiated in order to provide chiropractic students an opportunity to gain
experience in a supervised practice setting prior to licensure. The Board proposes extensive revision of the existing
rules for the following reasons:  to conform the rules to the authority of the implementing statute by eliminating par-
ticipation by recent unlicensed graduates who are no longer students; to remove unnecessary limitations on the proce-
dures an extern may perform; and to rel ease externs, preceptors and the Board from the required use of formsthat are
obsolete, redundant and imprecise.

A reference to any study that the agency proposes to rely on in its evaluation of or justification for the final rule
and where the public may obtain or review the study, all data underlying each study, and analysis of the study. and
other supporting material:

None.

A showing of good cause why the rule is necessary to promote a statewide interest if the rule will diminish a

previous grant of authority of a political subdivision of this state:
Not applicable.

The summary of the economic, small business, and consumer impact:
The revised program has minimal economic, small business or consumer impact. Participating individuals will bene-
fit in that reporting requirements have been significantly reduced.

10. A description of the changes between the proposed rules, including supplemental notices. and final rules (if

11.

applicable):
Minor grammatical changes were made based on comments from GRRC staff. In addition, sections have been added

which define the reasons an application may be denied. Because of the extent of the changes, the Board is repealing
the rules and promulgating new sections rather than amending the rules.

A summary of the principal comments and the agency response to them:
The agency did not receive written or oral comment.

12. Any other matters prescribed by statute that are applicable to the specific agency or to any specific rule or class of

rules:
Not applicable.
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13. Incorporations by reference and their location in therules:
None.

14. Wasthisrule previously adopted as an emergency rule?

No.

15. Thefull text of therulesfollows:

Sections
R4-7-1001
R4-7-1001

TITLE 4. PROFESSIONS AND OCCUPATIONS

CHAPTER 7. BOARD OF CHIROPRACTIC EXAMINERS
ARTICLE 10. PRECEPTORSHIP TRAINING PROGRAM

Repealed
EIIQIbllltV Application

R4-7-1002
R4-7-1002

Minimum-reguirements-of-a-preceptorship-program Repealed

Practice Limitations

R4-7-1003
R4-7-1003

Fermination-of the preceptorship-program Repealed

Regulation and Termination of the Preceptorship Program

AppendixA- Repeaed
AppendixB: Repealed
Appendix-C. Repealed
AppendixbD- Repeaded
AppendixE: Repeded
Appendix Repealed

ARTICLE 10. PRECEPTORSHIP TRAINING PROGRAM

R4-7-1001. EligibHityr—appheation Repeal
A= A-studentshal:

A S

RN
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R4-7-1001. Eligibility; Application
A. Both extern and preceptor shall submit a written application to the Board. The Board shall process the application within
the time-frames provided in R4-7-502 (J). The application shall be submitted on a form that contains the extern’s photo;
the extern’s and preceptor’s name, address, telephone number, and any other names of the extern and preceptor; the pre-
ceptor’s license number, number of years in practice, and disciplinary history; a waiver of confidentiality and notarized
signature from both the extern and preceptor; the beginning and ending date of the program; location, days, and hours of
the proposed program:; the name and contact number for the sponsoring college; the date of extern graduation; and identi-
fication of the proposed scope of the program and the €eligibility of the applicants for approval.
Except as provided in subsection (D), the Board may approve participation by an extern who:
1. Concurrently participates in an undergraduate or postgraduate preceptorship program offered by an accredited chiro-
practic college and provides verifiable proof of enrollment;
Submits a written waiver of confidentiality that permits the Board access to any information, records, or documenta-
tion collected or used by the college to evaluate the extern’s eligibility for or performance in the program;
Provides a Certificate of Attainment on Parts | and |l of the examination by the National Board of Chiropractic Exam-
iners;
Successfully completes and provides documentation of the coursework required by A.R.S. § 32-922.02 for practice of
chiropractic specialties, if specialties are to be included in the training program; and
. Submits the $75.00 filing fee.
he Board shall not approve participation for an extern who:
Has been the subject of disciplinary sanction or convicted of a felony or a misdemeanor involving moral turpitude.
Is currently under investigation for a licensing violation, felony or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude.
Fails to demonstrate good character and reputation.
Fails to demonstrate the physical and mental ability to practice chiropractic skillfully and safely.
Has practiced chiropractic without a license or through participation in an approved preceptor program.
he Board may approve participation for a preceptor who:
Concurrently participates as a preceptor at the chiropractic college in which the extern is enrolled throughout the pro-
gram and provides verifiable proof of participation;
Submits a written waiver of confidentiality that permits the Board access to any information, records, or documenta-
tion collected or used by the college to evaluate the preceptor’s eligibility for or performance in the program;
Is licensed in Arizona for at least 5 years preceding the date the program is to begin and, if the program is to include
practice of chiropractic specialties, is certified in those specialties for at least 3 years proceeding the date upon which
the program is to begin; and
E. The Board shall not approve participation for a preceptor who:
1. Has been the subject of disciplinary sanction or convicted of a felony or a misdemeanor involving moral turpitude.
2. Is currently under investigation for a licensing violation, felony or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude.
3. Fails to demonstrate good character and reputation.
4. Fails to demonstrate the physical and mental ability to practice chiropractic skillfully and safely.

R4-7-1002.

|o0
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1

2

3

5. a d 3 “Extern”.

6- ditio A : or-ts—authorized

y-maintained.

R4-7-1002. Practice Limitations

A. Under the supervision of the preceptor and commensurate with the extern’s education, training, and experience, an extern
may engage in the practice of health care, as defined in A.R.S. § 32-925, except that an extern shall not perform any pro-
cedure defined as a chiropractic specialty requiring certification unless the extern and the preceptor have met the eligibil-
ity requirements in R4-7-1001 for that specialty.

B. At all times when patients may be present, the extern shall wear a badge showing the extern’s name and the title “Extern”
in capital letters equal in size to the name.
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C. Before an extern conducts an examination or renders care to a patient, the preceptor shall secure from the patient a written
consent to the examination or care. The written consent shall specify that the patient understands that an extern is not a
licensed doctor, and that the preceptor retains responsibility for quality of care. The preceptor shall maintain the signed
consent as a part of the patient’s file.

R4-7-1003. ler—m+nat+en—ef—t-he—PFeeep%er—sh+p-PFeg+am epeal

an Arizona
ient or finds

y-of the acts

R4-7-1003. Regulation and Termination of the Preceptorship Program
A. The Board, on its own initiative or upon receipt of a complaint, may investigate conduct of an extern or preceptor occur-

ring within the program for compliance with these rules and A.R.S. 8 32-924. The Board may, pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-
929, obtain patient records as part of the investigation.
B. If after investigation, the Board determines that the conduct of the extern or preceptor imperatively requires emergency
action, the Board shall suspend approval of the program pending proceedings for termination or other action. The Board
shall promptly notify the extern, the preceptor, and the college of the suspension, the reasons for the suspension, and the
conditions under which the suspension may be lifted, if any.
If after a hearing, the Board determines that the conduct of the preceptor or the extern constituted a violation of these rules
or A.R.S. 8§ 32-924, the Board shall terminate the program and may sanction the preceptor or deny licensure to the extern
if the extern has applied for a license.
If the Board receives written verification from a chiropractic college that the extern or preceptor is no longer concurrently
participating in the associated chiropractic college program, the Board shall terminate approval of the extern's training
program.
An extern may participate in a preceptorship program until the results of the next scheduled Part |V of the National Board
of Chiropractic Examiners examination are released or for 6 months, whichever occurs 1st.

(@

|©

[m
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ARRENDIXA
State of-Arizona
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ARRENDIX-B
State of-Arizona
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ARPRPENDIXD

MONBAY TFUESBAY = WEDNESDBAY FTHURSDAY  FRIBAY

DATE
|=/mun =

Preceptor’s-signature

DATE
|=zmem =

Extern's-signature

Fo-be-completed-each-month-and-returned-to the:

5060-North-19th-Avenue;Suite- 317
Phoenix;-Arizona-85015
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NOTICE OF FINAL RULEMAKING
TITLE 4. PROFESSIONS AND OCCUPATIONS

CHAPTER 43. BOARD OF OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY EXAMINERS

PREAMBLE
1. Sections Affected Rulemaking Action
R4-43-302 Amend

2. Thespecific authority for the rulemaking, including both the authorized statute (general) and the statutesthe rules

areimplementing (specific):
Authorizing statute: A.R.S. § 32-3404(A)(4)

Implementing statute: A.R.S. 8§ 32-3444 and 41-1092.09

3. Theeffective date of therules:
May 6, 1999

4. Alist of all previousnotices appearing in the Register addressing the proposed rule:
Notice of Rulemaking Docket Opening: 4 A.A.R. 838, April 3, 1998.
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking: 4 A.A.R. 3716, November 13, 1998.

5. Thename and address of agency personnel with whom per sons may communicate regarding the rulemaking:
Name: Kenneth D. Fink

Address: Arizona Board of Occupational Therapy Examiners
1400 West Washington, Suite 240
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Telephone: (602) 542-6784
Fax: (602) 542-5469

6. An explanation of therule, including the agency’sreason for initiating the rule:
This is an overall rule change to:

a. Eliminate obsolete language;

b. Bring the rule into agreement with the Arizona Board of Occupational Therapy Examiner's (Board) 5-year-
review plan;

c. Bring the rule into compliance with the Arizona Administrative Procedure Act, A.R.S. Title 41, Chapter 6,
Article10.

7. A reference to any study that the agency proposesto rely on in its evaluation of or justification for the proposed
rule and wherethe public may obtain or review the study, all data underlying each study, and analysis of the study

and other support material:
None.

8. A showing of good cause why the rule is necessary to promote a statewide interest if the rule will diminish a
previous grant of authority of a palitical subdivision of this state:
Not applicable.

9. Thesummary of the economic, small business, and consumer impact:
There is little to no impact to small business. Most of the cost impact is to the Board to reprint the rule.

10. A description of the changes between the proposed rule, including supplemental notice, and final rule (if
applicable):
R4-43-302 Rehearing or Review of Decision. This rule has been changed to bring the rule into compliance with the
Arizona Administrative Procedure Act, A.R.S. Title 41, Chapter 6, Article 10 and the Office of Administrative Hear-
ing's rules for the rehearing or review of a Board decision by an aggrieved party. The changes to this rule bring the
Board's rehearing and review procedures into agreement with these mandates. The Board retained the provisions of
the rule that supplement the applicable statutes and rules.
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A summary of the principal comments and the agency response to them:
None were received.

Any other matters prescribed by statute that are applicable to the specific agency or to any specific rule or_class of
rules:
None.

Incorporations by reference and their location in therules:
None.

Wasthisrule previously adopted as an emergency rule?
No.

Thefull text of the rulesfollows:

TITLE 4. PROFESSIONS AND OCCUPATIONS

CHAPTER 43. BOARD OF OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY EXAMINERS
ARTICLE 3. HEARINGS

Section
R4-43-302. Rehearing or Review of Decision

ARTICLE 3. HEARINGS

R4-43- 302 Rehearlng or ReV|eW of DeC|S|0n

The Board shall provide for a rehearing and reviev;/ of its decisions under A.R.S. Title 41, Chapter 6, Article 10 and rules
eﬂabhshed by the Offlce of Adm| nistrative Heari ng

remedies.

The Board may grant a rehearing or review for anv of thefoIIOW| nq reasons materlallv affecn ng apartv s rlqhts

1. Irregularity in the proceedings of the Board, or any order or abuse of discretion, that deprived the moving party of a
fair hearing;

2. Misconduct of the Board, its staff, an administrative law judge, or the prevailing party:

3. Accident or surprise that could not have been prevented by ordinary prudence;

4. Newly discovered material evidence that could not, with reasonable diligence, have been discovered and produced at
the hearing;

5. Excessive penalty;

6. Errorinthe admission or rejection of evidence or other errors of law occurring at the hearing or during the progress of

the proceedings;
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That the Board's decision is aresult of passion or prejudice; or

7
8. That the findings of fact or deC|S|on is not |ust|f|ed by the e\/ldence oris contrarv to law.

The Board may affirm or modify adecision or qrant a rehearl ng to all or any of the Dartms onall or Dart of the issues for
any of the reasonsin subsection (D). An order modifying adecision or granting a rehearing shall specify with particularity
the grounds for the order.

When a motlon for rehearl ng or review is based upon affidavits, thev shaII be served Wlth the motlon An opposing Dartv
may, within 15 days after service, serve opposing affidavits. The Board may extend this period for a maximum of 20 days,
for qood calise as descrl bed in subsection (1).

Not later that 10 days after the date of adecision, after giving parties notice and an opportunity to be heard, the Board may

grant arehearing or review on its own initiative for any reason for which it might have granted relief on motion of a party.
The Board may grant a motion for rehearing or review, timely served, for a reason not stated in the motion.

If arehearing is granted, the Board shall hold the rehearing within 60 days after the issue date on the order granting the
rehearing.

The Board may extend all time limits listed in this Section upon a showing of good cause. A party demonstrates good
cause by showing that the grounds for the party’s motion or other action could not have been known in time, using reason-
able diligence and:

1. A ruling on the motion will further administrative convenience, expedition, or economy; or

2. A ruling on the motion will avoid undue prejudice to any party.
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	Authorizing statute: A.R.S. § 3-1203
	Implementing statute: A.R.S. §§ 3-1339, 3-2002, 3-2004, 3-2050

	3. The effective date of the rules:
	May 5, 1999

	4. A list of all previous notices appearing in the Register addressing the final rule:
	Notice of Rulemaking Docket Opening: 4 A.A.R. 793, March 27, 1998; and 4 A.A.R. 932, April 17, 19...

	5. The name and address of agency personnel with whom persons may communicate regarding the rulem...
	Name: Shirley Conard, Rules Specialist
	Address: Arizona Department of Agriculture 1688 West Adams, Room 235 Phoenix, Arizona 85007
	Telephone: (602) 542-0962
	Fax: (602) 542-5420

	6. The explanation of the rule, including the agency’s reasons for initiating the rules:
	R3-2-203. Licenses; Registration; Records. This Section describes the type of business that may p...
	The exempt slaughter license category establishes the circumstance in which a mobile or a non-mob...
	R3-2-204. Official Slaughter Establishment. This Section establishes the slaughtering requirement...
	R3-2-208. Diseased and Injured Animals. This Section sets the requirements for the processing, sa...
	R3-2-209. Exempt Non-mobile Slaughter Establishment. This Section establishes the requirements fo...

	7. A reference to any study that the agency proposes to rely on in its evaluation of or justifica...
	None.

	8. A showing of good cause why the rule is necessary to promote a statewide interest if the rule ...
	Not Applicable.

	9. The summary of the economic, small business, and consumer impact:
	A. Estimated Costs and Benefits to the Arizona Department of Agriculture.
	This rulemaking will have no impact on the Arizona Department of Agriculture.
	B. Estimated Costs and Benefits to Political Subdivisions.
	Political subdivisions of this state are not directly affected by the implementation and enforcem...
	C. Businesses Directly Affected By the Rulemaking. (Exempt Processing Slaughterhouses, Mobile Sla...
	The businesses affected by this rulemaking are those that currently operate as exempt non-mobile ...
	The minimum facility requirements for exempt non-mobile slaughter establishments are listed in R3...
	Although the slaughtering of animals by exempt mobile slaughterers is susceptible to unsanitary c...
	Businesses conducting operations in violation of Department regulations will be forced to change ...
	D. Estimated Costs and Benefits to Private and Public Employment.
	This rulemaking will have no impact on private and public employment.
	E. Estimated Costs and Benefits to Consumers and the Public. (Includes 4H and FFA animal owners.)
	The options for the public who use the services of exempt slaughterers not meeting the minimum fa...
	The Department recognizes that this rulemaking, in clarifying how exempt slaughterers may conduct...
	By requiring exempt slaughterers to meet the minimum facility requirements, the Department ensure...
	Benefits to the consumers would arise from the Department ensuring that meat prepared by exempt n...
	F. Estimated Costs and Benefits to State Revenues.
	This rulemaking will have no impact on state revenues.

	10. A description of the changes between the proposed rules, including supplemental notices, and ...
	Minor grammatical and technical changes were made at the request of the G.R.R.C. staff.

	11. A summary of the principal comments and the agency response to them:
	No written comments were received during the formal comment period. However, the following commen...
	Comment: Stakeholders were confused about the rulemaking process.
	Response: Letters were sent to each inquiring stakeholder explaining the rulemaking process.
	Comment: Several commenters disapproved of requiring social security number on an application and...
	Response: We appreciate stakeholders concern regarding social security numbers. We know that soci...
	Comment: Stakeholders were confused about the term “downer” particularly since not all downers ha...
	Response: The term “downer” is currently defined in the ratite rules, R3-2-1101. The Department i...
	The Department removed the term from the rulemaking and the original language of “injured” animal...
	Comment: Many commenters thought the rulemaking required that all animals, including injured anim...
	Response: This rulemaking does not change requirements relating to animals slaughtered on an owne...
	Comment: Commenters requested an emergency clause that would make it possible for animals in emer...
	Response: R3-2-208 was reworded to establish the parameters for when injured animals may be slaug...
	Comment: An issue was raised concerning the need for requiring a thermometer for determining wate...
	Response: The Department is always mindful that its rules meet the “equal to” status of federal l...
	This Section requires that water at least 180o be available for sterilization on the kill floor. ...
	Comment: If 180o water is furnished on the floor, there should be no need for a 180o tool sterili...
	Response: The required 180o water on the floor cannot be used as an alternative to a 180o tool st...
	Comment: The state has no business imposing restrictions on building requirements.
	Response: The Department is puzzled by this comment. Building codes and standards are a long-stan...
	Comment: “Does not the current rule state that the holder of an exempt mobile slaughter is alread...
	Response: The current rule states that an exempt slaughter is one who slaughters or dresses anima...
	1. The exempt non-mobile slaughtering establishment must be a permanent location that is licensed...
	2. The exempt mobile slaughterer consists of equipment that is moved from location to location an...
	Comment: “The proposed change endangers the animal owner and others trying to load and transport ...
	Response: A.R.S. § 3-1332(D) requires that livestock officers and inspectors shall arrange for th...
	Comment: “Why have we eliminated the mobile slaughter for downers.” Commenters were unhappy with ...
	Response: Currently R3-2-208 (R3-2-203) states that [a]nimals which do not appear healthy shall n...
	The Department has not eliminated the exempt mobile slaughterer from slaughtering these animals, ...
	Comment: “If the State Department of Agriculture and/or other organizations have concerns about t...
	Response: The state is doing exactly what the commenter asked. We are promulgating rules through ...
	Comment: “What guidelines will there be for approval, what will constitute approval.”
	Response: R3-2-208(B) establishes where animals may be slaughtered and under what circumstances.
	Comment: “What happens if there is no approval. Whose responsibility will it be to dispose of the...
	Response: If the livestock inspector does not approve the animal for slaughter, the owner may sla...
	It is the owner’s responsibility to see that the animal is transported to the slaughter location,...
	Comment: “Who and where are the exempt non-mobile slaughter facilities.”
	Response: There are 11 official slaughtering establishments, 13 exempt non-mobile slaughtering es...
	Comment: “Will the official slaughter facilities have laws, rules, or guidelines in which they wi...
	Response: The only official slaughtering establishment in Northern Arizona is in Chino Valley. Ea...
	Comment: “What if an animal is taken to this official slaughter facility, and the legal owner of ...
	Response: If the animal is inspected and approved for slaughter, it is the owner’s responsibility...
	Comment: “If the livestock inspector or the official slaughter facility do not respond with in a ...
	Response: After an owner calls the Department for an inspection, if the livestock officer is avai...
	If, in the owner’s opinion, the animal is experiencing a great deal of suffering, the owner alway...
	Comment: “What about the person that lives 2-3 hours away from this official slaughter facility?”
	Response: In the normal course of slaughtering animals, arrangements are usually made in advance ...
	Comment: “Since the State is aware that there is only 1 official slaughter facility in Northern A...
	Response: This rulemaking should clarify the slaughter requirements. The Department is not prohib...
	Comment: “If an exempt mobile slaughterer cannot slaughter someone’s animal from an auction, such...
	Response: The Department has heard various comments regarding the slaughtering of 4-H/FFA animals...
	Comment: “No private party can slaughter an animal without inspection by a livestock officer, eve...
	Response: The Department is unclear what the commenter means by a ‘private party.’ Is it an owner...
	1. The official slaughtering license is issued to a person who operates in a stationary building ...
	2. There are 2 types of exempt slaughter licenses: the exempt non-mobile slaughter, which operate...
	Unless slaughtered by the owner for the owner’s personal use, animals may be slaughtered only by ...
	Comment: “Once a “downed” animal is inspected it must be transported to a state approved slaughte...
	Response: If “state approved slaughterhouse” means a ‘state-licensed slaughterhouse, the answer i...
	B. Livestock shall not be slaughtered until the animals have been inspected, unless inspection be...
	Comments: “Home and ranch raised animals cannot be slaughtered outside a state approved slaughter...
	Response: Can an owner slaughter an animal himself for his own use? Certainly. A.R.S. § 3-2011 st...
	The following procedure is followed when an inspection is required:
	After an owner calls the Department for an inspection, if the livestock officer is available, he ...
	If an animal is diseased or otherwise unhealthy the livestock officer will approve slaughter only...
	There are 11 official slaughtering establishments, 12 exempt non-mobile slaughtering establishmen...
	If an animal owner chooses to have an animal slaughtered on the owner’s property and the animal w...
	Only if the animal is unhealthy is it required to go to an official slaughter establishment and i...

	12. Any other matters prescribed by statute that are applicable to the specific agency or to any ...
	None.

	13. Incorporations by reference and their location in the rules:
	None.

	14. Was this rule previously adopted as an emergency rule?
	No.

	15. The full text of the rules follows:


	TITLE 3. AGRICULTURE
	CHAPTER 2. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
	ANIMAL SERVICES DIVISION
	ARTICLE 2. MEAT AND POULTRY INSPECTION
	R3�2�208. R3-2-203. Licenses; Registration; Records
	R3�2�204. Slaughterhouse Requirements Official Slaughter Establishment
	R3-2-203. R3-2-208. Diseased and Injured Animals
	R3�2�209. Exempt Non-mobile Slaughter Establishments


	NOTICE OF FINAL RULEMAKING

	TITLE 4. PROFESSIONS AND OCCUPATIONS
	CHAPTER 7. BOARD OF CHIROPRACTIC EXAMINERS
	PREAMBLE
	1. Sections Affected Rulemaking Action
	R4-7-1001 Repeal R4-7-1001 New Section R4-7-1002 Repeal R4-7-1002 New Section R4-7-1003 Repeal R4...

	2. The specific authority for the rulemaking, including both the authorizing statute (general) an...
	Authorizing statute: A.R.S. § 32-904(B)(2)
	Implementing statute: A.R.S. § 32-926(B)(3)

	3. The effective date of the rules:
	May 20, 1999

	4. A list of all previous notices appearing in the Register addressing the final rule:
	Notice of Rulemaking Docket Opening: 1 A.A.R. 289, April 7, 1995. Notice of Proposed Rulemaking: ...

	5. The name and address of agency personnel with whom persons may communicate regarding the rulem...
	Name: Patrice A. Pritzl, Executive Director
	Address: Board of Chiropractic Examiners 5060 North 19th Avenue, Suite 416 Phoenix, AZ 85015
	Telephone: (602) 255-1444
	Fax: (602) 255-4289

	6. An explanation of the rule, including the agency’s reasons for initiating the rule:
	The preceptorship training program was initiated in order to provide chiropractic students an opp...

	7. A reference to any study that the agency proposes to rely on in its evaluation of or justifica...
	None.

	8. A showing of good cause why the rule is necessary to promote a statewide interest if the rule ...
	Not applicable.

	9. The summary of the economic, small business, and consumer impact:
	The revised program has minimal economic, small business or consumer impact. Participating indivi...

	10. A description of the changes between the proposed rules, including supplemental notices, and ...
	Minor grammatical changes were made based on comments from GRRC staff. In addition, sections have...

	11. A summary of the principal comments and the agency response to them:
	The agency did not receive written or oral comment.

	12. Any other matters prescribed by statute that are applicable to the specific agency or to any ...
	Not applicable.

	13. Incorporations by reference and their location in the rules:
	None.

	14. Was this rule previously adopted as an emergency rule?
	No.

	15. The full text of the rules follows:


	TITLE 4. PROFESSIONS AND OCCUPATIONS
	CHAPTER 7. BOARD OF CHIROPRACTIC EXAMINERS
	ARTICLE 10. PRECEPTORSHIP TRAINING PROGRAM
	ARTICLE 10. PRECEPTORSHIP TRAINING PROGRAM
	R4-7-1001. Eligibility; application Repealed
	R4-7-1001. Eligibility; Application
	R4-7-1002. Minimum requirements of a preceptorship training program. Repealed
	R4-7-1002. Practice Limitations
	R4-7-1003. Termination of the Preceptorship Program Repealed
	R4-7-1003. Regulation and Termination of the Preceptorship Program


	NOTICE OF FINAL RULEMAKING

	TITLE 4. PROFESSIONS AND OCCUPATIONS
	CHAPTER 43. BOARD OF OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY EXAMINERS
	PREAMBLE
	1. Sections Affected Rulemaking Action
	R4-43-302 Amend

	2. The specific authority for the rulemaking, including both the authorized statute (general) and...
	Authorizing statute: A.R.S. § 32-3404(A)(4)
	Implementing statute: A.R.S. §§ 32-3444 and 41-1092.09

	3. The effective date of the rules:
	May 6, 1999

	4. A list of all previous notices appearing in the Register addressing the proposed rule:
	Notice of Rulemaking Docket Opening: 4 A.A.R. 838, April 3, 1998. Notice of Proposed Rulemaking: ...

	5. The name and address of agency personnel with whom persons may communicate regarding the rulem...
	Name: Kenneth D. Fink
	Address: Arizona Board of Occupational Therapy Examiners 1400 West Washington, Suite 240 Phoenix,...
	Telephone: (602) 542-6784
	Fax: (602) 542-5469

	6. An explanation of the rule, including the agency's reason for initiating the rule:
	This is an overall rule change to:
	a. Eliminate obsolete language;
	b. Bring the rule into agreement with the Arizona Board of Occupational Therapy Examiner's (Board...
	c. Bring the rule into compliance with the Arizona Administrative Procedure Act, A.R.S. Title 41,...

	7. A reference to any study that the agency proposes to rely on in its evaluation of or justifica...
	None.

	8. A showing of good cause why the rule is necessary to promote a statewide interest if the rule ...
	Not applicable.

	9. The summary of the economic, small business, and consumer impact:
	There is little to no impact to small business. Most of the cost impact is to the Board to reprin...

	10. A description of the changes between the proposed rule, including supplemental notice, and fi...
	R4-43-302 Rehearing or Review of Decision. This rule has been changed to bring the rule into comp...

	11. A summary of the principal comments and the agency response to them:
	None were received.

	12. Any other matters prescribed by statute that are applicable to the specific agency or to any ...
	None.

	13. Incorporations by reference and their location in the rules:
	None.

	14. Was this rule previously adopted as an emergency rule?
	No.

	15. The full text of the rules follows:


	TITLE 4. PROFESSIONS AND OCCUPATIONS
	CHAPTER 43. BOARD OF OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY EXAMINERS
	ARTICLE 3. HEARINGS
	ARTICLE 3. HEARINGS
	R4-43-302. Rehearing or Review of Decision




