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New Proposal/Water Quality Rules

Gentlemen:

This letter is my protest against the current course of action.

I am not happy with DEP's continued effort to avoid reasonable
protection for Pennsylvania's waters. DEP continues to waste time
and our money developing inadequate rules that do not meet the
federal standards or PROTECT our environment..

An adequate proposal must:

1. Protect Exceptional Value streams/watersheds.

2. Protect High Quality streams/watersheds.

3. Prevent discharge into/degradation of EV waters.

4. Prevent degradation of wetlands.

5. Provide a level of protection for waters not presently graded.

6. Give weight to public lands in the selection process.

The present document has no credence.

It appears that Environmental Protection is not on the authors
agenda. They should be allowed or required to resign.

Please convey my feelings to the members of the board. Thank you.

Yours truly,

Rodney L./Horton

1037 Shearwater Dr.
Audubon, PA 19403-2011
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Edward R. Brezina ft ,
Bureau of Watershed Conservation
P.O. Box 8555
Harrisburg, PA 171055-8555

RE: Proposed Antidegradation Regulations

Dear Mr. Brezina: . . . . . •

I am completely opposed to your gutting everything that is good about the current
antidegradation regulations and replacing them with weaker laws that will not protect our
streams. These new regs will not protect existing uses, will make it harder for streams to get
protection as high quality and exceptional value streams, and worst of all, will allow the
redesignation of existing streams to lower categories that offer less protection.

The few good elements of your proposed scheme cannot be separated from the overall bad
language. 1 would suggest, therefore, that you withdraw the entire package and rewrite it so that
it protects the environment. In the alternative, keep the regulations now in place.

In addition, these proposed regulations do not meet minimum federal requirements, and you
know that they do not. You were hired to protect the environment, so please do your job and
stop wasting taxpayer money by refusing to comply with the law.

Address: ^^} J ^ / / % k/f-

cc: Michael McCabe,
EPA Regional Administrator
841 Chestnut Building
Philadelphia, PA 19107
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5302 Coral Street

Environmental Quality Board
DEP
P.O. Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

To Whom It May Concern:

It has been brought to my attention that Pennsylvania has been OUT OF COMPLIANCE with the
clean water regulations for ten years. As the mother of two sons and an individual hoping to be
the grandmother of several, I am appalled to learn this. I urge you, with all my heart, to reject the
DEP's current anti-degradation proposal and to direct your efforts toward bringing us into
compliance with regulations that are in our best interests.

We need high standards that protect our waterways from further degradation, not new legislation
that would lower the standards. Please protect our precious water sources for future generations.
VOTE AGAINST the anti-degradation proposal on the table.

Thank you for your attention to MY concerns.

Yours truly ^ ^
!$&>&£*- LSI "^^L&'isi*

Martha Ann Terry, Ph.D. /
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305 Farwood Road
Wynnewood, PA 19OS6

Environmental Quality Board

POB 8465

Harrisburg, PA 171O5

Gentlemen:

RE: Proposed Water Quality Rules
I am writing to you to express my concern over the currently
proposed water quality rules. I believe they represent a major
step backward from current state rules and fall short of EPA
federal standards and as such that they are a threat to our
state's water resources.

Some of the particularly noxious items in the proposed rules
include exemptions for gustificiation for degradation of high
quality waters, failure to consider whether a stream is on public
land in granting exceptional value status and no longer
considering high quality and exceptional value as protected water

The proposed rules, in my opinion, appear to be more oriented
toward protecting various economic interests than in protecting
our waters and should be rejected.

Please make the members of the board aware of my concerns.

Sincerely,

Paul A. Litka,KHD

CC: Rep. G. Vitale
Valley Forge Trout Unlimited
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April 28, 1997

Environmental Quality Board
DEP PO Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

This letter ia in reference to the Clean Water Act

1 am requesting that you reject the OEP's

current anti-degradation proposal.

Please reply as to youropinion on this matter.

Thank You,

Brenda Fenton
230 Lincoln Hall Road
Elizabeth, PA 15037
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P.O. Box 972
Edgemont, PA 19028
April 28, 1997.

Environmental Quality Board
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection
P.O. Box 8465

Harrisburg, PA 17105

Re: New Proposed Water Quality Rules

Gentlemen:
Please consider this letter to be the protest of the 200
members of the Chester Ridley Crum Watersheds Association on
the aforementioned subject.

We are not at all satisfied with the continued effort on the
part of the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental
Protection to avoid reasonable protection for the waters of
Pennsylvania. The persons operating as the state's
representatives are still applying the diatory tactics which
have twice within memory resulted in litigation which found
the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection at
fault and the Environmmental Protection Agency was required
to intervene.

And, now this new proposal is a setback to the environmental
gains made in the past to protect Pennsylvania waters. For
example:

The High Quality and the Exceptional Value aspects need
to stay as protected water uses, so that our best
streams will not receive further degradation;

Contrary to Federal Regulations, no weight has been
given to public lands in the selection process;

Another concern is that discharges and degradation of
Exceptional Value waters may occur;

There needs to be an integration of wetland protection
with antidegradation;

And also, waters that have not yet been assessed, are
protected at the lowest level.



Environmental Quality Board Page 2

This proposal contains numerous items that are potentially
damaging to the environment. We strongly urge rejections of
these proposed regulations.

We present the foregoing for your consideration. If you
have questions, please feel free to contact us.

Sincerele,
CHESTER RIDLEY CRUM WATERSHEDS ASSOCIATION

Carl A. DuPoldt, Jr.
President
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Mr. Robert E. Nyce, Executive Director
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
14th Floor, Harristown #2
333 Market Street
Harrisburg, PA 17120

RE: Proposed Rulemaking - Water Quality Amendments - Ant (degradation (#7-310)

Dear Mr. Nyce:

The Environmental Quality Board has received comments regarding the above referenced
proposed rulemaking from the following:

1. Robin M. Koski
2. Ms. Carol E. Butler
3. Ms. Jane Swartley
4. J. Evans and Ms. Paula Evans
5. Ms. Rachel Weiss
6. Ms. Kimberly Buck
7. Leslie T. McKee
8. Ms. Linda Jacobson-Flynn
9. Ms. Patricia G. Cronin
10. Rene van Gamert
11. Mr. and Mrs. David A. Rogers
12. Ms. Sabine Rehm

These comments are enclosed for your review. Copies have also been forwarded to the
Senate and House Environmental Resources and Energy Committees. Please contact me if you
have any questions.

Sincerely,

^^Ujsr^ X^_^%_

Sharon K. Freeman
Regulatory Coordinator

Enclosure

RECYCLED PAPER \
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1109 Charleston Greene
MALVERN, PA, 19355
28 April 1997

I would urge you to reject the DEP's current anti-degradation proposal and to adopt the
simpler, better standards of the EPA

Yours faithfully

DEBORAH DURIG

#####
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Jo fin and Annette Jofotson

Apri l 28, 1997
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Envi ronmenta l Q u a l i t y Board WYATTE
Department o f Env i ronmenta l P r o t e c t i o n BERESCHAK
P- 0. Box 8465
H a r r i s b u r g , PA 17105

Re: Proposed Water Q u a l i t y Standards

Dear Board Members,

We are v o i c i n g our o b j e c t i o n s t o D.E .P . ' s p roposa l which w i l l
reduce water qual i ty standards in Pennsylvania's waterways below the
minimum E.P.A. requirements as specified by the Federal Clean Water

We want s t r i c te r regulation than the Clean Water Act requires

m

What we recommend the Board do:

1 - EXCEPTIONAL VALUE: If it's exceptional - No new
discharge! The entire watershed must continue to be consid-
ered and included.

2 - HIGH QUALITY; If the water meets either one of the
two standards, then protect it as high quality. All streams
in Pennsylvania should and could be high quality1, pro-
viding enforcement and education were a high priority.

3 - EXISTING USES; Protect it at the current level;
delays; no loopholes; no degradation!

Quite simply, our'message is:

NO MORE D E G R A D A T I O N O F R NNSYLVANIAS

WATERWAYSI

incerely,

MJJ:apj

Annette and M.̂ John ^JwHW^T^rajT ̂ j 1?

|! MAY ;- - : .
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Edward R. Brezina
Bureau of Watershed Conservation
P.O. Box 8555
Harrisburg, PA 171055-8555

ORIGINAL: #1799

RE: Proposed Antidegradation Regulations

Dear Mr. Brezina

I am completely opposed to your gutting everything that is good about the current
antidegradation regulations and replacing them with weaker laws that will not protect our
streams. These new regs will not protect existing uses, will make it harder for streams to get
protection as high quality and exceptional value streams, and worst of all, will allow the
redesignation of existing streams to lower categories that offer less protection.

The few good elements of your proposed scheme cannot be separated from the overall bad
language. I would suggest, therefore, that you withdraw the entire package and rewrite it so that
it protects the environment. In the alternative, keep the regulations now in place.

In addition, these proposed regulations do not meet minimum federal requirements, and you
know that they do not. You were hired to protect the environment, so please do your job and
stop Waiting taxpayer money byrefusing to comply with the law.

/ ^ ^ - ^

J . TURNER
P.O. BOX-723

LANGHORNE, PA. 19047

cc: Michael McCabe,
EPA Regional Administrator
841 Chestnut Building
Philadelphia, PA 19107
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Environmental Quality Board DEP
PO Box 8465
Harrisburg, Pa 17105

Dear Sir:

Please adopt standards that protect our waterways from any more degradation. I would
like to encourage you to reject the DEP's current anti-degradation proposal and put into
place the simpler, better standards of the EPA.

Hopefully you will reply to my letter, but better yet, safeguard our water and adopt more
stringent regulations to protect present and future generations.

Sincerely,

%/&

Julie W. Coffey
174 Culpepper Court
Malvem, PA 19355

v-]-\r
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Mary Agnes Bushner
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5313 Friendship Ave.
Pittsburgh, PA 15224-1715
April 28, 1997

Environmental Quality Board
DEP
PO Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

Dear Board:

I strongly request that you adopt stronger, better environmental protection
regulations. I am a voting citizen who is very concerned about the quality of our water
and air. Your job is to protect the environment and, thereby, all citizens.

I am opposed to the DEP's current anti-degradation proposal. Our current
regulations must make dumping more difficult, not less. We need to raise water
quality standards, not lower them. Please reject current trend to lower the quality of
our streams and lives.

Sincerely,

Susan M. Smith (Johnson)

Si l l i«mm t%<:W*##A--:
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Environmental Quality Board
DEP
POB 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

New Proposal/Water Quality Rules

Gentlemen:

Please consider this letter to be my protest against the subject!

I am not at all satisfied with the continued effort on the part of
DEP to avoid reasonable protection for Pennsylvania waters. The persons operating as
the state's representatives are still applying the dilatory tactics which have twice within
memory resulted in litigation which found the DEP at fault and the EPA forced to step in.

And now the new proposal is, for all intents and purposes, worse! Such as:

HQ and EV need to stay as protected water uses, so that our best streams will not
be downgraded;

Contrary to Federal regs no weight is given to public lands in the selection
process;

Another loophole - allows discharges and degradation in EV waters;

Waters not yet assessed are protected at the lowest level. How long are they
expected to last under these conditions..

This proposal is loaded with items which are damaging to the environment. It should not
be given any credence in its present form - these regulations should be rejected!

I am asking that my feelings be conveyed to the members of the Board. Thank you

Sincerely,

•; I ij f § iy

Thomas J. Kelly

•. .:V.'FfCf^I^r.U QUAUTYBOARDl
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April 28, 1997 ;i j ; , ; . . ; . , . -. -

Environmental Quality Board

P.O. Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

RE: New Proposal/Water Quality Rules.

To whom it may concern:

This letter is written to express my disagreement and concerns regarding the above
subject.

I am dissatisfied with the DEP efforts to protect our State's water resources. As
Commonwealth representatives responsible for the protection of Commonwealth
resources I find it difficult to comprehend that the EPA was twice forced to intervene in
the DEP affairs.

The new proposal does not offer, in my opinion, any improvements and certainly is not
in spirit of the efforts that Pennsylvanians have labored for over the past two decades
for protection of the Commonwealth's natural resources.

The designations High Quality (HQ) and Exception Value (EV) must remain as protected
water uses so that our best streams will not be downgraded.

Contrary to Federal regulations no weight is given to public lands in the selection
process. This is not acceptable.

Loopholes that permit discharges and degradation in EV waters must be purged.

The lack of wetlands protection in regards to antidegradation must be addressed.

This Department's proposal has failed to represent the environmental interests of the
Commonwealth. I submit that the regulations in their current language amount to
damaging environmental policy and should be rejected.

I ask that my opinion be conveyed to members of the Board.

omas M. Luke

mJJJJJLI.
MAY I 9 I99T
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WEST CHESTER FISH, GAME & WILDLIFE

ASSOCIATION, INC.

P.O. BOX 511

WEST CHESTER, PENNSYLVANIA 19381-0511

Apr i l 28, 1997

Environmental Quality Board
Department of Environmental Protection
P. 0. Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

Re: Proposed Water Quality StandaBrx?fSCHAK

Dear Board Members,

ORIGINAL: #1799
COPIES: COCCODRTLLI

TYRRELL
JEWETT
SANDUSKY
WYATTE

On behalf of our 375 members, I am voicing our objections to
D.E.P.'s proposal which will reduce water quality standards in Penn-
sylvania's waterways below the minimum E.P.A. requirements as speci-
fied by the Federal Clean Water Act.

In the 60 years our Association has been involved with fisherper-
sons, I believe we are qualified to express our opinion that if you
polled the one million people who bought a 1997 Pennsylvania fishing
license, you would find very few, if any, who want Pennsylvania water-
ways degraded. The overwhelming majority would want stricter regula-
tion than the Clean Water Act requires now.

What we recommend the Board do:

1 - EXCEPTIONAL VALUE: If it's exceptional - No new
discharge! The entire watershed must continue to be consid-
ered and included.

2 - HIGH QUALITY; If the water meets either one of the
two standards, then protect it as high quality. All streams
in Pennsylvania should and could be high quality', pro-
viding enforcement and education were a high priority.

3 - EXISTING USES: Protect it at the current level;
delays; no loopholes; no degradation!

Quite simply, our message is:

NO MORE DEGRADATION OF PENNSYLVANIA'S

WAT E RWAVS t

Sincerely

M. Xfohn

MJJ:apj
.... fg^Hii i

(S«SE£^
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"Environmental Quality Board DEP
PO Box 8465
Harrtsburg, PA 17105

Please reject the DEP's current anti-degradation proposal.

|,.,,,,|:,M«V™oumTY BOARD]

Environmental Quality Board DEP
PO Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105 S3* .
Please reject the DEP's current anti-degradation proposal̂  ^ ^ 0 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^/'"f-
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DER PO Box 8465
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Brenda Blackburn-Foster
1240 Longford Road
West Chester, PA 19380
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY BOARD

Dear Sirs,

As a concerned citizen, I urge you to reject the DEP's current anti-degradation proposal.

Please adopt the simpler, better standards of the EPA.

I thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Brenda Blackburn-Foster
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April 29,1997
Environmental Quality Board
P.O. Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

Dear Sirs:

No More Degradation!

Please reject the DEFs current anti-degradation proposal as this would lower water
quality standards. Instead adopt the simpler, better standards of the EPA,

Help protect our Waterways FOR US - FOR OUR CHILDREN!

Please respond to:

E. J. Lewis
P.O. Box 1321
Malvern, PA 19355

Thank you for your help.

i ENVIRONMENTAL QUAUTY BOARD ]
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Mr. Edward R. Brezina
Chief, Division of Assessment and Standards
Bureau of Water Quality Management
10th Floor, Rachel Carson State Office Building
P.O. Box 8465
400 Market Street

Harrisburg, PA 17105-8465

re: Proposed antidegradation regulations

Dear Mr. Brezina:

The Friends of the Saucony Marsh oppose the proposed antidegradation
regulations. Nearly everything in the package is bad, but there are a few
things that I shall mention in particular.

First, the criteria for High Quality and Exceptional Value designations
are too stringent. Too many streams would be disqualified from these
categories. As the presence of endangered species is eliminated as a qualifier,
this would weaken protection for endangered species.

Second, the proposed regulations corrupt the role of uses in stream
protection. They call for DEP to designate uses rather than sanction actual
present uses, as is currently done. DEP could delay designating the uses
of a stream until after degradation had occurred. Worst of all, the
regulations would eliminate High Quality and Exceptional Value as uses,
thereby removing the redesignation of streams from EPA oversight.

The current regulations imposed on Pennsylvania by EPA properly
implement the antidegradation provisions of the federal Clean Water Act.
Pennsylvania's own regulations must conform to them, what has been
proposed do not, therefore they must be rejected.

/

Sincerely,

Phila Back
Chairwoman

cc: Michael McCabe, EPA Regional Administrator

J % H r->i

lUU MAY

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY BOARD



HARRY L. RICHTER, JR.
1211 Denbigh Lane
Radnor, PA 19087
(215) 527-9564

April 29, 1997

Environmental Quality Board

SSsT""*" — =,
Re: New Proposed Water Quality Rules

Gentlemen:

Please consider this letter to be my protest against Water Quality rule changes currently
under consideration.

It is the DEP's responsibility to ensure appropriate balance between commercial,
environmental and recreational interests all of whom have legitimate needs that eventually
bear on the uses of Pennsylvania's waters. Modification of existing standards will subject
protected waters to degradation; there is insufficient protection for waters that are not
presently assessed or evaluated, and contrary to Federal regulations, no weight is given to
public lands in the selection process for stream designation.

Countrywide, there are hundreds of examples of reasonable compromise in utilization
programs where rules are sufficiently clear and appropriately administered to create a level
playing field for all interests. That balance cannot be maintained if there is any relaxation of
standards. This will only produce more litigation where discussion and compromise is clearly
the proper course of action.

The proposal under consideration contains many items which are potentially damaging to the
environment and destabilize positions that have been proven to afford protection yet workable
areas of agreement. These regulations must be rejected.

I would appreciate it if this letter is made available to the members of the Board and to others
who will participate in the deliberations regarding the proposed rule changes.
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Environmental Quality Board (EQB)

PO Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA. 17105

Gentlemen:

It is my understanding that a Federal Judge has ruled that Pennsylvania's
Department of Environmental Protection has allowed Pennsylvania's lakes
and rivers to grow increasingly poluted, in violation of the Clean Water Act
and has ordered that theState's polution laws be tightened within 30 days.

It is also my understanding that the current proposal to tighten these laws
has, in fact, introduced provisions that will actually degrade the quality of
water further.

I would like to go on record to oppose any change in the law that permits
further degradation of the clean Water Act requirements, and in fact, insist
that every effort be made to bring Pennsylvania's laws into compliance with
EPA requirements as established by the Clean Water Act. The PA. DEP should
cease and desist issuing any permits that do not comply with Federal guidelines
under the Clean Water Act.

Very truly yours,

kJ^S&0bo*£
F. Grass III
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April 29, 1997

Karen J. Getz
306C McKim St.

Zelienople, PA 16063

Environmental Quality Board
Dept. of Environmental Protection
P.O. Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing as a concerned resident of Pennsylvania to request that the present water
anti-degradation proposal be rejected. I would prefer that the simpler, better standards of
the EPA be adopted.

Your response would be appreciated.

incerely,

v fukxn
Karen J Ge
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Environmental Quality Board
DER PO Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

April 29, 1997
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Mark Foster (PER CAT)
1240 Longford Road
West Chester, PA 19380

H i d D W IE

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY BOARD

Dear Sirs,

As a concerned citizen, I urge you to reject the DEP's current anti-degradation proposal.

Please adopt the simpler, better standards of the EPA.

I thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

/%wi £. A^uAsr

Mark E. Foster
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Dear Sir,
April 29,1997,

ORIGINAL:
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The Mountain Laurel Chapter of Trout Unlimited would like to comment on PA's
proposed antidegradation and water quality standards that have been proposed. Our
chapter has commented in the past and has followed the proceedings since its inception.

Our primary concern is that PA's proposed regulations will allow more
degradation of PA*s water than the EPA pomulgated regulations. The current regulations
are much more desirable than the proposed regulations.

We believe that under definitions the words surface water should be replaced with
watersheds. We also do not support deleting HQ and EV from the list of protected water
uses. Removing them also removes EPA oversight which we believe is essential given the
political and power considerations within the state that always seem to come into play.

Also we believe that requiring a stream to pass both a chemistry and biology test
to qualify as high quality is less restrictive and does not meet federal requirements. A
stream should qualify either on the context of chemistry or biology. Under level of
protection we believe the word discharges should be replaced with the word activities.
There are many things other than discharges that are detrimental to water quality.

We also oppose the minimal impact discharge provision. A discharge cannot
maintain and protect water quality if it uses up to 25 % of the assimilative capacity of the
water. This must be altered All applicants who want to degrade water quality must be
required to justify the degredation as well as conduct an alternative analysis and use the
best technology. The purpose of tier 2 is to give power to the public in making decisions.
DEP tries to take this away under the current provision.

Also there should be no mechanism for local residents or local governments to
have a veto power over EV designations. The water in question is always the water of the
Commonmwealth and not the sole domain of local residents or governing bodies.

The Mountain Laurel Chapter of Trout Unlimited believes there are many
weaknesses in the current DEP proposal. We will not stand by and allow an agency
charged with the stewardship of the Commonwealth's water to not perform its assigned
tasks due to power politics, powerful self interest groups or any other motivation that
creates anything less than what is best for the Commonwealth's resources and its residents.
We believe these regulations need a complete overhaul with the points outlined altered
accordingly. We will be watching.

{

COCCODRILLI
TYRRELL
JEWETT
SANDUSKY
WYATTE
BERESCHAK

ThjHikyoiy ^ 7 r

Leii Lichvar
Stream Improvement Chairman
Mountain Laurel Trout Unlimited
584 Homer Church Rd.
Stoystown,PA 15563
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Nicole L. Palgutt
550 N. Wayne Ave.
Wayne, PA 19087 7 ^ : r;: ?;;•

Environmental Quality Board H
D E P h - v - ; / •-• - •'"

P.O. Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

Dear Sir or Madam:

I am writing as a concerned citizen who has learned that new regulations proposed by the
DEP will lower water quality standards. These standards will allow the further degradation
of our rivers and streams. Please reject the current anti-degradation proposal and adopt
simpler, better standards of the EPA.

Thank You.

Nicole L. Palgutt U

111 APR .. £ r ._.

rwiRONMENTAL QUALITY BOARD
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68 Murray Rd.
Holland, Pa. 1896
April 29,1997

Envirnomemtal Quality Board
P.O.Box 8477
Harrisburg, Pa. 17101-8477

Dear Mr. Self:

Having lived my whole life on this exceptional patch of
earth's surface I've a vested interest in it's preservation and hoped for improvement. The new water
regulations being put forward by the DEP are not going to enhance the protection of our waters.
I've a good idea who'll benefit from these new regulations and I know it won't be the population at large.
Suffice it to say that if the EQB gives it's stamp of approval to these watered down regulations there will
be a suitable uproar which our representatives in Harrisburg will note. The final line of defense against
these regulations is the EPA, who I feel certain will disapprove of the proposals, if they fail to do so, you
can be sure they'll be in court again.

Respectfully,

Lt4J. \L oL^.

|ENWWMIlMEW»LOtUMT^TYBWri,;



Robert J. Eke
& ASSOCIATES

ADVERTISING • MARKETING • PUBLIC RELATIONS

221 Irish Road, P.O.Box 562, Berwyn, PA 19312 610-651-0802 FAX 651-0805
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

29 April, 1997

Environmental Quality Board
DEP
FOB 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

Re: New Proposal / Water Quality Rules

Gentlemen:

Please consider this letter to be my protest against the subject!

I am not at all satisfied with the continued effort on the part of DEP to avoid reasonable protection for
Pennsylvania waters. The persons operating as the state's representatives are still applying the dilatory
tactics which have twice within memory resulted in litigation which found the DEP at fault and the EPA
forced to step in.

And now the new proposal is, for all intents and purposes, worse! Such as:

HQ and EV need to stay as protected water uses, so that our best streams will not be downgraded;

Contrary to Federal regulations, no weight is given to public lands in the selection process;

Another loophole-allows discharges and degradation in EV waters;

There is no integration of wetlands protection with antidegradation;

Waters not yet assessed are protected at the lowest level. How long are they expected to last under
these conditions?

This proposal is loaded with items which are damaging to the environment. It should not be given any
credence in its present form—these regulations should be rejected!

I am asking that my feelings be conveyed to the members of the Boafd. Thank you.

Yours Truly

Senator Richard A. Tilghman
Representative Robert C Donatucci
Valley Forge Trout Unlimited
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To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to urge the Environmental Quality Board to prevent further
degradation of Pennsylvania waterways. As a Pennsylvania resident, I am concerned by
the apparent lack of concern on the part of the body politic with regard to environmental
issues. Further, as one who was raised in rural New England, I know clean water and air,
and I know that Western Pennsylvania seriously lacks it. I am writing to urge you to do
your part to reject the DEP's current anti-degredation proposal. Water is a very valuable
commodity and an increasingly less renewable one. If the proper action is not taken now,
we will all suffer in the future. I would appreciate a response to this correspondence with
your input, and thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Thomas M.D. Keith

Thomas M.D. Keith
PO Box 9161
Pittsburgh PA 15224-9161

UHi APR
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Zelienople, Pa.

April 30,1997
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Dear Senator White,

The DBP is proposing new regulations that would

lower water quality standards. We need standards that

protect our waterways from any more degradation. I ask

that you reject the DBP*s current proposal.

I would appreciate hearing from you on this matter.
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945 Sconnelkown Road
West Chester, PA 19382
610.431.9560
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fiiV.:.-atâwx:itjiirty to you to request to reject the DhP's current anti-
degradation proposal. Please adopt the simpler, better standards
of the EPA. Please send a response to the address below. We are
very concerned for the health and well beiny of our children.

Sincerely,

JR nendry
1304 Morstein Road
West Chester, PA 19380
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April 30, 1997

Environmental Quality Board (&QB)

1 am writing to you to reyuesW to reject the DEB's current anti-
degradation proposal. Please adopt the simpler, better standards
of the EPA. Please send a response to the address below. We are
very concerned for the health and well being of our children.

Sincerely,

[Patricia Hendry I
1304 Morstem Road /
West Chester, PA 193BO
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Environmental Quality Board

P.O. Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

Dear Sir or Madam:

I understand the DEP has advanced an anti-degradation proposal.
Our streams and other waters already are polluted. We would like
to see the Delaware Bay improve, not get worse. In all ways this
is a bad idea, and I would like to see it fail to take effect.

Please send us a reply so we know you received this letter and
took time to read it and consider our views.

Yours truly,

(Mrs.) Roberta Anne Harrison Arthur G. Harrison
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Environmental Quality Board
DEP
PO Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

Dear Sir or Madam:

I am writing to you to ask you to please reject the DEP's current anti-degradation
proposal. I have enclosed my address and would like a reply from you regarding this
legislation, and why your office would back a proposal which would allow contamination
to our streams and rivers.

I
Robert J.Shel



1242 Hamilton Drive

West Chester, PA 19380

April 30, 1997

ORIGINAL: #1799

To:EQB /) rl / ""* mo*,
From: Robert Stuart

Please reject the DEP's current anti-degradation proposal and adopt the simpler,

better standards of the EPA. We would like to have clean water. Please reply.
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Environmental Quality Board
DEP
PO Box 8465
Harrisburg, PA 17105

Dear Sir or Madam:

MM " 5 1997 JK

I am writing to you to ask you to please reject the DEP's current anti-degradation
proposal. I have enclosed my address and would like a reply from you regarding this
legislation, and why your office would back a proposal which would allow contamination
to our streams and rivers.

Sincerely,

Stephanie AC. Sheller



The Harieysville
Insurance Companies
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Susquehanna Branch Office
2700 Commerce Drive
Harrisburg, PA 17110
(717)657-8100
(800) 222-3459
FAX: (717) 657-2877
Claims FAX: (717) 657-6144

Mailing Address:
P.O. Box 6237
Harrisburg, PA 17112-0237

April 30,1997
107 Clover Hill Drive

Environmental Quality Board p T H f ^ p T \ 7 T ^ P t Chester, PA 19382 ,, ^

FOB 8465 1 <v1QQ7 ! =
Harrisburg, PA 17105 MAY 1 * \Wf r -

Gentlemen:
REVIEW COMMSSI^w Proposal/Water Quality Ru

INDEPENDENT REGULATOR'

Please consider this letter to be my protest against the subject!

I am not at all satisfied with the continued effort on the part of DEP to avoid reasonable
protection for Pennsylvania waters. The persons operating as the state's representatives
are still applying the dilatory tactics which have twice within memory resulted in
litigation which found the DEP at fault and the EPA forced to step in.

And now the new proposal is, for all intents and purposes, worse! Such as:

HQ and EV need to stay as protected water uses, so that our best streams will not
be downgraded;

Contrary to Federal regs no weight is given to public lands in the selection
process;

Another loophole - allows discharges and degradation in EV waters;

There is no integration of wetlands protection with antidegradation;

Waters not yet assessed are protected at the lowest level. How long are they
expected to last under these conditions?

This proposal is loaded with items which are damaging to the environment. It should not
be given any credence in its present form - these regulations should be rejected!

I am asking that my feelings be conveyed to the members of the Board, Thank you.

cc: Valley Forge Trout Unlimited

C&vrs truly,

toward Irving

Members of The HarieysvWe Insurance Companies
Great Oaks Insurance Company
HarieysvWe-AUantic Insurance Company
HarleysvMle-Garden State Insurance Company
Harieysvflle Insurance Company of New Jersey

Harieysvilto Life Insurance Company Mid-America Insurance Company
HarieysviBe Mutual insurance Company New York Casualty Insurance Company
Huron Insurance Company Pennland Insurance Company
Lako States Insurance Company Worcester Insurance Company



^ ^ ^ 2

^ ^ ^̂ ^

^ 1 ^ ^ ^ ^̂ ^̂ ^ ^^^^^1 ^^ l̂̂ ^^^^^o^^^ l̂ ^

1^ ^3^ 977

^^2^7 ^^^^72^^7^^ 7^79^^ ^^^^^^i ^ ^ 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ 7^^6^^i^9^^^^

^^^^^ ^^^^^^ ^^^^^0^^ 1^^^^^^^^^^^-l



205 Allysa Circle
West Chester, PA 19380
April 30, 1997
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY BOARD

Environmental Quality Board

PO Box 9465
Harrisburg, PA 17015

Dear Sir or Madam:

I am writing to you to ask you to please reject the DEP's current anti-degradation proposal. I have
enclosed my address and would like a reply from your office regarding this legislation, and why your
organization would back a proposal which would allow contamination to our streams and rivers.

Valerie A. Collmann





THE
BRYNMAWR
HOSPITAL

130 South Bryn Mawr Avenue
Bryn Mawr, Pennsylvania 19010-3160
610/526-3000

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY BOARD
DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
P.O. BOX 8465
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

RE: WATER QUALITY RULES PROPOSAL

ORIGINAL: #1799

COPIES: COCCODRILLI
TYRRELL
JEWETT
SANDUSKY
WYATTE
BERESCHAK

E.Q. BOARD:

I AM WRITING TO EXPRESS MY OUTRAGE AT THE NEW PROPOSALS AFFECTING
WATER QUALITY RULES. TWICE IN THE RECENT PAST, DEP ATTEMPTED SIMILAR
RULES CHANGES THAT RESULTED IN COURT DECISIONS AGAINST DEP FORCING EPA
TO STEP IN. AGAIN, DEP IS MOVING CONTRARY TO FEDERAL STANDARDS WITH
THIS CURRENT ATTEMPT TO DOWN GRADE OUR WATERS. PASSAGE OF THIS
PROPOSAL WILL SURELY LEAD TO MORE LITIGATION AND FURTHER FEDERAL
ACTION AGAINST DEP.

A REPRESENTATIVE OF US FISH & WILDLIFE HAS SAID THAT "DEP HAS PICKED
ALL THE WORST POSITIONS" WITH THIS NEW PROPOSAL. THIS PROPOSAL IS
CONTRARY TO FEDERAL STANDARDS IN NO FEWER THAN SIX INSTANCES,
INCLUDING THE DISREGARD OF WATERS ON PUBLIC LANDS IN THE " SELECTION
CRITERIA". THIS WOULD ALLOW PRIVATE INTERESTS TO SUPERCEDE THE PUBLIC
TRUST THAT DEP IS SUPPOSED TO PROTECT.

IT IS UNFORTUNATE THAT DEP IS UNABLE TO FULFILL IT'S RAISON D'ETRE OF
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION. RATHER THAN THIS SORT OF KOWTOWING TO
PRIVATE INTERESTS, DEP SHOULD FOLLOW WHAT THEIR BOSS, GOVENOR RIDGE,
HAS SAID REGUARDING OUR STATE'S ENVIRONMENT, "PLEASE REMEMBER TO BE A
GOOD STEWARD AND PRACTICE SOUND CONSERVATION. PROTECTING OUR RESOURCES
PRESERVES OUR LANDS AND WATERS FOR OUR CHILDREN AND OUR FUTURE."

PRUSSIA, PA 19406

- m _ l rU

System Members: The Bryn Mawr Hospital, The Lankenau Hospital, Paoli Memorial Hospital,
Bryn Mawr Rehab, Community Health Affiliates
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Andrew Schaum
636 5. Birmingham Rd.
West Chester, PA 19302
(610) 4300907

May 1, 1997

Environmental Quality &oard
PEP
r & Box 8465

Harrisburg, PA 17105

Re: New Proposal/Water Quality Rules

Pear Board Members:
1 wanted to express my concern and continued frustration over PEP's

failure to adequately protect Pennsylvania's waters. It is my understanding
that the EPA has twice been forced to intervene to force PEP to do what it
is legally required to do. This is ridiculous and should be unnecessary. As a
taxpayer and an attorney in this Commonwealth, 1 an\ offended. Why does it
take the federal government to force PEP to do its job?

I am an active member of Trout Unlimited and have been informed that
the new proposal could actually lead to less protection of our valuable resources,
including our best streams.

This should not be tolerated,
that the regulations be rejected.

Please accept this letter as my request

Sincerely,

Andrew Schaum

cc: VFTU
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Mr. Robert E. Nyce, Executive Director
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
14th Floor, Harristown #2
333 Market Street
Harrisburg, PA 17120

RE: Proposed Rulemaking - Water Quality Amendments - Antidegradation (#7-310)

Dear Mr. Nyce:

The Environmental Quality Board has received comments regarding the above referenced
proposed rulemaking from the following:

1. Mrs. Christine Puk
2. Kathryn Reinert
3. Kathryn J. Rohrbach
4. Cynthia S. Watson
5. Edward G. Schirra
6. Lynneth J. Lohse
7. John J. Giovanni
8. Gaafar El Mallah
9. Burt K. Shotton, Jr.
10. Evelyn J.M. Richter
11. Donald P. Cancelmo
12. Gerta Harriton
13. Richard Phillips Georg
14. David E. Benner
15. Marion M. Kyde

These comments are enclosed for your review. Copies have also been forwarded to the
Senate and House Environmental Resources and Energy Committees. Please contact me if you
have any questions.

Sincerely,

Sharon K* Freeman
Regulatory Coordinator

Enclosure

Recycled Paper
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To: 'EQB
Tram: Jam Swanky

213 Tofudfen live., 2nd floor
Quatigrtown, TA18951 .

in it

LU

ENVIRONMENTAL QL.-,-

Kindly reject the imP's current anti-degradation proposaC Tlease
send a reply to the above address.

___;' Umntyou.

%
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May 1, 1997

Joseph R. Petrella, Jr.
64 Norwood House Rd.
Downingtown, Pa. 19335

Environmental Quality Board
DEP
P.O.Box 8465
Harrisburg, Pa. 17105

Gentleman:
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New Proposal/Water Quality Rules

Please consider this letter to be my protest against the subject!

I am not at all satisfied with the continued effort on the part of DEP to avoid reasonable protection for
Pennsylvania Waters. The persons operating as the state's representatives are still applying the dilatory tactics
which have twice within memory resulted in litigation which found the DEP at fault and the EPA forced to

And now the new proposal is, for all intents and purposes, worse! Such as:
HQ and EV need to stay as protected water uses, so that our best streams will not be downgraded;
Contrary to Federal regs no weight is given to public lands in the selection process;
Another loophole — allows discharges and degradation in EV waters;
There is no integration of wetlands protection with anti-degradation;
Waters not yet assessed are protected at the lowest level. How long are they expected to last under these
conditions.

This proposal is loaded with items which are damaging to the environment. It should not be given any
credence in its present form — these regulations should be rejected!

I am asking that my feelings be conveyed to the members of the Board Thank you

Yours Truly,

Joseph R Petrella, Jr.
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