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From: katahdin@ureach.com

Sent: Wednesday, August 16, 2000 9:19 AM
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Dear Independent Regulatory Review Commission Members,

As a citizen of Pennsylvania, I am very concerned about the
levels of water pollution that are dumped into the state's
rivers, lakes and streams. It is unacceptable that
Pennsylvania's waterways receive the highest levels of
toxic pollution in the nation--this is not the legacy that
we want to leave for our children.

I am writing to ask you to support the DEP's current water
quality standards that are being reviewed by the IRRC. It
is critical that you oppose any efforts to weaken these
regulations if we are going to take steps to protect and
clean up Pennsylvania's waterways. I support the

DEP's efforts to:

* Eliminate language that would have downgraded emission
levels for 75 chemicals.

* Oppose the discharge of toxic chemicals under "General
Permits."” This type of permit does not afford enough
protections for the environment or general public when it
comes to pollution levels.

* Eliminate language that would allow for effluent trading
by polluters.

Please take these important first steps to protect our
waterways, our environment and our health. I look forward
to hearing your response on this important issue.

Harry Tucci
220 Slonaker Rd
Spring City, Pennsylvania 19475



Environmental Quality Board

Water Quality
IRRC #1975
NAME ADDRESS DATE OF
CORRESPONDENCE

Harry Tucci 220 Slonaker Road August 16, 2000
Spring City, PA 19475

Barbara Karp 28 Dudley Avenue August 16, 2000
Lansdowne, PA 19050

Jeff Brown 14 Merwood Drive August 16, 2000
Upper Darby, PA 19082

Edward Millard 841 Locust Street August 16, 2000
Reading, PA 19604

Norman Stahlheber 440 Donalyn Lane August 16, 2000
Berwyn, PA 19312

D. Alan Benner 6396 Sherwood Road August 16, 2000
Phila, Pa 19151

Amy Fluckiger 50 Cabot Drive August 16, 2000
Wayne, PA 19087

David Kay 123 Red Rambler Drive August 16, 2000
Lafayette Hill, PA 19444

Alex Cohen 772 Worthington Mill Road | August 16, 2000
Newtown, PA 18940

Dana Dorman 1902 Pine St. 2R August 16, 2000
Phila, PA 19103

Sara Rose 1476 Holcomb Road August 16, 2000
Huntingdon Valley, PA
19006

Joseph Amatrudo 228 Fitzwilliams Road August 16, 2000
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010

Rebecca Heppard 8311 Flourtown Ave August 16, 2000
Wyndmoor, PA 19038

Myra Carpenter 1560 Silo Road August 16, 2000
Yardley, PA 19067

Charles & Nancy Cerino 2655 Terwood Hill Drive August 16, 2000
Willow Grove, Pa 19090

Michael Marks 104 Shawnee Road August 16, 2000
Ardmore, PA 19003

Jeremiah Blatz 6636 Forward Ave August 16, 2000
Pittsburgh, PA 15217

Tina Thomas 307 Londonberry Court August 16, 2000

Mars, PA 16046

Saul Flieder

101 Girard Ave
Hatboro, Pa 19040

August 16, 2000




Tina Horowitz 4701 Pine Street, m8 August 16, 2000
Phila, PA 19143

Jaclyn Baver 415 W Wayne Ave August 16, 2000
Wayne, PA 19087

Mark Zawadzki 37 Deer Run Lane August 16, 2000
Malvern, PA 19355

Joan Workowski 1162 Beverly Road August 16, 2000

Pipersville, PA 18947

Edward Torres

1354 Cinnamon Drive

August 16, 2000

Fort Washington, PA
19034

Jessica Applebaum 12156 Waverly Walloway August 16, 2000
Phila, PA 19117

Mayra Santiago 6714 Crittenden St August 16, 2000
Phila, PA 19119

Neil Bajwa 63 Spring Valley Lane August 16, 2000
Pittsburgh, PA 15238

Matt Hoberg 406 Falcon Drive August 16, 2000
Kennett Square, PA 19348

Susan Bulsza 52 Chestnut Valley Drive August 16, 2000
Doylestown, PA 18901

Gregory Pasquarello 122 Sunset Ave August 16, 2000

' PheonixvilleiﬁPA 19460

Jane Cooper 339 South 4™ Street August 16, 2000
Phila, PA 19106

Ruth Lynch 2815 Quarry Road August 16, 2000
Bryn Athyn, PA 19009

Mary Ann Krszal 100 Westbrooke Lane August 16, 2000
Corapolis, PA 15108

Katherine Mulcare 18 Laurel Circle August 16, 2000
Malvern, PA 19355

Robert Penne 1338 Medford Road August 16, 2000
Wynnewood, PA 19096

Christina Whitenton 1906 Glynda Drive August 16, 2000
Marietta, Ga 30062

Caroline J. Haslett 1016 Larchmont Ave August 16, 2000
Havertown, PA 19083

Judy Lackey Haverford College Aupgust 16, 2000
370 W. Lancaster Ave
Haverford, PA 19041

Michael Sullivan 1530 Powder Mill Lane August 16, 2000
Wynnewood, PA 19096

Arthur Alexander 7848 Spring Ave August 16, 2000
Elkins Park, PA 19027

Dave Ingegneri 604 Cadwalader Circle August 16, 2000

Exton, PA 19341




Carol Brannon P O Box 332 August 17, 2000
2981 Cherry Lane
Bryn Athyn, PA 19009

Richard Malloy 191 Pine Crest Lane August 17, 2000
Lansdale, PA 19026

Todd Clay 115 Kingsley Street August 17, 2000
Philadelphia, PA 17102

Rick Sell 1775 Lamplighter Drive August 17, 2000
Macungie, PA 18062

Greg Huey 500 Buck Island Ranch August 17, 2000
Road
Lake Placid, FL 33852

Amy Broaddus 403 Great Springs Road August 17, 2000
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010

Sam Shaffer 115 Cedar Drive August 17, 2000
Richboro, PA 18954

Jonathan Weiss 28 Cooper Beech Drive August 17, 2000
Lafayette Hill, PA 19444

Nancy Martin P O Box 285 August 17, 2000
Spring House, PA 19477

Katharine & Alan Muirhead | 1501 Quaker Rdg August 17, 2000
West Chester, PA 19380

Ginny Trojan 627 General Weedon Drive | August 18, 2000
West Chester, PA 19382

Rosie O’Sullivan P O Box 425 August 18, 2000

Bryn Athyn, PA 19009

Concerned Citizen

e-mail; gjl@ismd.ups.com
PA 17379

August 18, 2000

Pat Andrien 2342 Jones Road August 20, 2000
Pottstown, PA 19465

Yvonne Coleman P O Box 1293 August 20, 2000
Ofallon, Missouri 63366

Keith Donnellan 4607 Spruce Street August 20, 2000
Philadelphia, PA 19139

Stephen Cavanagh 3303 Norma Drive August 19, 2000
Thorndale, PA 19372

Ed Salo 6507 Bronze Lane August 19, 2000
Plano, Texas 75023

William Detwiler 721 Little Shiloh Road August 19, 2000
West Chester, PA 19382

Beverly Bean 3118 Nottingham Road August 19, 2000
Norristown, PA 19403

Suzanne Dunleavy 212 Murray Drive August 18, 2000
Doylestown, PA 18901

William Bondinell 1512 Franklin Lane August 18, 2000

Wayne, PA 19087




Deborah Forst

211 Stefan Place
North Wales, PA 19454

August 21, 2000

Norman Burke

705 E. Creamery Road
Perkasie, PA 18944

August 21, 2000
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Original: 1975
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Dear Independent Regulatory Review Commission Members,

I have been a register voter in the state of Pennsylvania for over a
decade. I am very concerned about the levels of water pollution that
are dumped into the state's rivers, lakes and streams. It is
unacceptable that Pennsylvania's waterways receive the highest levels
of toxic pollution in the nation--this is not the legacy that we want
to leave for our children. I am writing to ask you to support the DEP's
current water quality standards that are being reviewed by the IRRC.

It is critical that you oppose any efforts to weaken these regulations
if we are going to take steps to protect and clean up Pennsylvania's
waterways. I support the DEP's efforts to: * Eliminate language that
would have downgraded emission levels for 75 chemicals. * Oppose the
discharge of toxic chemicals under "General Permits." This type of
permit does not afford enough protections for the environment or
general public when it comes to pollution levels. * Eliminate language
that would allow for effluent trading by polluters. Please take
these important first steps to protect our waterways, our environment
and our health. I look forward to hearing your response on this
important issue.

Kerry Hendricks
307 Joseph Dr
West Chester, Pennsylvania 19380



Gelnett, Wanda B.

From: JBUDINGER@SRCARE.ORG

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2000 3:15 PM

To: irrc@irrc.state.pa.us

Subject: Support DEP Efforts to Reduce Water Pollution

Original: 1975

Independent Regulatory Review Commission Members
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Dear Independent Regulatory Review Commission Members,

As a citizen of Pennsylvania, I am very concerned about the=20 levels
of water pollution that are dumped into the state's=20 rivers, lakes and
streams. It is unacceptable that=20 Pennsylvania's waterways receive
the highest levels of=20 toxic pollution in the nation--this is not the
legacy that=20 we want to leave for our children. I am writing to ask
you to support the DEP's current water=20 quality standards that are
being reviewed by the IRRC. TIt=20 is critical that you oppose any
efforts to weaken these=20 regulations if we are going to take steps to
protect and=20 clean up Pennsylvania's waterways. I support the DEP's
efforts to: * Eliminate language that would have downgraded emission=20
levels for 75 chemicals. * Oppose the discharge of toxic chemicals
under "General=20 Permits." This type of permit does not afford
enough=20 protections for the environment or general public when it=20
comes to pollution levels. * Eliminate language that would allow for
effluent trading=20 by polluters. =20 Please take these important first
steps to protect our=20 waterways, our environment and our health. I
look forward=20 to hearing your response on this important issue.

Jennifer Budinger
100 N Wade Ave
Washington, Pennsylvania 15301



Gelnett, Wanda B.

From: insearchofwater@wildmail.com

Sent: Wednesday, August 16, 2000 12:28 AM

To: irrc@irrc.state.pa.us

Subject: Support DEP Efforts to Reduce Water Pollution

Original: 1975
Independent Regulatory Review Commission Members

r
Dear Independent Regulatory Review Commission Members,

As a citizen of Pennsylvania, I am very concerned about the
levels of water pollution that are dumped into the state's
rivers, lakes and streams. It is unacceptable that
Pennsylvania's waterways receive the highest levels of
toxic pollution in the nation--this is not the legacy that
we want to leave for our children.

I am writing to ask you to support the DEP's current water
quality standards that are being reviewed by the IRRC. It
is critical that you oppose any efforts to weaken these
regulations if we are going to take steps to protect and
clean up Pennsylvania's waterways. I support the

DEP's efforts to:

* Eliminate language that would have downgraded emission
levels for 75 chemicals.

* Oppose the discharge of toxic chemicals under "General
Permits." This type of permit does not afford enough
protections for the environment or general public when it
comes to pollution levels.

* Eliminate language that would allow for effluent trading
by polluters.

Please take these important first steps to protect our
waterways, our environment and our health. I look forward
to hearing your response on this important issue.

Owen Fox

5023 01d Zuck Rd

Apt 5

Erie, Pennsylvania 16506




List of Commentators — Regulation #1975

Jason Berstein
Haverford College
Haverford, PA 19041

Lynn Holdsworth
310 Legion Heights
Elkland, Pa 16920-1423

Catherine Devereaux
425 North Greenwood Ave
Easton, Pa 18045-2533

Gloria Guilbeaux
1 Buttonwood Dr
New Hope, PA 18938

Marti Reinfeld
6329 Crombie Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15217

Jane L. Bolin
1683 Princeton Dr
State College, PA 16803

Rob Stuart
113 N. Van Pelt Street
Phila, Pa 19102

Joe Turner
P. O. Box 723
Langhorne, PA 19047-0723

Joseph B. Kobsar
8423 Harner St.
Phila, PA 19128

Andrew C. Mills
94 Harlow Cir
Lower Gwynedd, PA 19002

Owen Fox

5023 Old Zuck Road
Apt 5

Erie, PA 16506
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Dear Chairman McGinley,

e -

The Chesapeake Bay Foundation would like to reiterate several of our
comments regarding Water Quality Amendments, Chapters 92, 93, 95, 96 and 97.
Our concerns for these proposed regulations are as follows:

Section 92.5a — Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations

The NPDES permit requirements for Concentrated Animal Feeding
Operations (CAFOs) have been determined by the Federal Clean Water Act to be
a necessary means to provide water quality protection nationwide. The public
participation process provided the Department of Environmental Protecticn (DEP)
with comments from industry, environmental groups, and citizens who all agreed
that large industrial animal farming operations and the manure they generate need
to obtain permits. The Department developed a very user-friendly checklist for
agricultural producers to use to assure the permit application was complete when
it is submitted for review and approval.

Agriculture in Pennsylvania is very diverse, as are the management/
ownership arrangements and the environmental factors of these operations. The
feeding programs and the manure handing systems are unique to each operation
and it is essential to allow the Department to have the ability to apply site-specific
conditions to these permits. Otherwise, the permit truly becomes an exercise in
paperwork and leaves the agriculture operator frustrated and the general public
feeling as if there is not adequate protection of their water supplies. It seems that a
farmer would certainly want a permit that reflects the management of “his”
facility. Many operators are implementing management practices to assure water
quality protection. Why should they be given a permit that is the same as one
being given to a poor manager? The CAFO strategy provides minimum standards
for a permit program. The CAFO permit must be site-specific to be valid or
credible for everyone, including the permittee.

Pennsylvania Office: The Old Water Works Building, 614 N. Front Street, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17101, 717.234-5550, fax 717.234-9632

Headquarters Office: 162 Prince George Street, Annapolis, Maryland 21401, 410.268.8816, fax 410.268.6687 MENT,
Maryland Office: 111 Annapolis Street, Annapolis, Maryland 21401, 410.268.8833, fax 410.280.3513 Y <
Virginia Office: 1001 E. Main Street, Suite 710, Richmond, Virginia 23219, 804.780.1392, fax 804.648.4011 B :
www.savethebay.chf.org A e

Non-Chlorine Bleached Recycled Paper

Resource Protection
Environmental Education
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It is reasonable to address the economic consideration for facilities that are required to
install best management practices on their property, as any landowner that is polluting would be
required to do. Presently in Pennsylvania, the Pennsylvania Nutrient Management Program has
millions of dollars available for implementation of these practices. The Governor’s “Growing
Greener” money is being used for this purpose in many watersheds and the Chesapeake Bay
Program has been financially assisting farmers with management practices for over 10 years.
Additional funding has been provided to farmers through the DEP Section 319 grant program.
There is adequate money for farmers to implement environmental safeguards on their operations,
if they are needed. Most credible publications credit industry consolidation and limited access
to markets as having the greatest impact on the economic status of farm families nationwide, not
CAFO permits. This permit program is not an explanation for the poor economic status of some
farmers.

Most of rural Pennsylvanians rely on ground water for their family drinking water supply.
CBF strongly believes that CAFO permits, which may or may not contain site-specific
conditions, are essential to a credible permit program that will actually address the
protection of water quality. The language in chapter 92 should remain unchanged.

Section 92.81 — General NPDES permits

Pennsylvania is fortunate to have abundant waters, over 83,000 miles of streams.
“Special Protection” waters have been given this designation for good reason. These are typically
streams where Pennsylvanians recreate with their families and where the tourist and sportsman
industries provide substantial income to this state. “Exceptional value”” waters and “high
quality” waters are special and that designation must be upheld with adequate protection.

Special protection designation does not necessarily prohibit the issuance of permits to operate
large animal operations. Economic impacts to downstream municipalities to restore polluted
water must be considered. Pennsylvania should use a proactive approach to pollution and prevent
it from occurring. Pennsylvania could prioritize funding to “special protection” waters as is
being successfully done in New York City Water Quality Program. The siting of new operations
should not be considered in special protection watersheds, unless the water quality can be
maintained.

CBF understands that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) may be discussing
lowering the regulatory threshold from 1000 animal units to 500 animal units. Since
Pennsylvania has only issued 6-8 individual CAFO permits in the first year of the CAFO
program, perhaps the 500 AU criteria will more appropriately fit Pennsylvania agriculture.

Section 96.4 TMDLs

Section 96.4 gives the Department authority to require persons who discharge pollution
to obtain an NPDES permit and conduct appropriate monitoring of pollutant sources. One of the
constant comments raised in water quality discussions is “where is the science, we need more
data and research?” In a new Total Maximum Daily Loads program, monitoring of water quality
will be essential to demonstrate progress. Monitoring is the only actual way to judge if permit
requirements are being met and water quality standards are being achieved. The success of the
TMDL program for the entire state and all of the stakeholders will hinge on the Department’s
ability to require monitoring, when and where it is needed.
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CBF strongly supports the authority of the Department to require monitoring as a
permit condition, as in any other NPDES permit with any other industry. These permits
will only apply to very large industrial scale operations, with a greater potential for
discharge of pollutants.

Section 96.5 — Nutrient Discharges

In Section 96.5(c) the discharge of phosphorus shall be limited and discharges may be
adjusted as a result of a TMDL. Phosphorus is a nutrient of concern nationwide, and animal
manures have resulted in excess phosphorus in many areas where livestock concentrations occur.
Since phosphorus is the limiting nutrient of concern in degradation of fresh waters, it is essential
to address phosphorus in Pennsylvania’s TMDL program.

The nutrient management program, administered by the State Conservation Commission, is
currently in the process of developing a “Phosphorus Report” to be presented to the Nutrient
Management Advisory Board. The Advisory Board will then make recommendations to the
State Conservation Commission about how to implement phosphorus management practices on
farms in Pennsylvania. This demonstrates that Pennsylvania has recognized phosphorus as a
water quality problem. Fifieen other states have implemented phosphorus standards, and others
currently are in the process of doing so. In addition, the Natural Resource Conservation Service
(NRCS), the Federal agriculture assistance agency, has been directed to have a “Phosphorus
Plan” for each state by October 2000.

Since the State Conservation Commission (SCC) is chaired alternately by the Secretary
of the Department of Agriculture and the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), the
link of program coordination is already established. The Nutrient Management Program will be a
component of the TMDL program. DEP must have the authority to impose water quality
standards in its water quality programs. CBF recommends that Section 96.5 not be
amended.

Thank you for the opportunity to share our comments on these very important regulations. The
CAFO strategy that is being included in this set of regulations was developed within a
stakeholder process. Many of the sections represent compromise positions. While some may
believe that these regulations go too far, others believe they do not go far enough. As a member
of the stakeholder group that developed the strategy, CBF believes that the regulations in their
current form represent a reasonable approach.

Please contact Melanie Wertz, CBF Agriculture Specialist, or me if you have any questions or
we can be of any assistance on this issue.

ene E. Chinchilli
Pennsylvania Executive Director

Cc: John Jewett, IRRC



Original: 1975

.Pennplnﬂ RECEIYED

Pennsylvania Public Interest Research Group .
1334 Walnut St., 6th Floor, Philadelphia, PA 19107 (215) 732-3747 2000AUG 2! AH 9: 4,0
<pennpirg@pirg.org> <www.pirg.org>
ATV P U rTARY
REVIEW CUNMRISSICH

Comments of the Pennsylvania Public Interest-Researeh Group to—
The IRRC on Final Rulemaking, PA Water Quality Standards and Toxics Management
Strategy

The Pennsylvania Public Interest Research Group (PennPIRG) is a statewide non-
profit, non-partisan environmental, consumer and democracy advocacy organization
with nearly 12,000 citizen members throughout Pennsylvania. PennPIRG has a rich
history of working to clean up the state’s waterways, including lawsuits against the
state’s worst poliuters, researching and writing multiple reports on water quality issues
in Pennsylvania and mobilizing citizens around water protection issues. This summer,
PennPIRG collected 15,000 comments to the DEP asking for greater enforcement of
clean water permits, greater right to know about toxic pollution and stronger permit
levels in Pennsylvania.

PennPIRG commends the DEP on its most recent efforts which take steps to protect
Pennsylvania’s waterways and we ask the IRRC to approve this rulemaking without any
amendments or efforts to weaken this rulemaking.

Pennsylvanians are inextricably tied to the state’s rivers, lakes and streams. They are
used for recreational purposes, commerce, transportation and as a source of drinking
water. Yet the state’s waterways are becoming the dumping grounds for too many
industrial polluters in Pennsylvania. This spring the EPA released its newest Toxic
Release Inventory data which showed that Pennsylvania’s waterways receive more
pollution than the waterways in any other state. The TRI also showed that
Pennsylvania is home to the nation’s largest water polluter. This is not a legacy that we
want to leave for our children.

It is critical that the DEP and IRRC listen to the 15,000 Pennsylvanians who wrote in
this summer, and take steps to dramatically reduce the amount of pollution that is
dumped into Pennsylvania’s waterways in order to protect our environment and the
public’'s health. PennPIRG supports the following actions of the DEP:

Chapter 16: PennPIRG supports the change that DEP has made in the final
rulemaking, retaining aquatic life criteria for 75 toxic chemicals. Elimination of these
criteria could have a serious impact on the health of aquatic life in streams and rivers
across our state. This goes against the goals set forth in the 21st Century Environment
Commission’s report which called for reducing—towards a goal of eliminating—the
exposure of people and other organisms to harmful levels of environmental
contaminants. We applaud DEP'’s decision to retain these criteria until new data is
available to update them using the newer methods.



Section 92.2b: PennPIRG opposes the change that DEP has made in the 2000
rulemaking which eliminates a suggestion in the 1998 rules that companies conduct a
pollution prevention analysis. Pollution prevention analysis is a critical step in the effort
to reduce water pollution. Experience in other states has found that pollution prevention
is very cost effective, saving companies as much as $7 for every dollar invested We
believe that this suggestion should have been strengthened to a requirement of NPDES
permits, not eliminated.

The new proposal indicates that DEP will provide pollution prevention assistance to
dischargers. While we believe this is a worthwhile goal, we do not believe it is practical,
given the limited resources of the DEP in this area.

Section 92.81: PennPIRG strongly opposed the 1998 proposal to allow discharge of
toxic chemicals using general permits. We applaud DEP’s decision to rescind this
proposal and to continue the current prohibition on the discharge of toxic chemicals
using a general permit. As noted earlier, Pennsylvania is first in the nation for toxic
discharges to our waterways.

We also support DEP’s decision to rescind the 1998 proposal to allow general permits
for discharges to High Quality streams. General Permits do not afford as much
protection to waterways or to the public. They require less documentation by the
polluter and provide less information to the public.

We strongly oppose the use of general permits in High Quality waters, and urged DEP
to retain this prohibition in its final rulemaking. We believe, in order to prevent
degradation of our HQ streams, that any permits for discharges to High Quality waters
should go through the individual NPDES permit review process, with full scrutiny by
regulators and the public.

Section 92.83: PennPIRG opposed the changes in the 1998 version that would have
eliminated the requirement that companies who want a general permit must
“demonstrate” that the permit will not cause a violation of water quality standards. The
proposed language that would let companies “certify” rather than “demonstrate”, was,
we believe, a lower standard. We agree with DEP’s decision to reverse this change and
to retain the requirement to “demonstrate”.

We also applaud the change reversing the 1998 proposal that would have restricted
DEP's ability to deny general permits to companies with a history of violations of prior
permits. The 1998 regulations would have limited DEP’s review to just NPDES permits.
This could allow companies who violate air or waste permits to get a general permit for
new water discharges.



Section 93.4: We support DEPs’ retention of the requirement that all streams and rivers
be protected as “potable water” sources. We also support retention of Warm Water
Fishes as a statewide water use. Both these standards provide important minimum
levels of protection for our waterways, and we support their retention in the 1999

rulemaking.

Section 96.4: PennPIRG opposed the language in the 1998 rulemaking that would
have given DEP authority to approve effluent trading. We do not support such trading.
We strongly support DEP’s decision to remove this proposal.

Section 96.6: We are confused by and concerned about the language in subsection
(9)(3) that authorizes the Department to approve alternate allocation procedures without
any clarification of what those procedures might be or how they might operate. We
believe that the TMDL process is specifically outlined by federal law and regulations and
should be followed, with any proposed deviations clearly spelled out in detail in DEP
regulations. We also fear that this language might be used as justification for trading
allocations among dischargers, and feel strongly that any such system is inconsistent
with DEP’s action removing effluent trading from Section 96.4.

Section 96.7: We are concerned that the language in this section on public
participation in TMDLs only allows public participation after the draft TMDL has been
developed. We urge DEP to establish a process that will allow interested watershed
groups to participate in the development of the draft TMDL.

With these concerns in mind, PennPIRG applauds the efforts of the DEP which take
steps to reduce pollution in Pennsylvania’s waterways. PennPIRG requests that the
IRRC does not weaken any of the improvements made by the DEP.



Gelnett, Wanda B.

From: KLONG@SHIPLEYSCHOOL.ORG

Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2000 1:18 PM

To: irrc@irrc.state.pa.us

Subject: Support DEP Efforts to Reduce Water Pollution

Original: 1975
Independent Regulatory Review Commission Members

r
Dear Independent Regulatory Review Commission Members,

As a citizen of Pennsylvania, I am very concerned about the
levels of water pollution that are dumped into the state's
rivers, lakes and streams. It is unacceptable that
Pennsylvania's waterways receive the highest levels of
toxic pollution in the nation--this is not the legacy that
we want to leave for our children.

I am writing to ask you to support the DEP's current water
quality standards that are being reviewed by the IRRC. It
is critical that you oppose any efforts to weaken these
regulations if we are going to take steps to protect and
clean up Pennsylvania's waterways. I support the

DEP's efforts to:

* Eliminate language that would have downgraded emission
levels for 75 chemicals.

* Oppose the discharge of toxic chemicals under "General
Permits." This type of permit does not afford enough
protections for the environment or general public when it
comes to pollution levels.

* Eliminate language that would allow for effluent trading
by polluters.

Please take these important first steps to protect our
waterways, our environment and our health. I look forward
to hearing your response on this important issue.

Kate Ong
207 S Jessup St
none

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107



Gelnett, Wanda B.

From: KDIBIASE@TELERAMA.COM

Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2000 1:46 PM

To: irrc@irrc.state.pa.us

Subject: Support DEP Efforts to Reduce Water Pollution

Original; 1975

Independent Regulatory Review Commission Members

’
Dear Independent Regulatory Review Commission Members,

As a citizen of Pennsylvania, I am very concerned about the levels of
water pollution that are dumped into the state's rivers, lakes and
streams. It is unacceptable that Pennsylvania's waterways receive the
highest levels of toxic pollution in the nation--this is not the legacy
that we want to leave for our children. PLEASE pay attention to this
vitally important issue. I am writing to ask you to support the DEP's
current water quality standards that are being reviewed by the IRRC. It
is critical that you oppose any efforts to weaken these regulations if
we are going to take steps to protect and clean up Pennsylvania's
waterways. I support the DEP's efforts to: * Eliminate language that
would have downgraded emission levels for 75 chemicals. * Oppose the
discharge of toxic chemicals under "General Permits." This type of
permit does not afford enough protections for the environment or general
public when it comes to pollution levels. * Eliminate language that
would allow for effluent trading by polluters. Please take these
important first steps to protect our waterways, our environment and our
health. I lock forward to hearing your response on this important
issue.

Kathy Dibiase
1600 Blackburn Heights Dr
Sewickley, Pennsylvania 15143
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Subj:  No Subject

Date: 98-03-04 13:52:23 EST
From: SMelch2245

To: SandyHCSmi

1 agree that there is danger that must be comected conceming the spreading of toxic wastes from NYC to Penn. farmlands.
Whatever can be done must be done. SMelch2245@aol.com

Wednesdey March 4, 1998 America Online: SendyHCSmi  Page: 1



Subj:  USDA proposal

Date: 98-03-03 10:01:49 EST .

From: yoda@cyberia.com (Connie L. Keeney)

To: SandyHCSmi@aol.com (SandyHCSmi@aol.com’) .

ALTHOUGH | HAVE MANY CONCERNS WITH THE DECEMBER15TH PROPOSAL, | WANT TO SPECIFICALLY CITE
SECTION 205.22. 1 DO NOT APPROVE OF USING BIOSOLIDS, SEWAGE SLUDGE, ON SOILS WHERE FOOD IS
GROWN.

CONNIE KEENEY  174-36-6817
20181 DUTTON RD yoda@cyberia.com
STEWARTSTOWN, PA 17363

Headers

Retum-Path: <yoda@cyberna.com>
Received: from relay 19.mail.aol.com (relay 19.mail.aol.com [172.31.106.65]) by air06.mail.acl.com (w0.2) with SMTP; Tue,
03 Mar 1998 10:01:49 -0500
Received: from cyberia.com (cyberia.com [205.160.224.234])

by relay 19.mail.aol.com (8.8.5/8.8.5/A0L-4.0.0)

with ESMTP id KAA06738 for <SandyHCSmi@aol.com>;

Tue, 3 Mar 1998 10:01:48 -0500 (EST)
Received: from ti28.cyberia.com ({208.13.144.1)) by cyberia.com

with SMTP (IPAD 2.0) id 3314000 ; Tue, 03 Mar 1998 09:59:44 EST
Received: by ti28.cyberia.com with Microsoft Mail
id <01BD468A.BDC3D140@tI28.cyberia.com>; Tue, 3 Mar 1998 09:57:13 0800

Message-ID: <018D468A.BDC3D140@t128.cyberia.com>
From: "Connie L. Keeney" <yoda@cyberia.com>
To: *"'SandyHCSmi@aol.com™ <SandyHCSmi@aol.com>
Subject: USDA proposal
Date: Tue, 3 Mar 1998 09:57:04 -0800
MIME-Version: 1.0 .
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Tuesday Merch 3, 1998  America Online: SandyHCSmi  Puge: 1



Subj. Re: SLUDGE!

Date: 98-03-02 16:34:46 EST

From: doloreskrick@juno.com (Dolores E. Krick)
To: SandyHCSmi@aol.com

NO SLUDGE on our farm ground. We are very concemed and obsoletely
opposed to sludge being spread on our fams!

Certainly crops grown on sludge is not organic!

Steve and Dolores Krick
11721 Muddy Creek Rd.
Aindlle, Pa. 17302

You dont need to buy Intemet access to use free Intemet e-mail.
Get completely free e-mail from Juno at http:/fwww.j 1uno com
Or call Juno at (800) 654-JUNO [654-5866)

Headers

Retum-Path: <doloreskrick@juno.com>
Received: from relay24.mail.aol.com (relay24.mail.aol.com [172.31.106.70]) by air16.mail.aol.com (w40.2) with SMTP; Mon,
02 Mar 1928 16:34:46 -0500
Received: from x10.boston.juno.com (x10.boston.juno.com [205.231.101.25])

by relay24.mail.aol.com (8.8.5/8.8.5/A0L-4.0.0)

with ESMTP id OAA21019 for <SandyHCSmi@aol.com>;

Mon, 2 Mar 1998 14:05:34 -0500 (EST)
Received: (from doloreskrick@juno.com)
by x10.boston.juno.com (queuemail) id 0Z019297; Mon, 02 Mar 1998 14:06:33 EST
To: SandyHCSmi@aol.com
Date: Mon, 2 Mar 1998 13:55:32 -0500
Subject: Re: SLUDGE!
Message-ID: <19980302.141324.11894. 1.doloreskrick@juno.com>
References: <90e13eef34fafgba@aol com>
- X-Mailer: Juno.1.48 .
X~Juno-Line-Breaks: 1-8
From: doloreskrick@juno.com (Dolores E. Krick)

Monday March 2, 1998  America Online: SandyHCSm!  Page: 1



Subj: SLUDGEBUSTER
Date: 98-03-02 19:55:56 EST
From: Squoch

To: SandyHCSmi

CC: Squoch

To Whom it May Cocem
My name is Peter H. Pasquoche Iii. | got a call from Sandy about the EPA allowing food to be grown on Sludged fields. This

SCARES the daylights out of me. Because this is dangerous because we do notwhat in sludge. And food should not be eaten
because we do not know what effects itwill have on humans. Ido not think this should be aliowed. NO DO NOT ALLOW THIS
TO HAPPEN.>>>> This most deffinately is not ORGANICLY grown. lam dead againest this perposal. Thank you.

Peter H. Pasquoche Il
Theresa R. Pasquoche
Walter L. Lanham

Monday March 2, 1998  Americs Ontine: SendyHCSmI  Page: 1



Subj:  Against Sewage Sludge/Biosolids
Date: 98-03-0121:15:50 EST

From: RBFBARN

To: SandyHCSmi

Dear Sandy,

I'm writing to wice my protest against any agricultural use, including organic food production, of sewage sludge/biosolids.
Sincerely, |

E. Hosterman

RD 2
Felton, PA 17322

Sunday Merch 1, 1938  America Onilne: SandyHCSmi  Page: 1
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Date: 27-0ct-1998 12:20pm EST
From: Cavett, Robert M.
robert_cavett@merck.com@PMDF@D
Dept:
Tel No:
TO: ‘Brezina, Edward (PADEP) ( Brezina.Edward@Al.dep.state.pa.us@PM

CC: Miorelli, Tom

CC: Wittmer, Steve
CC: Kuder, Beryl M.
CC: Buzby, Mary E.

tom_miorelli@merck.com@PMDF@DER003 )
steve_wittmeremerck.com@PMDF@DER003
beryl kuder@merck.com@PMDF@DER003 )
mary_ buzby@merck.com@PMDF@DERO0O3 )

Subject: Comments on Proposed Rulemaking - PA Water Quality Amendments

Dear Mr. Brezina:

Merck & Co., Inc. (Merck) is a worldwide researcher and manufacturer of
human and animal health care products. As such, we own and operate
manufacturing facilities, research laboratories, and office support
facilities that rely on water and wastewater utilities subject to the
proposed rule.

Merck applauds PA DEP’'s effort to streamline, consolidate, and clarify
regulations, and update State regulations to be consistent with federal
regulations. Merck believes, however, that elements of this proposal
continue to place the emphasis on point source dischargers while nonpoint
source contributions, which constitute the majority of PA water quality
impairments, remain largely ignored. We appreciate the opportunity to
provide the following comments to this proposed rule.

Please find as a separate attachment comments for the proposed rulemaking

for Title 25 PA Code Chapters 92, 93, 95, 96, and 97 submitted by the West
Point, PA site of Merxck & Co., Inc.

<<Comments on PA proposed Water Quality Amendments.doc>>

Again Merck is grateful for the opportunity to provide comments to this
proposed rule. We invite the Department to contact Robert Cavett at (215)
652-7973 to discuss these comments, to seek clarification of any information
in these comments, or to request additional information, if necessary.

Sincerely,

€1:€ Hd £213086

DO TOoNy
Robert M. Cavett SOIS 2 SLAT s DA d0 Alg
Environmental Project Engineer -

meTC\( » L0, /SnC. \(
770 Summnen puwn Pike L NS4 0o Yaygl
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' We the undersigned people living in Chanceford Township to hereby
‘ ask the Court of C mon.Pleas in York, PA to ¢ oin the further . =
: ﬂ ., dumping of sewage w.udge from whatever source cerived on real
q}' estate .in Chanceford Township in .that the practice of dumping._ ..

sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage
~and other municipal waste_constitutes_an actual hazard to the _ _ .
health and welfare to the people residing in the area where -
in said sludge is dumped, _ .
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- To the York County C~~missioners:

We, the undersigned la1..wners, object to our raised assessed la.d values. We feel our land
values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmiand in York
Co. We feel out tax dolars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps”along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county

mone) IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
Address
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Hallan, B 17448
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We;the undersigned landobners,object to our raised assessed lana wa.ues.

We feel our land value- have gone down due to the ‘*ncreased Municipal Sewage
sludging ih the Southe . York County. We feel oui .ax dollars are:being

used to devaluate our land PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is

"preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from

the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation m ney and

county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS
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TO ‘fne 10K LOuUNLly COmmisSsSioness. .
We,the undersigned landowners,object to our raised assessed land vadlues.
Wwe feel our land valu have gone down due to the ncreased Municipal Sewage
Sludging in the Southetn York County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is
"preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and
county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS. :
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We the undersigned people living in Chanceford Township to hereby
--ask-the-Court.of .Cor on_Pleas _.in _.York,_PA to er yin the further.
dumping of sewage s..dge from whatever source awrived on real
... estate.in_Chanceford Tawnship.in.that_the practice of dumping._ ... .
sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage
. ...—and_othex_municipal waste constitutes an_actual hazard to_the
- . health and welfare to the . ‘people residlng in the area where&
—-in said sludge_is_dumped.
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PETITION ——

We the undersigned people living in Chanc*ford Townshlp to hereby -
e .. 28K the . Cour af Common Pleas .in. York, 2o enjoin the further _
dumping of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real

estate _in Chanceford Township in that the practice of dumping
sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage
and other municipal waste constitutes an actual hazard to the
gealth and welfare to the people residing in the area where
n .
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— BETITION ... .. ..

We the underqn;ned people living in Char-=ford Townshlp to hereby

ask .the.Cou _aof.Common Pleas.in York,.L to.enjoin the further.
dumping of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real
estate in Chanceford Township in_that the practice of. dumping __ .
sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage

and other municipal waste constitutes an actual hazard to the

health and welfare to the people residing in the area where

in said 1 dge i dumpgdl AT
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- ———— - PETITION . .
We the underelgned people living in Chanﬂeford Township to hereby
~:s--———-- ..ask.the.Cou _of Common Pleas _in York, .l to .enjoin the further
dumping of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real
- estate in Chanceford Township.in that the practice of dumping .
sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage

and oth tes an actual hazard to the
health and welfare to the people residing in the area where
in id sludge is dumped. . .
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—_— weimmecce e PETITION .. . . ___ e e ———- o
We the unders aned people 11v1ng in Chanc ord Township to hereby

—wem=eeeee. @Sk the. .Court .f Common Pleas .in. York,_PA _.o enjoin the further
dumping of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real

- --.—estate in_Chanceford Township in that the practice of dumping ____

sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage

and other mupicipal waste constitutes an actual hazard to the

g L=, X % =

health and welfare to the people residing in the area where
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e e sve— e .= .. PETITION . .____. —- — = .
We the under igned people living in Char ford Township to hereby
v ask-the Comx _of Common Pleas..in_York, E.. ta -enjoin the further . _
dumping of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real
estate in Chanceford Township_in_that. the' practice of _dumping ————
sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage

and_other municipal waste constitutes an actual hazard to the
health and welfare to the people residing in the area where
in d udge_is dumped. )
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We the under51gned Deople 11v1ng in Chanceford Township to hereby
ask_-the_Court_of _Cc on._Pleas. .in.York,. PA to e 3in the further .
dumping of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real
---estate_in Chanceford Township_in_that_the_ practice of dumpingnﬁ_r"“. .
sewade sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage
—. ——and_othex municipal waste constitutes an_ .actual hazard to_the
health and welfare to the ‘people residing in the area whereg
.._in.__ea.m_sludge is_dumped, !
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We the undersigned people living in Chancnford Townshlp to hereby
ask the_Cour of Common Pleas in_Yark, P. :q enjoin the further _.
dumping of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real
estate in Chanceford Township in that the.practice of dumping _
sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage

and other municipal waste constitutes an actual hazard to the

health and welfare to the people residing in the area where

in said sludge is_dumped.
NAME ADDRESS DATE
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We the undersigned people living in Chancaford Township to hereby
-ask the_Cau: of Common .Pleas in York, E ta enjoin the further =
dumping of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real
- estate_in Chanceford Township_in that the.practice of dumping _ _
sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage
and other municipal waste constitutes an _actual hazard to the ___
health and welfare to the people residing in the area where
in id slud is dumped. , .
NAME ADDRESS DATE
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We the undersigned g in

people living in Chanceford 'T'ownshlp to hereby
-~-ask_the_Court of._Cor n Pleas. in.York,_ PA . to.er. in the further_______ .
dumping of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real
-—estate_in._Chanceford. Township._in_that_the. .practice_ of dumpigq
sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewgge
. .—.—and other_muniqipa;_yastg_gpnstit_tgs an_actual hazard_to_the
. health and welfare to the ‘people

 inamid oo residing in the area wheref____—_-—_“
dge _is_dumped. S
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We the undersigned penple¥ liv1ng in. Chanceford rr"wmsh:lp to hereby '

ask-the_Court.of_Com n_Pleas. -in_York, PA_to_en_ in._the fur;hsr._____, i

dumping of sewage sludge"from whatever source derived on real :
- estate.in_Chanceford Tawnship_in_ that _the_practice_of dumpj&gL_~_______ -

sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage

-—-and othe:_municipalmyaakg_pgnstitutgg an_actual hazard to_the
. health and welfare to the ‘people residing in the area whereff

-.insajid_sludge is _Qdumped.
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To The York tounty Commissioners: .
We,the undersigned landowners,object to our raised assessed land vdlues

Wwe feel our land valui have gone down due to the .creased Municipal Sewage
Sludging in the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is
"preserving” these "farming dumps" a@long with the added $600,000. help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and
county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS. '
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—-£LL1VION . C e e ——— v
We the under51gned people 11V1ng in Chanceford Townshlp to hereby
- - - .ask_the 'Cou of Common Pleas in York, P :o enjoin the further
dumplng of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real
—Township in_that the practice of dumping ______
sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage
i _waste constitutes an_actual hazard to the L
health and welfare to the people residing in the area where

in sajd sludge is dumped.
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To The York County‘ Commnissioners: » vaue/ vuay .
We,the undersigned lané wners,object to our raised ssessed land vdlues.
We feel our land value: .iave gone down due to the . creased Municipal Sewage
Sludging in the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actually is
“preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and
county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS. "

NAME ADDRESS PHONE
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June/July 19Y/
To The York County Commissioners: Y

We,the undersigned landoWwners,ohject to our raised assessed land values.
We feel our land values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage
Sludging in the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is
"preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and
county money 1S OUR TAX DOLLARS. :

R NAME ADDRESS PHONE
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-,the undersigned landowners,object to our raised assessed land vdlues.
‘reased Municipal Sewage

We feel our land valuesr ave gone down due to the 1}
We feel our cax dollars are being

Sludging in the Southeru York County.
PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is

used to devaluate our land.
"preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from

the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and
county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS. :
ADDRESS PHONE
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June, July, August & September 1997

To the York County ¢ nmissioners:
We, the undersigned lardowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land

values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
. Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation

Program is actually “preserving™ these “farming dumps”along with the added support of

$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county

money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
Address Phone(not needed)
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To The York County 'mmissioners: June/July 1vy,

Wie,the undersigned randowners,object to our rai.=d assessed land vdlues.
ve feel our land values have gone down due to the increased Municigal Sewage.
- Sludging in the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are being

used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is
"preserving" these "farming dumps” along with the added $600,000. help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and
county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS. -

NAME ADDRESS . PHONE
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June, July, August & September 1997

To the York County C missioners:

We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We fesl our land
values have gone down due 1o the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money , preservation money & county

monev IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
Address Enmrm_m_dﬂ)_
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June, July. August & September 1957
To the York County C :missioners: :
We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land
values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving™ these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county
monev lS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
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1. June, July, August & September 1997
' To the York County C  missioners:
We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land
values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you. our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county
money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
Name Address Phone(not needed)
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June, Julv August & September 1997
To the York County ( imissioners:
We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values We feel our land
values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county
money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS-WE DO NOT APPROVE!

Name — ’_Addr_e\s_s Phone(not needed)
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We,the undersiaoned landowners,ohject to our raised assessed land Yavlues.
Wle feel our land valu have gone down due to the ncreased Municipal Sewaqge

Sludging in the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are beinag
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actually is
"preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and

county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS.
NAME ADDRESS PHONE
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We,the undersigned landoWners,object to obur raised assessed land valiues.
We feel our land value have gone down due to the -'creased Municipal Sewage
Sludging in the Southe.n York County. We feel our cax dollars are ‘being
used to devaluate our land.. PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is
"preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. Help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation mdney and
county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS. I

NAME ADDRESS PHONE
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3

We feel our land value

- 1T0 The York County Commissioners: 4
77 We,the undersigned lanA-uners,object to our raised assessed land v lues.
“ have gone down due to the creased Municipdl Sewage

Sludging ih the Southern Yotk County. We feel our tax dollars are being

uqed to devaluate our land.

PA Farmland Preservation Program actu ily‘is

"preserving” these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. Help from

the York Co. Commissioners.

All this sludge money, preservation mdney and

county money 1S OUR TAX DOLLARS. ¢

NAME ADDRESS PHONE
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& June, July, August & September 1997
To the York County C  missioners: :
We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values We feel our land
values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving™ these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you. our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county

money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE! :
Name Address Phone(not needed)
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June, J- 7 -, August & September 1997

To the York County  nmissioners:
We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land

values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmiand in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving™ these “farming dumps™along with the added support of

$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county

money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS—-WE DO NOT APPROVE!
Name_ Address Phone{not needed)
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June, Jv'- August & September 1997

To the York County ( imissioners:
We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land

values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmiand in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of

$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county

money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
Name Address _Phone(not needed)
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4 June,J  August & September 1997

To the York County . mmissioners:
We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land

values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county
money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS-WE DO NOT APPROVE!

Name Address Phone(not needed)
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June,J' " August & September 1997
- Tothe York County = nmissioners:

We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land
values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county

money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
&mg’&mﬁ @‘/ Address }//} ek A Phone(not needed)
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June, J'©  August & September 1997

To the York County . .nmissioners: ,
We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land
values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out ta~ dollars are bemg used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps”along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county
money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!

1 Address _Phone(not needed)
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' June,! -, August & September 1997
To the York County _.mmissioners:
We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land
values have gone down due 10 the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you. our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county
money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
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- To The York County Commissioners: T T T
We,the undersigned 1¢ 3‘owners,object to our raise¢ assessed land vdlues.
We feel our land valu.s have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage
Sludging in the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is

"preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from

the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and
county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS. I

NAME ADDRESS ) " PHONE
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We,the undersigned landowners,object to our raisr assessed land vdlues.

We feel our land val: ., have gone down due to the-increased Municipal Sewage
Sludging in the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is
"preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and

county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS.
NAME ADDRESS PHONE
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_ ve,the undersigned lanAnbners;object to bur raiser 1issessed land vdiues

.~ We feel our land value have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage
Sludging ih the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is
"preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. Help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation mdney and
county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS: i

NAME ADDRESS ) .. PHONE
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" We feel our land valu

used to devaluate our land.

have gone down due to the
Sludging ih the Southefn York County.

ncreased Municipal Sewage

We feel our tax dollars are being
- PA Farmland Preservation Program actudily is

"preserving" these "farming dumps" dlong with the added $600,000. Help from

the York Co. Commissioners.

county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS.

All this sludge money, preservation money and

NAME ADDRESS PHONE
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/ To The YOrkK County Commissioners:
We,the undersigned ]l-~downers,object to our rair ~ assessed land_vélues.
We feel our land val .s have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewaqge
Sludging in the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actually is
"preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and
county money IS OUR TAX ,DOLLARS. :

A NAME /] ADDRESS PHONE
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We,the undersigned landowners,object to our raisr
. have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage

We feel our land valt

Sludging in the Southern York County.
PA Farmland'Preservation Program actudlly is

used to devaluate our land.

"preserving" these "farming dumps"

the York Co. Commissioners.

county money iS OUR TAX DOLLARS.
NAME

assessed land vdlues.

We feel our tax dollars are being

along with the added $600,000. help from

All this sludge money, preservation money and
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. ''O 'The YOrK Lounty Commissioners: - ,
We,the undersigned 1- 4owners,object to our rais: assessed land vdlues.
We feel our land valw .5 have gone down due to the “increased Municipal Sewage
Sludging in the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actually is
"preserving” these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and

county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS.
NAME ADDRESS PHONE
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We feel our land valu

Sludging in the Southern York County.

used to devaluate our land.

the York Co. Commissioners.
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Ve, the undersigned lanHQWners,object to our raise” assessed land véiues
have gone down due to the

—

-ncreased Municipal Sewage .

along with the added $600,000.

county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS.

We feel our tax dollars are being
PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is
"preserving" these "farming dumps"
All this sludge money, preservation mdney and

Help from

" PHONE
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We,the undersigned lardowners,object to our raise

We feel our land valu

used to devaluate our land.
"preserving"

the York Co. Commissioners.

these "farming dumps"

et A e

assessed land vdlues.

have gone down due to the ancreased Municipal Sewage
Sludging in the Southern York County.

We feel our tax dollars are being
PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is
along with the added $600,000. help from
All this sludge money, preservation money and

county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS.
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ég/ o The York County. Commissioners: TEememEmmse T ~

We,the undersigned la- 'owners,object to our raise assessed land values.

" We feel our land valu. have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage -
Sludging in the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is
"preserving" these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and
county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS.

NAME ADDRESS __ PHONE
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To The York County Commissioners: -
We,the undersigned l- "downers,object to our rais assessed land values.
We feel our land val. s have gone down due to the increased_Municipal Sewage
Sludging in the Southern York County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actually is
"preserving” these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money and
county money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS.

NAME ADDRESS PHONE
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E e b & b ANJWN
We the undnrsu;ned people living in Ch seford Township to hereby
—_— - -ask .the.C: :t_of Common Pleas _in York, .pA to enjoin the further
dumping of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real

estate jn Chanceford Township in that the practice of dumping _ __
sewage sludge on land as a means of disposing of human sewage

and _other_municipal waste constitutes an_actual hazard to the __ _ __
health and welfare to the people residing in the area where
in id slu is dumped.
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We the undersigned people 11v1ng in Chancefor Townshlp to hereby ‘

-~ask_the Court_of_.r mon_Pleas -in.York,_PA_ ta_w~join the further_ _.. [ =

--estate_in_Chanceford_Tawnship .in_that the. practice of dumpLTg______,

. 3.

N

dumping of sewage sludge from whatever source derived on real
sewage sludge on land as a means of dlsposlng of human sewage o
—and_other_ municipal waste constitutes an actual hazard to _the
health and welfare to the ‘people residlng in the area whereh
in_said sludge is dumped . . '
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% June, Jury, AUUSt & DEPIEmoer 177/

To the York County 7 ‘mmissioners: '

We, the undersigned laudowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land

,/{ // values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of

$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All thls sludge money, preservation money & county

moncy IS OUR TAX DOLLARS-WE DO NOT APPROVE!
Address Phone(not needed)
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June,Jt  August & September 1997
To the York County . _amissioners:
We, the undersigned landowners, object 10 our raised assessed land values. We feel our land
values have gone down due 10 the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county
money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS-WE DO NOT APPROVE!

Name _ » Address A Phone(not needed)
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\v' / ori= g€’ June, )1 August & September 1597

To the York County  mmissioners:
We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land

values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludgiag on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of

$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county

moncy IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
Address Phone(not needed
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UWe,the undersigned landoWnhers,object to vur raised assessed land vdlues.
We feel our land valr = have gone down due to th¢ ncreased Municipil Sewage . .
Sludging ih the South cn Yotk County. We feel our tax dollars are being
used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation Program actudlly is
"preserving"” these "farming dumps" along with the added $600,000. Help from
the York Co. Commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation mdf\ey and
county money 1S OUR TAX DOLLARS. v
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June, July. August & September 1997
To the York County C  missioners: '
We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land
values have gone down due 1o the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county
money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
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JUnNC, July, AURUSL o OCpLEINILEl 177/

To the York County C-~missioners:
We, the undersigned la:..owners, object to our raised assessed laxd values. We feel our land

values have gone down due 1o the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county
money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!

Name Address Phone(not needed)
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. Ui, Sui, s B USE e eI s
- To the York County Cormmissioners:
We, the undersigned la. _wners, object to our raised assessed L. _{ values. We feel our land
values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
* Program is actually “preserving™ these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county
money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
Name
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w June, July. August & September 1997
To the York County C missioners:
We, the undersigned larmowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land
values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving™ these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from vou, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county

money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
Name Address Phone(not needed)
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June, July, August & deptember 1Y/
To the York County - mmissioners:
We, the undersigned la..sowners. object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land
values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, presegvation money & county

money48 OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
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@ To the York County © umissioners:

June, July, August & September 1997

We, the undersigned landowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land
values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation

Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps”along with the added support of

$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county

money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
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w June, July, August & September 1997

To the York County © mmissioners:
We, the undersigned ladowners, object to our raised assessed land values. We feel our land

values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmland Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps”along with the added support of

$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county

money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS—WE DO NOT APPROVE!
Phone{not needed)
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June, July, August & September 1997

To the York County ¢ amissioners:
We, the undersigned latiaowners, object to our raised assessed laird values. We feel our land

values have gone down due to the increased Municipal Sewage Sludging on farmland in York
Co. We feel out tax dollars are being used to devaluate our land. PA Farmiand Preservation
Program is actually “preserving” these “farming dumps™along with the added support of
$600,000. from you, our commissioners. All this sludge money, preservation money & county
money IS OUR TAX DOLLARS--WE DO NOT APPROVE!
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THE PINE CREEK | ALLEY

ORIGINAL: 1975

WATERSHED ASSOCIATION, |NC MIZNER

P.O. Box 239 e COPIES: Wilmarth

Oley, PA 19547 Jewett
08, o Sandusky

I ssad
e ueaaa.
RERS .

Environmental Quality Board REpra on o
Rachel Carson State Office Building B
400 Market Street

P.O. Box 8477

Harrisburg, Pa. 17105-2301

October 22, 1998

Re: Regulatory Basics Initiative - Extension of Public
Comment Period; Chapts. 92; and 93

Dear Sirs:

The Pine Creek Valley Watershed Association (PCVWA) hereby submits its
comments regarding the subject proposed rulemaking:

COMMENT PERIOD

The extensive nature of the proposed rule changes and the relatively short sixty
day comment period poses a great difficulty for small volunteer organizations wishing
to provide comment and input. We therefore, respectfully request that you extend the
comment period for another sixty days.

Chapter 92, NPDES Permitting, Monitoring, and Compliance

92.25(3): For total residual chlorine, the technology cap of 0.5mg/l is proposed to be
retained. We support this measure as it serves to ensure the protection of aquatic life
from a substance that can be toxic to such forms in high concentration.

92.61: Additional public comment should be solicited, in particular when an
application is filed. It is important to know about specific public water quality concems
before all the calculations have been done and a draft permit published.

92.81: We specifically oppose :

Allowing general permits to include limits for toxic chemicals. There is no easy
way to track who uses these permits, DEP therefore should not allow toxics in
general permits;

Allowing general permits to be issued in high quality waters with no indication of
how water quality will be maintained. The use of these permits needs to be
followed closely, which is very difficult. Therefore, DEP in general should not
allow the use of general permits in high quality waters;

Deleting the requirement for documenting that the general permit will not violate
water quality standards. The documentation provision should be retained to



ensure water quality standards will not be violated by the use of general permits;
Not including in the proposal a prohibition of the use of general permits in
impaired waters. The use of general permits should not be allowed in waters
with water quality problems.

Chapter 93 Water Quality Standards

93.4: We support maintaining this section because it protects all our waters as
"potable water" sources.

93.4: We oppose the deletion of warm water fishes as a statewide water use. A
basement level of protection should be afforded.

93.5(e): DEP should retain and implement the following language prohibiting "mixing
zones" "Criteria necessary to protect other designated uses shall be met at the point of
wastewater discharge."

93.6: One area not covered by Pennsylvania regulations is instream flow and habitat.
Because PA has no comprehensive water resources management, the DEP should
develop instream flow and habitat criteria and incorporate them into this chapter of
regulation. To this end, PCVWA seconds the testimony regarding the same subject
matter, made by Mark Hersh, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, to this board at Harrisburg
on Oct. 20, 1998, with specific emphasis on the following::

“While biological integrity is afforded some protection through the
aquatic life protected water uses, there is no regulatory language
protecting habitat. It follows, then, that Pennsylvania's water

quality standards should include provisions protecting the habitat and
hydrological integrity of surface waters of the Commonwealth. This
would entail modifying one and adding two sub-sections to "Chapter
93.6. General water quality criteria.” The modifications to
sub-section "(a)" follow the definition of "poliution” in the
Pennsylvania's Clean Streams Law:

(a) Water may not contain substances attributable to point or
nonpoint source [waste] discharges in concentration or amounts
sufficient to be, nor shall waters be altered such that the alteration
is inimical or harmful to [the water] designated or existing uses [to
be protected] or to human, [animal, plant or] aquatic life or
wildlife.

The new sub-section "(c)," would simply read:

(c) Human-induced alterations in hydrologic regime, including
instream flow, shall not be inimical or harmful to designated or
existing uses, including recreation and aquatic life and wildlife.
Natural seasonal and daily variations shall be maintained.



The new sub-section "(d)" protects habitat:

(d) Human-induced alterations in habitat shall not be inimical
or harmful to designated or existing aquatic life and wildlife uses.

Three new definitions are needed in Chapter 93.1 in order to support
these additions.

Aquatic life--Desirable aquatic flora and fauna that are wholly or
partially dependent on waters of the Commonwealth for habitat or life
cycle functions.

Flow--A hydrologic regime to which aquatic life have naturally
adapted.

Hydrologic regime--The regular pattern of occurrence, circulation, and
distribution of water in surface waters.

All these additions to Pennsylvania's standards reflect the existing
State and federal laws, and simply bring the standards in compliance
with the existing laws.”

PCVWA appreciates the opportunity to present its views on these proposed
regulatory changes.

Thank you,
S R Yy .
— o P %/7/&/

Harlan J. Snyder, v.pres.







Subj:  Keep sludge off famnland

Date: 98-03-04 09:33:56 EST

From: jevans@cyberia.com (June Evans)
Reply-to:  jevans@cyberia.com

To: SandyHCSmi@aol.com (Smith, Sandy)

| oppose using municipal sewage waste siudge on farmiand used to grow
food crops, whether organic or otherwise, but especially not for organic
foods that are by definition supposed to be free of the toxic man-made
chemicals which are typically found in sewage waste siudge.

Robert Evans
1752 Roundtop Lane
Wirightsville, PA 17368

Headers

Retum-Path: <jevans@cyberia.com>
Received: from relay22 mail.aol.com (relay22.mail.aol.com [172.31.106.68]) by air12.mail.aol.com (w0.2) with SMTP; Wed,
04 Mar 1998 09:33:55 -0500 '
Received: from cyberia.com (cyberia.com [205.160.224.234))

by relay22 mail.aol.com (8.8.5/8.8.5/A0L-4.0.0)

with ESMTP id JAA26516 for <SandyHCSmi@aol.com>;

Wed, 4 Mar 1998 09:33:54 -0500 (EST)
Received. from 208.13.144.39 ({208.13.144.38]) by cyberia.com

with SMTP (IPAD 2.0) id 4499200 ; Wed, 04 Mar 1998 09:32:12 EST

Message-ID: <34FD6778.7233@cyberia.com>
Date: Wed, 04 Mar 1998 09:38:48 -0500
From: June Evans <jevans@cyberia.com>
Reply-To: jevans@cyberia.com
X-Mailer. Mozilla 2.02 (Macintosh; I, PPC)
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: "Smith, Sandy" <SandyHCSmi@aol.com>
Subject: Keep sludge off farmland
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Woednesday Merch 4, 1998  Americe Online: SendyHCSmi  Page: 1




SUMMARY of Comments on the PROPOSED WATER QUALITY REGULATIONS -
October 22, 1998 from ALLIANCE FOR A CLEAN ENVIRONMENT a

ACE is a grass roots environmental organization in the Pottstown area. SN .
ACE asks that the hearings be suspended and DEP be directed to hold informational S
workshops in each DEP District to explain to the public what they are proposing and that o
following that, at a later date there be at least six public hearings statewide followed by a

sixty day comment period. The proposals are far reaching, complicated and are major

changes to existing law. DEP has proposed too many regulatory changes at one time.

ACE believes these proposals give DEP too much discretion. ACE believes there should
more public involvement and participation at every step of the way in permitting and in
every DEP decision. These proposals attempt to eliminate the ability of the public to
participate through streamlining, flexibility, and allowing DEP to waive, modify, and

exempt when it suits them. ORIGINAL: 1975
MIZNER
. COPIES: i
ACE believes: S f‘]hlmar th
ewett
. . . Sandusky
- that any plans that are in the proposals which have not yet been written or formed must Legal

be done with the full participation and involvement of the public including public
hearings, prior to the acceptance or approval of said plans

- that DEP has sought to woo industry with linguistic detoxification to the extent that it is
hard to trust DEP's definitions. We need workshops so DEP can stand up in public and
explain the new speak

- that all CAFO operations must have individual permits

- that all permits should have clauses requiring that radioactivity be tested for and that
zero radioactivity should be the standard

ACE opposes:

- the use of general permits. General permitting removes the public from the decision
making process. General permitting allows polluters to pass on their liability

- allowing any toxics in point source discharge.

- allowing general permits where toxics are involved

- deleting warm water fishes as a statewide water use

- effluent trading

- the land disposal or land application of waste water. Waste water holds many pollutants
and pathogens and has not been adequately studied and should never be used for spray
irrigation nor land disposal.

Please read our full testimony. Thank you.



COMMENTS ON PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE WATER QUALITY
REGULATIONS : Chapters 92,93,95,96, and 97

Conshohocken, Pennsylvania

Before the EQB at 3 PM

October 22, 1998

By: Tina Daly for ALLIANCE FOR A CLEAN ENVIRONMENT
Mailing Address: 1880 Pickering Road
Pickering Road
Phoenixville,PA 19460

The ALLIANCE FOR A CLEAN ENVIRONMENT or ACE is a grass roots
environmental organization in the Pottstown area. I am pleased to present this testimony
on their behalf.

ACE asks the EQB to suspend this series of hearings on these proposed amendments.

We ask that DEP be required to hold a series of at least one workshop in each DEP
District, followed at a later date by a series of at least one public hearing in each District
and following that a 60 day comment period. We all know that the public has no idea
these regulations are being proposed, much less what is in them and how it will impact
water. What is the rush to get them passed? The public cares about water and deserves to
know about these proposals and the public deserves time to study and comment on them.
ACE has great faith in the public. Does DEP?

There is no way that a group such as ours, that makes decisions based on the input of
many individuals and board members, can adequately and thoroughly review and
comment intelligently on such proposals in the time frame allowed. A person must have
the proposed language, the existing language of five chapters, and copies of many other
documents and laws that are referred to, on hand when reading these proposals in order to
make sense of them. If DEP were open with the public and its concerns they would be
glad to hold workshops and explain to us, who pay their salaries, what it is that is being
proposed.

There is no way that ACE can cover in ten minutes all that is the matter with these
proposals.

In general, the underlying attitude that is expressed in these proposals is sheer arrogance:
DEP is taking on a lot of responsibility when it seeks to help polluters pass on their
liability to the public. These proposals are not very scientific, they are anti public health,
they are short sighted, and they are anti-democratic. They are pro-industry, and full of
corporate welfare provisions. These proposals give DEP far too much discretion.

Please do not approve any part of these proposed changes.



In general, these proposals eliminate the ability of the public to participate in the decision
making process. They take away public scrutiny by streamlining the permitting process,
by allowing DEP greater flexibility, by regulating that decisions can be made on a case-
by-case basis, and by allowing DEP to waive, modify, and exempt when it suits them.

DEP has specifically asked for comment on a suggestion that additional opportunity for
public comment on NDPES applications be provided in the regulations. ACE is
interested in public participation and involvement in all aspects of all work that DEP is
doing and not just in NPDES permitting. When dealing with permit applications, it is
DERP sitting at the table with the applicants and not the public sitting there - this is
because we have established DEP to represent us in such situations and to speak for us.
This is not what is actually happening. Too often DEP considers itself as a separate
entity or in fact as the friend of the applicant and not as a public servant. This is too bad
and this is why the public is now demanding to be given a place at the table. It is
ludicrous. We all know that with more public involvement and participation we will have
better laws and more protection. ACE believes that the public has the right to know what
DEP is doing from the very start. Therefore, the DEP, not the applicant, should place
legal ads in LOCAL papers at every step of the permitting process - notices of intent,
public hearing notices and in addition, DEP should write news releases explaining what
has been asked for, who has asked, etc. and the decision process that is going to take
place.

There are several plans that are mentioned in the proposals that have not yet been
developed. If you approve of these proposals you are approving of a pig in a poke.
Under no circumstances should any language be approved that allows plans to be
developed by DEP, at a later time, that would fall under these regulations unless there is
full public involvement and participation in the development of the plans. We need to be
assured that any ancillary plans will receive automatic FULL public participation
including notice from the earliest time that DEP takes the matter up to and including full
public hearings, without the public having to request, haggle and beg.

When DEP states that criteria are modified to "reflect the latest scientific information™:
we want to the see the scientific research information and we want to know who funded
it.

92.1 NPDES definitions: DEP has sought to woo industry with linguistic detoxification
to the extent that it is hard to trust DEP with definitions - they like to define toxic
things as being beneficial etc. We don't trust any of this section. This is the kind of
information that could be handled in a workshop. For example: the definition of a
pollutant has been revised and confused: exemptions from the definition are
excluded from one place and transferred intact to somewhere else. Read and
wonder: 92.4(a)



92.2 Federal provisions not incorporated were determined to be "inconsistent" with
DEP's NPDES program. Does this mean there is a federal program and we pick and
chose what we want to obey in it? Why is DEP's program for a federal law
inconsistent with DEP regulations? Why do we drop the inconsistent part? Why
not change our law to match theirs?

92.3 Excluded from obtaining an NPDES permit are agricultural non-point sources. We
are opposed to this exclusion and also for the exclusions for dredge and fill, and
sewage discharges into a sewer plant. There should be no exclusions especially
when the basic law is so weak.

92.5(a) ACE is opposed to permits by rule across the board, and especially for CAFOs.
All CAFOs should have to have individual NPDES permits for every thing. In addition
we believe this is premature because the policies and regulations that guide PA in
matching the federal regulations for CAFOs have not been finalized.

92.11 Facilities should be constructed to meet all applicable requirements and standards.

92.13(b)(1) regarding determination for permit re-issuance: this is too lax. Appropriate
compliance actions have been relaxed so this won't do for the tough regulating that we
need.

The DEP should not be enabled to issue NPDES permits which contain conditions that
ensure compliance for out of compliance discharges.

92.41 The kind of language that runs throughout these proposals and which illustrates
why there is so much distrust with them and with DEP is exemplified in the
language here: "...dischargers MAY be required to monitor and report all toxic,
conventional, nonconventional and other pollutants ...IF requested by the
Department...

92.51 DEP should require that all water quality standards be complied with. This is too
lax.

92.61 DEP can never require too much public participation. Public comment should be
solicited when an application is filed and certainly before a draft permit is
published.

92.71(a) The public should be notified and given at least 30 days for comment when
permits are transferred.

ACE believes that complete compliance histories of applicants and permit holders must
be made public by DE P and must also be considered by DEP in the issuing of any and/or
all transferring of permits.



92.73 ACE believes that DEP should regulate ALL radioactivity in ALL permits; that is
to say that not only under NPDES but for all permitting, radioactivity should be
tested for and that zero radioactivity and emission should be the standard. There
are too many places where concentrated radioactivity causes problems. An
example would be at a landfill that accepts allowable limits of radioactivity in
waste, the radioactivity then concentrates in the landfill and the leachate and gas
then become radioactive. The leachate is then sent to the POTW where it joins
more radioactive materials and is then permitted to go into a local water body in
the effluent, all without testing. The same goes for methane gas the is now being
pushed by EPA and DEP as good thing to burn as a supplemental fuel. We all
know that radiation can not be burned off in boilers. Thus is radioactive matter
spread about due to sloppy regulating and linguistic detoxification.

92.81 The heart of what DEP is doing with all this deregulation is expressed perfectly
here: The present laws require that a point source not discharge toxic or hazardous
pollutants. This provision is proposed to be revised to provide that effluent
limitations for toxic or hazardous substances may be established in the general
permit. So - not only do we go from PREVENTION to CONTROL but we allow
it to be done with a general permit so there is no trail. Mix it up and the liability is
gone.

ACE can not say strongly enough how much we deplore this proposal. There is no way
to track actions done under general permits. Please - do not allow general permits, and do
not allow toxics in general permits. The way to get around this is through redefining and
linguistic detoxification and this is exactly why we do not trust any of the definitions.

ACE is opposed to the use of general permits where high quality waters are concerned
and beyond that where any water is concerned. We are opposed to general permitting
altogether. DEP needs to retain language that requires documentation that any and all
permits will not violate water quality. It stands to reason that ACE opposes the use of
general permits in impaired waters as well.

92.82 ACE is opposed to the use of General Permits. General permitting removes the
public from the decision making process. General permitting allows polluters to
pass on their liability to some other entity.

What is the definition of "significant" history of noncompliance?

93.4 ACE believes that that DEP should retain language that protects all our waters as
potable water sources. With regulations such as are proposed we need all the
protection possible for our waters.

ACE is opposed to deleting warm water fishes as a statewide water use. Many streams
will not get on the list and, therefore, there will be no protection for those streams. We
need more protection, not less, so keep the language that means that warm water fish are
a Statewide water use.



93.5(e) The policy regarding mixing zones has never come under public scrutiny. If
DEP wants to institute a mixing zone policy it should do so with full public involvement
and participation and then incorporate the policy into these regulations. This is one of the
pigs in the poke we spoke of earlier.

93.5 In stream flow and habitat are not covered by regulations. We need to protect
instream flow now. DEP should develop instream flow and habitat criteria with full
public participation and then incorporate them into these regulations.

96.4 ACE wants this section to be changed to include nonpoint source problems. The
regulations do not consider flow conditions for rain induced pollution. Finally,
clarification is needed as to whether these design flows are only for impaired
waters or all waters. This is very important because of all the residual and
municipal waste that we are spreading around that can contribute to nonpoint
sources.

Another pig in a poke: this section gives DEP authority to approve effluent trading with
very few requirements. ACE is opposed to effluent trading to begin with, but having said
that, we are also opposed to allowing DEP this much authority in a situation where the
procedure has not been clarified. DEP needs to solicit and use full public involvement
and participation in establishing a procedure and then incorporate it into the regulations.

96.5 ACE is totally opposed to the land disposal of wastewater. We care about the
quality of our soil and groundwater. The current trend to spray irrigate is entirely
premature. All the studies we are familiar with discuss the health issues involved in
re-using wastewater. We would like the DEP to show the public what information
they are using and on which they have based the decision to require wastewater to
be land applied. We would like DEP to certify to the public that each drop of water
that is so used is clean and safe in the normal sense of the words. This is a water
problem and an air problem. Land disposal of wastewater is a back end solution
just as the land application of sludge is a back end solution for what to do with
sludge. I notice this is called "disposal" and not re-use or application. We must
stop using every water body for waste disposal and we must stop using every grain
of soil as a potential depository for the same. Go to the front end of the waste water
pipe and solve the problem there - where the polluter is passing off his problem and
liability to the public or farmer or golf course user.

Chapter 97 is deleted. Well, we need help to understand what that means. It is my guess
that it doesn't mean anything positive for the environment. This in a state that imports
more waste than any other, that uses wastes for land remediation, fertilizer, water
replenishment and so on. This from a DEP that is also changing its residual and
municipal waste regulations, which by the way will have enormous impacts on water



quality, and this from a DEP that is in such a hurry to pass all these proposed changes
that it can not take time out to explain what it is doing.

Please: do not approve these proposals. Please include my comments in the hearing
record. Thank you.

Presented by Tina Daly for ALLIANCE FOR A CLEAN ENVIRONMENT
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CLEAN WATER ACTION

September 30, 1998
ORIGINAL: 1975

MIZNER
James M. Seif, Chairperson COPIES: Wilmarth
The Environmental Quality Board Jewett
PO Box 8477 Sandusky
Harrisburg PA 17105 Legal

Dear Mr. Seif and EQB Members:

I am writing on behalf of Clean Water Action’s 80,000 members in Pennsylvania to ?e@,_est g
extension of the comment period for DEP’s proposed new Water Quality Standards and Toxics
Management Strategy (Chapters 92, 93, 95, 96, and 97; and Chapter 16).

These changes are of immense importance and will affect the manner in which we protect
waterways in our state for years to come. In addition, the changes are long and exceedingly
complex, with the Water Quality Standards alone covering 60 pages in the Pennsylvania Bulletin.

In light 6f the importance and complexity of these changes, it is imperative that the public get
adequate time to review and comment on the changes. The original 60 day comment period is
simply not long enough for changes of this complexity.

I strongly urge you to extend the comment period for at least an additional 60 days in order to
allow adequate time for public review, analysis and comment.

Please let me know of your decision in care of our Philadelphia office at the address below.

Robert Wendelgass Sl
PA State Director :
SERVIRCUMENTAL QUALTY U0

37 North 8th Street, Allentown, PA 18101 m (610) 434-9223 = FAX (610) 434-5790
— 1128 Walnut Street, Suite 300, Philadelphia, PA 19107 m (215) 629-4022 m FAX (215) 629-3973
607 Penn Avenue, Suite 212, Pittsburgh, PA 15222 m (412) 765-3053 m FAX (412) 765-1737
4455 Connecticut Avenue NW, Suite A300, Washington, DC 20008-2328 m (202) 895-0420 m FAX (202) 895-0438

é}mm
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Pennsylvania Environmental Network
Voices for Environmemntal Justice
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September 14, 1998 ﬁggﬁg“ 1973
COPIES: Wilmarth
James Seif, Secretary Jewett
Department of Environmental Protection Sandusky
400 Market Street Legal

Harrisburg, PA 17101-2063

RE: Proposed Ruiemakings

Dear Secretary Seif,

We have become aware that the DEP has proposed extensive amendments to the
Environmental Quality Board on three sets of Regulations: Residual Waste, Municipal
Waste, and Water Quality. There are three heanngs scheduled for each of these
proposals: first hearing is set for September 16™ in Conshohocken.

It is our opinion that too much is being proposed at once and that the public is unaware of
these proposals and the extent of the proposals and of what they might mean. Therefore, J
we are requesting that the department and EQB slow down the process and allow plenty |
of time for public review and hearings.

We propose that the DEP schedule a minimum of one workshop in each DEP District on
each Proposed Amendments. In addition, we request that there that there be a minimum
of six public hearings held several weeks after the workshops. This will give the
interested public time to learn what is included in the proposals and to study the
proposals.

At the Pennsylvania Conservation Network held in Harrisburg on Friday September 11,
1998, our Sludge Team Chair, Tina Daly, made these proposals to Dave Hess who was at
the Meeting on behalf of DEP. We assume that he has shared these ideas with you.

We look forward to hearing from you regarding this request and proposal.

Sincere

—

n I Faverty
President

C.C: Susan Wilson, Citizen’s Advisory Council




NG
ALLIANCE FOR A CLEAN ENVIRONMENT o
549 EAST VINE STREET 038EP 23 Riblh: bE
STOWE, PENNSYLVANIA 19464

ORIGINAL: 1975

3
September 22, 1998 MIZNER _‘
COPIES: Wilmarth P R 4
Jewett -3
: Sandusky ‘ -
James Seif, Secretary Legal

Department of Environmental Protection !
400 Market Street - -
Harrisburg, Pa. 17101-2063

RE: Proposed Regulation Changes

Dear Secretary Seif:

DEP proposed extensive amendments to the Environmental Quality Board on three sets
of regulations: Residual Waste, Municipal Waste, and Water Quality. Hearings were
scheduled for each of these without giving the public enough time to learn what is
included in the proposals, much less time to study what these proposals might mean to
the public health and safety. '

It is definitely not in the pubic interest to propose so many significant changes at one
time. Pennsylvania is already having serious waste problems that have the potential to
adversely affect our air and water. Governor Ridge has finally put a moratorium on
landfills, which shows he recognizes the fact that Pennsylvania already has a substantial
problem. To rush into multiple changes that could make this problem worse seems at
best ill-advised, and at worst irresponsible. Why not impose a moratorium on changes to
regulations as well? Why isn’t just one of these issues being evaluated at a time? Why
have no workshops been held to explain these proposed changes to the public before the
hearings?

We are requesting that DEP hold a separate workshop in our district on each of these
proposed sets of regulations, with a hearing at least several weeks later, following each
workshop on each separate issue.

The public has a right to understand fully these issues of great importance to their
environment and consequently their health. People have a right to take part intelligently
in this decision making process. PLEASE REVISE THE SCHEDULE FOR THESE
HEARINGS. FIRST PROVIDE A SEPARATE WORKSHOP ON EACH ISSUE
THEN ALLOW ENOUGH TIME BEFORE SCHEDULING A HEARING ON THAT
ISSUE.




Anxiously awaiting your response!

Sincerely,

Dr. Lewis C. Cuthbert
President, Alliance for a Clean Environment

Copies: Governor Tom Ridge
Senator James Gerlach
Senator Mike O’Pake
Representative Tim Hennessey
Representative Dennis Leh
Pottstown Mercury
Philadelphia Inquirer
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Subj:  Re: Sludge!

Date: 98-03-06 12:04:18 EST
From: PSorensun

To: SandyHCSmi

We don' approve of Municipal Waste Sludge being put on farmiand.

Philip & Jan Sorensen

Fnday March 6, 1998  America Oniine: SendyHCSm{ Page: 1
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Re. 25 PA Code Chs. 92, 93 and 95-97 on Water Quality, Proposed
Changes (PA Bulletin Aug. 29, 1998)

October 5, 1998

Dear Board Members:

We respectfully request to have the comment period on the proposed
changes to 25 PA Code Chs. 92, 93, and 95 - 97 on Water Quality
extended beyond the October 28 deadline.

Due to the breadth and complexity of the proposed changes, the 60 day

comment period is insufficient to be able to adequately analyze and
respond to the proposal. We would appreciate if an additional 60 days
would be added to the public comment period.

Thank you for your consideration in this manner.

Sincerely,

ene E. Chinchilli
Pennsylvania Executive Director

Headquarters Office: 162 Prince George Street, Annapolis, Maryland 21401, 410.268.8816, fax 410.268.6687
Maryland Office: 111 Annapolis Street, Annapolis, Maryland 21401, 410.268.8833, fax 410.280.3513
Virginia Office: 1001 E. Main Street, Suite 710, Richmond, Virginia 23219, 804.780.1392, fax 804.648.401)

www.savethebay.cbforg
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Dear DEP,

We are writing this letter to urge you to stop the roll-back of
water pollution regulations in the Requlatory Basics Initiative.

In changes you propose to Chapters 92. 93 and 96. we see a
negative impact on Pennsylvania's clean water. Our requlations
should not be rolled back in the interests of developers and other
businesses who donate large amounts of money to politicians.

Please do your job to protect our water with the current

requlations and eliminate loopholes that allow pollution of our
water.

Sincerely.

o @Zf\
ﬁmeg’m L€zark |

and
Nancy J. Lezark

11 Beatty Rd.
Clarksburg. PA 15725
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October 8, 1998 NPy DOV
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D A
Mr. Robert E. Nyce, Executive Director ORIGINAL: 1975 & \ #
Independent Regulatory Review Commission Mizner = 3
14th Floor, Harristown #2 COPIES: Wilmarth o™
333 Market Street Sandusky b
Harrisburg, PA 17120 Legal -

Re: Proposed Rulemaking - Water Quality Amendments (Chs. 92, 93, 95, 96 & 97) (#7-338)

Dear Mr. Nyce:

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

1. Alexander P. and Nancy J. Lezark

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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Environmental Quality Board

P. O.Box 8477

Harrisburg, PA 17105

Gentlemen:

I oppose the new proposed water quality standards and toxics strategy.

Please strengthen the standards that protect our water, not weaken them. The Department of -
Environmental Protection's proposed toxics strategy is too weak and will allow even more toxic
discharges into our waters. PLEASE STOP THESE NEW STANDARDS!

Sincerely,

Patricia M. Payes
409 Crescent Road
Wyncote, PA 19095
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Phone:412-731-7292
F )

emailgupi@aol.com

EGEIYVE.
Dr"——_—'—j i

Tuesday, October 6, 1998 N RN :

ORIGINAL: 1975 Lptj P 3158
Environmental Quality Board MIZNER ' i 4
PO Box 8477 COPIES: Wilmarth ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY BOARD |
Harrisburg, PA 17105 Sandusky

Legal

To whom it may concern,

I am writing as a concerned citizen who is worried about the conditions of our
water. I am urging you to strengthen the standards that will protect our water, not
weaken them. The Dept. of Environmental Protection’s proposed toxics strategy is too
weak and will allow even more toxic discharges into our waters. I want these new
standards stopped.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter and I would appreciate a
response to this letter.

Sincerely,
James P. O’Malley
748 Hawthorne Drive

Pittsburgh, PA 15235-4147
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Edward Brezina Oct.13, 1998 COPIES: Wilmarth
PA DEP Jewett
PO Box 8555 Sandusky
Harrisburg, Pa 17105 Legal

Mr. Brezina,

This is a letter referring to the proposal from the DEP wanting to weaken the
water quality standards. We are supposed to be more environmental aware of issues and
take action on protecting our waterways, they are a precious resource. To have the DEP
want to weaken standards just makes me sick. They are not doing their job. We are
already second in the nation for toxic waste in our waterways, apparently the state wants
to be number one. I want an answer on why the DEP wants to roll back the water
standards, and why they want to take away our right to be involved in the permit process.

I want these new standards stopped. We need to strengthen the standards that protect our
water.

Sincerely, Angela Radigan
Please respond to: .
Angela Radigan n ’ ya JBV L
231 Portman Lane o e
Bridgeville. Pa 15017 e
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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

¥
SONORIGINAL: 1975 Date: 13-Oct-1998 09:07pm EST

MIZNER From: Charles F Jacobson, Sr
COPIES: Wilmarth chajasr@epix.net@PMDF@DER0O03
Jewett Dept :
Sandusky Tel No:
Legal
TO: Brezina.Edward ( Brezina.Edward@Al.dep.state.pa.us@PM

Subject: Chapter 16

Charles F. Jacobson, Sr.
2A Kelsey St.
Wellsboro, PA 16901-1321

Mr. Edward Brezina;

I am incensed with the steps you and your department seem so ready to
take to reduce the water quality of Pennsylvania. We already have more
pollution and poisoned water than we should have. The idea that
relaxing the standards and regulations can in any way be good for the
people of this state is ridiculous. We have had more than our share of
fish kills and incidents of poisoned well water. We certainly do not
need more. I would hate to think that the decisions you are
contemplating are business and money driven. We are being assaulted
from all sides with garbage from out of state and the practice of
spreading sewage-sludge. We cannot afford to have the government we
depend on make it easier for business and industry to indiscriminately
dump their waste chemicals and pollution where-ever they wish as long as
it adds to their bottom line. Please, in the name of decency and
honesty do not make any changes that will most certainly reduce our
water quality. The health and welfare of the people is far more im-
portant than more wealth for business. Do the right thing.

Yours truly----- Charles F. Jacobson Sr.
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Edward Brezina Sy - Oct.13, 1998 \
PA DEP D R R O

PO Box 8555 e

Harrisburg, Pa 17105

M. Brezina,

This is a letter referring to the ridiculous proposal from the DEP wanting to
weaken the water quality standards. Aren't we supposed to be more environmental aware
of issues? We are already second in the nation for toxic waste in our waterways,
apparently the state wants to be number one. I want an answer on why the DEP wants to
roll back the water standards, and why they want to take away our right to be involved in
the permit process.

I want these new standards stopped. We need to strengthen the standards that protect our
water.

Sincerely, Alicia M. Scott

Pl d to: -,
Please respond to %&. M Sz

ORIGINAL: 1975

234 Portman Lane MIZNER
Bridgeville. Pa 15017 COPIES: Wilmarth
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ORIGINAL: 1975

C Edward Brezina Oct. 15, 1998 ' MIZNER
PA DEP S Ce C e e COPIES: Wilmarth
PO o 53 e
Harrisburg, Pa 17105 ) Legal
Mr. Brezina,

I have recently found out that the DEP is proposing to roll back the water
standards allowing industries to come in our state and pollute more, plus eliminate the
publics right to be involved in the permit process. The obvious question is why weaken
standards instead of strengthening them. Water should be treated as a precious resource
not a dumping ground for toxic chemicals. The DEP is here to protect and not destroy. I

want this ridiculous proposal stopped.

Sincerely,
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SIERRA CLUB

PENNSYLVANIA
ENVIRONMENTAL LOBBY

i

o
JEFF SCHMIDT “80CT 2 Eill: sy Suite 404

Governmental Liaison 600 North Second Street
P.O. Bpy 663
= Harrigoyrg. PA 17108
m%mm.oum
> 9 m
23 . o
Environmental Quality Board g__-; » =
nd Om =
400'Markat St. 2™ Floor ORIGINAL: 1975 E ~ T
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8457 MIZNER 32 & O
' COPIES: Wilmarth ©
Jewett
October 9, 1996 Sandusky
Legal

Dear Board Members:

We respectfully request to have the comment period on the proposed changes to 25 PA
Code Chs. 92, 93, and 95 - 97 on Water Quality extended beyond the October 28

deadline.
Due to the breadth and complexity of the proposed changes, the 60 day comment
period is insufficient to be able to adequately analyze and respond to the proposal. We
would appreciate if an additional 60 days would be added to the public comment period.
Thank you for your consideration in this manner.
Sincerely, - .

, ) N

Jeff Schmidt

@ printed on recycled paper
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14-Oct-98

To whom it may concern,

I am writing to inform you that I strongly oppose THE NEW PROPOSEDV

ORIGINAL: 1975

MIZNER e

COPIES: Wilmarth R
Jewett OF ‘
Sandusky “tui Z5 oo
Legal P i 2g

Form Letter _2

WATER QUALITY STANDARDS AND TOXICS STRATEGY. It is important to
Strengthen the standards that protect our water, NOT WEAKEN THEM. DEP’s
proposed toxic strategy is too weak and will allow more toxic discharges into our water.
PROTECT OUR WATER! STOP THE ROLLBACK!

Eincerely,
Keith'D. Keck




' ORIGINAL: 1975 Erren
14-Oct-98 Form letter Cie TRy

To whom it may concern, %80CT 2 Pi 1: 33
i
I am writing to inform you that I strongly oppose THE NEW PROP:)U wm ORy
WATER QUALITY STANDARDS AND TOXICS STRATEGY. It is important 6 9”'“**“ SION
Strengthen the standards that protect our water, NOT WEAKEN THEM. DEP’s
proposed toxic strategy is too weak and will allow more toxic discharges into our water.
PROTECT OUR WATER! STOP THE ROLLBACK!

LQ:Elmerely, '
e M Cermo '

e e
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Chac gPi(geTWgyné Chapter Trout Unlimited . ..

“’SUPPORT QUALITY TROUT FISHING"

T LG P. O. Box 351
Hawiley, Pennsylvania 18428

ORIGINAL: 1975

MIZNER
October 14, 1998 COPIES: Wilmarth
Jewett
Sandusky
Legal

Environmental Quality Board
P.O. Box 8477
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105-8477

Dear Board Members:

| am writing you on behalf of the Pike-Wayne Chapter of Pennsylvania Trout
Unlimited, concerning the proposed regulatory changes dealing with water quality
standards and permitting, as advertized in the Pennsylvania Bulletin, Volume 28, Number
35, dated Saturday, August 29, 1998, and located at Part Ill, pages 4431 through 4497
of the Bulletin. This proposed rule making addresses parts of 25 PA. Code Chapters 92,
93, 95-97, Water Quality.

Our Chapter appreciates the information that the Pennsylvania Bulletin provides.
it allows.the.public.and in particular our.organization the opportunity:-to comment and
have a hand in the rule making process. We would like to make the following comments
in reference to the above mentioned Code Chapters.

Although the Bulletin states that the "regulatory revisions attempt to streamline and
clarify regulatory requirements, update the regulations to be consistent with Federal
regulatory changes and consolidate certain chapters." (page 4431 9th paragraph, second
column), we believe it is in the best interest to Pennsyivania and its citizens to be above
- Federai standards. The United States government has taken the position inat a state wil
not go below its standards by providing laws. Federal water protection laws provide for
the very minimum that a state must follow in order to protect its citizens through water
quality standards. Pennsylvania's standards should be as high as practicable, and far
above the minimal standards set by Federal regulation and law.

Concemning Chapter 92. NPDES Permitting, "Monitoring and Compliance, our
response to the rule proposals are;

- Section 92.2d: the cap for total, residual chlorine (0.Q\5 mg/l) should be
maintained. "

- Section 92.51: the standard conditions il all permits should read that compliance
with all water quality standards is required.
-1-



- Section 92.81: toxic substances should always require an individual permit. A
general permit does not allow for an adequate review for toxic substance which
could adversely affect Pennsylvania's waters. General permits should not be used
in conjunction with high quality or exceptional value designated waters. All PADEP
permits should continue to incluae documentation that the general permit will not
violate water quality standards. Waters that-exhibit water quality problems should
not be used in conjunction with general permiits These impaired waters should
be addressed with other than a general permit such as an individual permit.

Concerning Chapter 93. Water Quality Stapdards, our response to the rule
proposals are ;

Section Ys.4: Al waters of Pennsylvania shouid conuriue 0 receive the status of
potential potable water sources. Since historically most waters were potable, our
Commonwealth should do nothing short of attempting to regain the highest water
quality for as many waters as possible. It is our right and heritage to demand
nothing less and thus retain this status as is.

- Section 93.4: We are opposed to the change in the elimination of "warm water
fishes" as a Statewide use. Many coldwater fisheries begin as warmwater
impoundments, ponds and wetlands. Therefore, we recommend no change in
this regulation because of the intrinsic protection value to warm water fishes and
to the connection in many instances to coldwater fisheries

- Section 93.5(e): PADEP should retain its mixing zoné criteria as currently stated
in this section. '

- Section 93.6: This section should include a:new development in which instream
flows and habitat criteria have a set?standardi and therefore, measurable and
regulated. Because of the indiscriminate use by water uptakers (examples are golf
courses, ski resorts, PennDot highway work) and the consequential negative
impacts to the downstream areas biotié, and abiotic, from the point of extraction,
we suggest that this new criteria be included in this section.

Concemning Chapter 96 Water Quality Standards Implementation, our response to
the rule proposals are ;

- Section 96.4 (h): Non point source pollutants should be addressed. Many
waterway pollution problems originate at nen point sources. In addition, this
section portion only addresses problem loading at design flow standards. Under
high flow conditions, waterways accept non point source pollution loads. A
separated section should address, through ar modeling type, both the non point
source pollution loading and associated high water conditions

-2-



Thank you for taking the time to read and consider our comments, and for the
opportunity to be a part of the rule making public comment decision. We trust that the
Environmental Quality Board will produce just and fair Code Chapters that will enhance
the environment for the citizens of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

Sincerely,

b e

Wayne Poppich, Board of Directors
Pike-Wayne Chapter , Trout Unlimited
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Clare N. Shumway, M.D.

20 Byers Road
Dillsburg, PA 17019-9538 R
clarens@woicenet com iy - (717) 432-8574
enoCT 21 RiTHER EEEJVE
| EEEE—— T T
October 14, 1998 ¥ . ,
ORIGINAL: 1975 ey oS iGloe] .-
Environmental Quality Board MIZNER ““ :
P.O.B. 8477 COPIES: Wilmarth A
Harrisburg,PA 17105 Jewett ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY BOARD |
Sandusky
EQB: Legal

I totally oppose the new proposals to amend the PA regulations on municipal waste and
water quality. These regulations need to be made tougher not "streamlined" to pollute
Pennsylvania sooner.

PA is one on the nation's biggest dumping grounds already. In 1997 this state received
8.7 million tons of waste from Puerto Rico, Canada,D.C. and 25 other states. Now the
EQB wants to make this process easier and welcome more trash with less regulations?
You must not allow this to happen!!!!

According to a study led by Dr. David Pimental, Professor of Ecology and Agriculture
Sciences at Cornell University, 40% of world deaths are attributed to organic and
chemical pollutants. Data for this September 1998 study came from sources such as the
World Health Organization and the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.
This grim report states further that of the 80,000 pesticides and chemicals in use today,
10% are recognized as carcinogens. Lead at high levels are in the blood of 1.7 million U.S.
children. The conclusion: "Without local,state,federal and international cooperative
efforts, disease prevalence will continue its rapid rise throughout the world

diminishing the quality of life for all humans."

I rest my complaint. Thank you.

Sincerely,
(V| ~"N—

Clare N. Shumway

http://www.voicenet.com/~Clarens
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY BOARD

P.O. Box 8477

Harrisburg PA 17105

To whom it may concern:

Please be advised that I oppose DEP’s new Water Quality Standards. We need stronger
standards to protect our water with tougher restrictions and penalties for dumping toxics.

Please reconsider your position on rolling back the current water quality standards.

Sj ly, _
g luso,
ice S. J;
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MEMORANDUM

Date: 13-0Oct-1998 11:43am EST
From: Captdol
MIZNER
COPIES: Wilmarth Deot - Captdol@aol.com@PMDF@DER(003
Jewett Teg ﬁo-
Sandusky -
TO: Brezina.Edward Legal ( Brezina.Edward@Al.dep.state.pa.us@PM
CC: JBarto ( JBarto@savethebay.com.org@PMDF@DEROO

Subject: Changes to Chap.92,93,95,96 and 97

Dear Mr. Brezina,
It has been brought to my attention that there are changes being considered in
the regulatory regulations dealing with water quality that will weaken the
current protections of our waterways... I am not a technical person by any
matter of means but understand the proposal will allow such things as:

1. increased discharges of toxic chemicals,

2. eliminate regulation of 20 toxic items,

3. ignore regulation on non-point source pollution in impaired waters,

4. and other areas.

As mentioned above I am not technically trained but that in no way reduces my
interest in improving the water quality of our waterways. I spend considerable
time on the Chesapeake and Delaware Bays and have,thankfully, begun to see a
small change for the better. I am also a speaker for the Chesapeake Bay
Foundation and give talks to adult and student groups. My impression from all
their comments, adult and children [especially the latter] is that they do not
understand why we have permitted so many toxins to be released in the past and
why don’t we tighten the regulations. Accordingly, I am at a loss to
understand why we now wish to loosen the regulations and not continue the
improvements we are beginning to see in water quality. To now go backwards is
mind boggling!

Perhaps the problem is that I do not understand the reasons for the proposed
action. Accordingly, would you please enlighten me. If , or until, I can be
convinced otherwise I sincerely request that:

YOUR REGULATORY BODY REFUSE TO WEAKEN THE EXISTING STANDARDS.

Very truly yours,
Harry. B. Nason

814 Cottonwood Dr.
Malvern, Pa. 19355
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October 13, 1998

Environmenta! Quality Board
P.O.B. 8477
Harrisburg PA 17105

EQB:

I'am totally against the new proposals to amend the PA regulations on municipal waste
and water quality. These regulations need to be made tougher not “streamlined” to trash
Pennsylvania sooner. :

What on earth are you people in Harrisburg thinking? PA is one on the nation’s biggest
dumping grounds already. In 1997 PA received 8.7 million tons of waste from Puerto
Rico,Canada,D.C. and 25 other states. Now the EQB wants to make this process easier and
welcome more trash with less regulations? Is this the business PA wants to attract,because we
certainly are. Is there that much money in trash and trashing PA that Harrisburg can’t pull
themselves out onto higher ground?

According to a study led by Dr. David Pimental, professor of ecology and
agriculture sciences at Comell University, 40% of world deaths are attributed to organic
and chemical pollutants .Data for this September 1998 study came from sources such as the
World Health Organization and the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. This
grim study further states that of the 80,000 pesticides and chemicals in use today,10% are
recognized as carcinogens. Lead at high levels are in the blood of 1.7 millionU.S. children.
The conclusion: “Without local,state federal and international cooperative efforts, disease
prevalence will continue its rapid rise throughout the world diminishing the quality of life
for all humans.” ‘

I rest my complaint. Thank you.

Very sincerely a fellow Pennsylvanian,

Eoware L B gy TIT
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FORM LETTER: 65

I am totally against the new proposals to amend the PA regulations on municipal waste
and water quality. These regulations need to be made tougher not “streamlined” to trash
Pennsylvania sooner. ‘ :

What on earth are you people in Harrisburg thinking? PA is one on the nation’s biggest
dumping grounds already. In 1997 PA received 8.7 million tons of waste from Puerto
Rico,Canada,D.C. and 25 other states. Now the EQB wants to make this process easier and
welcome more trash with less regulations? Is this the business PA wants to attract,because we
certainly are. Is there that much money in trash and trashing PA that Harrisburg can’t pull
themselves out onto higher ground?

According to a study led by Dr. David Pimental, professor of ecology and
agriculture sciences at Comell University, 40% of world deaths are attributed to organic
and chemical pollutants .Data for this September 1998 study came from sources such as the
World Health Organization and the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. This
grim study further states that of the 80,000 pesticides and chemicals in use today,10% are
recognized as carcinogens. Lead at high levels are in the blood of 1.7 millionU.S. children.
The conclusion: “Without local,state, federal and international cooperative efforts, disease
prevalence will continue its rapid rise throughout the world diminishing the quality of life
for all humans.”

I rest my complaint. Thank you.

Very sincerely a fellow Pennsylvanian,
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FOX BRUSH FARM

It R.D.#1 Box 734
R BROGUE,PA | 7309
L 7170276412

17 \ ! Lk 30 £-MAIL: SANDYHCSMI@aoL.com
qp Qi et o

October 14, 1998

ORIGINAL: 1972

. HUZNER
EQB COPIES: Wgimarth
P.O.B. 8477 Jeweht
Harrisburg,PA 17105 Sandusky

Legal
65 Form letters

Petition in file
EQB:

Please accept ;:/ S letters from people living in York County that are unhappy with the new
proposals for residual and municipal waste. This being the last day to comment and no York County news
media given this information by your-board has forced this general comment. Please note one letter
represents 5,000 people from the Recycling Service Inc. in the Pottstown area. This is the oldest
community recycling center in PA and has been recognized by DEP,the GOV and the House of Rep. for
their efforts.

The petitions represent over 1,000 York County people that were not pleased before with the .
standards to give you an idea of the concem. York County has fér their quallty of life and their
environment. |

Please read my enclosed comment. I hope the EQB can do better for PA.

Thank you.

Encl: Q) Very sincerely,

/(/,%

Sandy C. Smnh



Sandy C. Smith

Fox Brush Farm

R.D. #1 Box 734

Brogue,PA 17309

717-927-6412 e-mail: SandyHCSmi@aol.com

NOTE: Written comments are due October 14 for Municipal Waste Amendments and due
October 28 for Water Quality Amendments and should be sent to: Environmental Quality
Board,P.0.B. 8477 Harrisburg,PA 17105. EQB hearings on Water Quality Amendments in
Harrisburg will be October 20 at 3 p.m. and 7p.m. —-DEP SC Regional Office,Susquahana
Conference Room,909 Elmerton Ave. To testify register one week ahead by calling Kate
Coleman at 717-787-4526.

Environmental Quality Board to Trash PA

The Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) is proposing
changes to its regulatory chapters dealing with municipal waste and water quality standards
and permitting. These changes will significantly weaken our already inadequate protections.
Public review and comment ends October 28.

The proposed regulatory changes are: Increased discharges of toxic chemicals to
waterways,eliminate regulation of 20 toxic chemicals,ignore the regulation of non-point
source pollution in impaired waters and issue general discharge permits in high-quality
watersheds. PA is “redefining”(We’ve heard that word a lot lately!),sludge/biosolids
including what is and is not waste. These proposals will allow industry to decide “co-
product” determinations for classes of materials as Pennsylvania’s Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP) states that,”Sewage sludge modeling is appropriate for the
application of residual waste.”.

According to a study led by Dr. David Pimental, professor of ecology and
agriculture sciences at Cornell University, 40% of world deaths are attributed to organic
and chemical pollutants .Data for this September 1998 study came from sources such as the
World Health Organization and the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. This
grim study further states that of the 80,000 pesticides and chemicals in use today,10% are
recognized as carcinogens. Lead at high levels are in the blood of | 7 millionU.S. children.
The conclusion: “Without local,state federal and international cooperative efforts, disease
prevalence will continue its rapid rise throughout the world diminishing the quality of life
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Edward Brezina Oct. 15, 1998
PA DEP :
ORIGINAL: 1975
PO Box 8555 MIZNER
Harrisburg, Pa 17105 COPIES: Wilmarth
Jewett
Sandusky
Legal

Mr. Brezina,
I have recently found out that the DEP is proposing to roll back the water

standards allowing industries to come in our state and pollute more, plus eliminate the
publics right to be involved in the permit process. The obvious question is why weaken

standards instead of strengthening them. Water should be treated as a precious resource
not a dumping ground for toxic chemicals. The DEP is here to protect and not destroy. I

want this ridiculous proposal stopped.

Sincerely,
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Edward Brezina Oct. 15, 1998
PA DEP ORIGINAL: 1975
PO Box 8555 MIZNER

. COPIES: Wilmarth
Harrisburg, Pa 17105 Jewett

' Sandusky
Legal

Mr. Brezina,

I have recently found out that the DEP is proposing to roll back the water
standards allowing industries to come in our state and pollute more, plus eliminate the
publics right to be involved in the permit process. The obvious question is why weaken
standards instead of strengthening them. Water should be treated as a precious resource
not a dumping ground for toxic chemicals. The DEP is here to protect and not destroy. I

want this ridiculous proposal stopped.

Sincerely,
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I have recently found out that the DEP is proposing to roll back the water
standards allowing industries to come in our state and pollute more, plus eliminate the
~ publics right to be involved in the permit process. The obvious question is why weaken
standards instead of strengthening them. Water should be treated as a precious resource
not a dumping ground for toxic chemicals. The DEP is here to protect and not destroy. I
‘want this ridiculous proposal stopped.

Sincerely, %AA ” I
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‘ I : IIIII// HART CHEMICAL COMPANY

P.O. BOX 232 « CREEKSIDE, PA 15732 « 412-349-8600 « FAX: 412-349-8601

ORIGINAL: 1975 i
MIZNER T

October /qg, 1998 COPIES: Wilmarth f
o Jewett w
Sandusky ¢
Legal :
Environmental Quality Board ST
PO Box 8477 = a

_ Harrisburg, PA 17105-8477

Re: Comments on Proposed Rulemaking for Water Quality Amendments
(Chapters 92, 93, 95, 96, and 97)

. Dear Sirs:

Hart Chemical Company would like to submit the following comments on the
proposed rulemaking for the water quality amendments contained in Chapters
92, 93, 95, 96, and 97 of the PA Code:

Chapter 92:
92.2 (c). Minimum Sewage Treatment Requirements:

A paragraph should be added that addresses treatment of contaminants
added to a POTW or privately owned treatment works by industrial
users. Although many large POTW’s require a pretreatment program for
industrial dischargers into their system, smaller sewage plants may be
treating industrial wastes without these programs. Since secondary
treatment may not adequately remove industrial contaminants from
either the effluent or the sludge generated from the treatment, 92.2 (c)
should include a statement that makes a reference to additional
treatment requirements for a sewage plant if an industrial discharger
uses the treatment plant as a means of disposal. This type of statement
would be consistent with the proposed language in 92.4 (6) (if) that
indicates that a permit may be required by an indirect discharger of
sewage, industrial waste, or other pollutants into a POTW or privately
owned treatment works.



Environmental Quality Board Page Two

®)
92.41vMonitoring:

Hart Chemical agrees with the statement made by the Water Resources
Advisory Committee (WRAC) that DEP should not require additional
monitoring beyond that required by the NPDES permit, unless the
additional monitoring has been made a condition of that permit. The
purpose of Section C (Required and Optional Chemical Analysis section)
of the NPDES permit application should initially identify any problem
pollutants and at that point DEP should regulate the pollutants by
establishing limits and monitoring requirements, or by adding a special
permit condition for additional monitoring. Since any change in the
permitted facility due to production increases or process modifications
requires dischargers to notify DEP as stated in 92.7, no additional
pollutant analyses should be required of dischargers who make no
changes to their operations. In the event that new regulations would
take effect, 92.8 (a) already addresses the fact that permited facilities
must take steps to comply with the new water quality standards or
treatment requirements.

92.61 Public Notice of Permit Application and Public Hearing:

We agree with the Department’s decision not to add an additional public
notification and comment period before an NPDES permit is submitted
for review. Publication of the intent to apply for an NPDES permit under
Section 307 of the Pennsylvania Clean Streams Law and notification of
Municipal and County officials under Act 14 already gives the public
adequate time to comment. Since the Department requires a notarized
copy of the newspaper notice and statement of publication dates to be
sent with the permit application, the public has had a minimum of 30
days to comment on the permit application to the permittee or the
Department.
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92.8 (c) Changes in Treatment Requirements:

If the proposed regulation is adopted, and NPDES dischargers must meet
more stringent effluent limitations when a potable water supply is
identified, the discharger must be notified as early as possible to be able
to make timely changes in order to achieve compliance. We suggest that
the NPDES permittee be notified immediately whenever an application
for a Water Allocation Permit is submitted to the Department or the
State Water Plans are updated and new potable water supplies are
identified.

Chapter 93:

93.4 Statewide Water Uses:

We agree with members of the WRAC and the RBI report that the
Potable Water Supply criteria be applied only at the point of potable
water withdrawal and that the statewide PWS use be removed.-Proposed -
paragraph 92.8 (c) states that whenever a new potable water supply is
identified, the discharger “shall meet more stringent effluent limitations
needed to protect the point of withdrawal”. Therefore the comments
made by other members of the WRAC who indicated that maintaining
the statewide PWS use would prevent degradation of water quality
should the body of water be used for drinking water in the future, would
not be applicable in this case.

Chapter 96:

96.1 Definitions:

A general explanation of the term “effluent trading” should be included
in the definitions.
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96.4 (k) Total Maximum Daily Loads:

This proposed requirement may impose undue economic hardship on
smaller dischargers if there are a number of pollution sources (point and

 non-point) contributing to a receiving stream segment that has to be
analyzed to develop TMDLS. Also, the phrase “to determine their
(TMDL) effectiveness” is highly subjective language and may be subject

~ to broad interpretation that could result in additional costs. If one of the
objects of this reevaluation of the regulations is “that pollution control
costs are equitably distributed”, then the Department should assume the
costs to determine the TMDLS, not individual dischargers. We do agree,
as outlined in 96.4 (1), that anyone challenging a TMDL, etc. should
assume the burden of proof, however development and documentation
of the TMDLS should be the responsibility of the Department.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to the
regulations. Overall we believe the changes make the regulations more concise
and readable.

Sincerely,

Richan,

Becky Snyder
Operations Manager

Tos: oy ‘f ‘
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Oct. 15, 1998

Edward Brezina
PA DEP
PO Box 8555 ORIGINAL: 1975
Harrisburg, Pa 17105 MIZNER
COPIES: Wilmarth
Jewett
Sandusky
Legal

Mr. Brezina,
I have recently found out that the DEP is proposing to roll back the water
standards allowing industries to come in our state and pollute more, plus eliminate the

publics right to be involved in the permit process. The obvious question is why weaken
standards instead of strengthening them. Water should be treated as a precious resource
not a dumping ground for toxic chemicals. The DEP is here to protect and not destroy. 1

want this ridiculous proposal stopped.

Sincerely,
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