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Hamsburg, PA 17105.8477 :

RE: <25 PA Code Chapter 95 Waste Water T r e ^ ^ ;

Dear Environmental Quality Board; ^

PleasebeadVisQdthiatlam^ ;
Treatment Requirements" as the treatment requirements will greatly impact my business,
my employees qnd my customers. ; ! : : v t

My customers working^^
will trickle down to thousands employed throughout the Commonwealth 6fPennsylyania,
Again, I am opposing the treatment requirements unanimously as a result qfandthefact
that your data does not shpw that there is a real sustained threat to streams across the state
from high THS levels. The DEP claiins^hat they have data tb support rule making, thpse
in the coaland mineral indi is^ have not seen i t Some of the data was bas^d on two and;
a lialf months p ^
time period provides exceptipiially low-flow which results in a significantly less
assimilative capacity to absorb TDS concentrations, , : -

Also, the EPA's STGRJBT.daja for the south Pittsburgh mile point 4.5 monitoring station
on the Mon River shows sulWes and chlorides w^ the p&st 10
yfears; Tfe West:¥ffgim
atPpintMMon,^
MaLriohmon^̂  sulfates and TDS
concentrations. Additionally, the DEP did not perform an economic impact analysis of ;
the proposal; flatly acknbwledgiilg before WRAC that tiipe constirairits preveiited this
t^sk from bein^ accomplish^ - ^ •••, \;-':y ;.••.- \ v;^;>;:":-;' ••:'• ::{-v'::^ ';;v--' v" •/
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Ramifications from 25 PA Code Chapter 95 Waste Water Treatment Requirements could
seriously damage the economy. Treatment options for these constituents are not cost
effective. For the bituminous coalmining industry, the only technology able to reduce
TDS to the levels DEP is proposing is reverse osmosis combined with evaporation and
crystallization and pretreatment. Again, npt cost effective and seriously damaging the
economy, the mining industry and thousands of jobs. Furthermore, the suggested
technology to be used for these treatments has never been operationally tested on such a
large scale. ;

The cost and impacts of this proposed regulation will escalate into billions in capital
costs. Millions of dollars will be spent each year for operation and maintenance,
bonding, cost for land acquisition; site development, utilities extensions to construct such
treatment systems will hinder the competitiveness of the Pennsylvania Mining Industry;

In summary, the regulation is opposed and I ask the Environmental Quality Board to

reconsider. ,

Thank you.

Sincerely, . .W
Charles L. Echnoz


