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From: Jeff Hironimus [j.hippos@yahoo.com] ^ C 2 3 REC'D
Sent: Friday, December 18, 2009 9:12 AM

Subject: Comments on PA DEP Proposed Chapter 290 Regulations, Beneficial Use of Coal Ash
Attachments: Letter to Environmental Quality Board.doc

To the Environmental Quality Board and Secretary John Hanger:

I am attaching a l e t t e r fo r your review. Please read th is immediately as t h i s pertains to
the above issue. Although much of i t i s copied and pasted (done out of agreement of po in ts) !
have added my own comments at the end.

Thank you fo r considering these points and for your service to our Commonwealth.

Best regards,
Jeff Hironimus



Proposed Chapter 290 Regulations. Beneficial Use of Coal Ash: ., - W E

DEC 2 3 RECD

724-926-9797
Your email address: i.hippos@yahoo.eom

To the: Environmental Quality Board, and
Honorable Secretary John Hanger

The PA DEP has proposed regulations in Chapter 290 that would replace existing Chapter 287 with
some improved safeguards and would incorporate other provisions that are now only administrative
guidance. And, we thank the Department for that.

However, the PA DEP proposed regulations lack basic safeguards such as liners, corrective action
standards and requirements for mine operators to post bonds or other funds to clean up the pollution
their ash causes. Furthermore the improvements that the regulations do make in testing and monitoring of
ash are riddled with loopholes that allow PA DEP to waive them.

We seek enforceable standards via the following improvements to the proposed Chapter 290
regulations:

1. Remove all waivers, loopholes and Department discretion - all regulations should be strictly
enforced, without exceptions.

2. Isolation Requirements:
At no time, should coal ash be placed within the water table in an active or abandoned coal mine -
absolutely no exceptions.

3. Monitoring Requirements:
a. Up gradient and down gradient monitoring wells should be required at all coal ash
placement sites - absolutely no exceptions.

b. Monitoring should be required of all mine placements, structural fills or soil amendments
involving more than 10,000 tons of ash.

c. Monitoring of surface water drainages and plant uptake of metals should also be required
for projects using coal ash as soil amendments or soil additives.

d. Baseline monitoring of ash sites and monitoring plans should be completed and subjected
to Department scrutiny and public input prior to project approvals or the issuance of mining
permits involving ash placement

e. At least a year of monthly sampling should be required to collect enough baseline data to
characterize water quality at ash sites before permits are issued. Discretion to allow less
than a year of monthly sampling prior to permit approval should be eliminated.

f. A frequency of no less than quarterly monitoring should be required during ash placement
Discretion to allow less than quarterly monitoring should be eliminated.

g. At least thirty years of quarterly monitoring after ash placement is finished should be
required without exception.



4. Corrective Action Requirements:
A groundwater assessment plan should be submitted within 60 days after a concentration of a toxic
metal or other ash constituent exceeds the highest baseline concentration (pre-permit concentration)
at a down-gradient monitoring point.

The objective should be to investigate and address increases in contaminants onsite before offsite
public or private water supplies are contaminated.

5. Financial Assurance
A new section requiring financial assurance in the form of bonds or similar instruments should be
included in these regulations. This section should require such financial assurance to be posted by
operators before permit issuance and maintained throughout required monitoring at a site in
amounts sufficient to monitor and abate pollution from the ash. Such assurance should not be
released until monitoring has verified that ground waters and surface waters have not been
contaminated by ash placement and are not likely to be contaminated by that placement.

We believe these important changes to the proposed Chapter 290 regulations for the Beneficial Use of Coal
Ash should be required in order to ensure that adequate protections will be put in place and taxpayers will
not be saddled with cleanup costs nor residents victimized by contamination while those who profited from
the placement are shielded by premature release of bonds, corporate dissolution or bankruptcy.

I want to add die benefit of protecting the water supplies fbr the greater good. I lived in Imperial PA when
the Ashland Oil Florefie PA facility's tank split in 1988 spilling 4 million gallons of diesel oil into the
Monongahela River. This contaminated the Monongahela and Ohio River cutting off water to over a
million residents in PA, OH and WV. As a resident of Imperial I received my water supply from Moon
I wp which came 1mm the Montana River underground water table. Thankfully we were unaffected by the
spill. My point is thai the value of the underground water tables became clearly evident through this
catastrophe. If we don't protect ALL water supplies we jeopardize everyone and everything that feeds off
these priceless resources.

Taxpayers are still paying the costs left to us by the wealthy coal robber barons, and the last thing we need
is another deadly and costly cleanup. We urge the Department to remove all loopholes from the proposed
Chapter 290 regulations and provide the Commonwealth with fully enforceable regulations to protect us all.

Again I urge you, as our representatives, to protect our health and our natural resources. Please enact and
enforce the previously listed additions to the Chapter 290 regulations.

Thank you.
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