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Good afternoon—thank you for providing this opportunity to give comments on the
Environmental Quality Board’s proposed rulemaking known at the Triennial Review for Water
Quality Standards.

My name is Annie Regan. I am the Western PA Outreach Coordinator for PennFuture.
PennFuture is a public interest membership organization dedicated to leading the transition to a
clean energy economy in Pennsylvania and beyond. PennFuture strives to protect our air, water
and Land, and to empower citizens to build sustainable communities for future generations. One
focus of PennFuture’s work is to improve and protect water resources and water quality across
Pennsylvania through public outreach and education, advocacy, and litigation.

PennFuture submitted substantive comments in writing to the Environmental Quality Board. I
am here today to highlight a couple of points—

First on the bacteria standard—the Board is proposing to switch from a criterion using fecal
coliform as the indicator of fecal contamination to one using E. coli for the swimming season of
May I to September 30, when people are most likely to engage in primary contact recreation.
Further, in selecting an acceptable Level of risk of sickness. the Board is proposing a criteria
reflecting a less protective standard—36 illnesses per 1.000.

PennFuture supports the switch to E. coli as the indicator parameter, but recommends that the
Board adopt the more protective risk paradigm and more stringent E. coli criteria to better pursue
the goal of making Pennsylvania’s waters swimmable.

For the non-swimming season of October I through April 30, when secondary contact recreation
is the norm, the Board is proposing to retain the current, fecal coliform-based criterion.
PennFuture recommends that the Board retain the current fecal coliform-based criterion only if
it lacks sufficient data to derive an E. coil-based criterion that provides a corresponding level of
protection. lfthis is the case, the Board should commit to establishing an E. coli-based criteria
for secondary contact recreation during the next Triennial Review Process.
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The second issue I would like to highlight is the Board’s decision to postpone indefinitely
adopting an aquatic life criteria for chloride or specific conductivity. The discharge of chloride to
Pennsylvania’s waters has gone largely unchecked for far too long. Elevated levels of chloride
are toxic to aquatic life in freshwater environments, and chloride can negatively affect the fish
and insect community structure, diversity, and productivity, even at lower levels. We appreciate
the efforts of the Department and the Board to develop and refine a chloride criteria .At some
point, however, a decision has to be made, subject to further revision as the science inevitably
evolves. The Department and the Board should take action earlier ifpossible. but should commit
to adopt, no later than the next triennial review, aquatic life criteria for chloride.

Thank you again for the opportunity to present oral testimony regarding the proposed Triennial
Review.


