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Phone: (304) 920-0495

Fax (304) 926-0490

Division of Water and Waste Management
Water Quality Standards Program
Requirements Governing Water Quality Standards Rule

On March 31, 2020, the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) Division of Water &
Waste Management commenced a forty-five day public comment period and subsequently held a
public hearing on May 19, 2020 to accept aral and written comments on proposed revisions to
the WV legislative rule “Requirements Governing Water Quality Standards,” 47 CSR 2. DEP

proposed the following substantive revisions (summarized):
7.2.d.19.2 Deletion of site-specific copper criteria for Charleston Sanitary Board

8.2 Revision to human health criteria:
acrylonitrile, bromoform, carbon tetrachloride, chlorcform,
dichlorabromomethane, endrin, methylene chloride, tetrachloroethylene, toluene,
toxaphene, trichloroethylene, vinyl chlaride, 1,1,1- trichloroethane, 1,1,2,2-
tetrachlorgethane, 1,1-dichloroethylene, 1,2-dichlorcethane, 1,3-dichlorobenzene,
1,4-dichlorobenzene, 2,4-dinitrotoluene, 2-methyl-4,6-dinitraphenol, phenal, 2-
chlorophenol, 2,4-dimethylphenol, 2,4-dinitrophenol

Public Notice, Hearing, and Comments

The following sections are included:
Statement of Notices to Public

A. DEP response to comments

B. Written & Oral comments
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Notices to Public

The public was notified of WV Water Quality Standards (WQS) 2020 proposed rule revisions in
several ways. On March 31, 2020, notice of proposed changes to 47 CSR 2 was published on the
WV Secretary of State’s website, and subsequently on April 3, 2020 in the WV State Register,
Volume XXXVII, Issue 14. In addition, the notice was sent out to WVDEP's Listserv on March 31,
2020. These public notices gave a brief summary of the proposed rule changes, provided access to
the proposed rule, and notified the public that the comment period would be apen until the end
of the public hearing held on the Zoom meeting platform at 6PM on May 18, 2020, and contained

a link to access the virtual meeting.
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A. DEP response to comments

WYV Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) response to
comments to 47 CSR 2 Rule Revisions

DEP is grateful to every person and arganization who participated in this public process to revise
47 CSR 2 Reguirements Governing Water Quality Standards rule. Because water quality is a
concern for everyone wha lives, works, and plays in West Virginia, public involvement in this
process is invaluable. DEP thanks you for providing your views and concerns on this very

important subject. Specific responses to comments may be found below.
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Written Comments on 2020 Proposed WQS Rule — DEP Responses

Commenter: Arcelor Mittal (Comments pages 1-3)

Arcelor Mittal Comment 1: “ArcelorMittal is concerned about the Proposed Rule and its potential
impact on the regulated community.”

DEP Response: DEP is tasked to propose rules which present standards of water guality
which “protect the public health and welfare, wildlife, fish and aquatic life and the present
and prospective future uses of the water for domestic, agricultural, industrial,
recreational, scenic and other legitimate beneficial uses thereof” (W.Va. Code §22-11-
7b(c)). As far as considering potential impact on the regulated community, §22-11-7(b)
expressly prohibits DEP from specifying “the design of equipment, type of construction or
particular method which a person shall use to reduce the discharge of a pollutant.”
Furthermore, because economic impact is not listed in W. Va. Code §22-11-7{b) among
the factors DEP may consider in developing water guality standards, DEP does not possess
the authority to evaluate potential economic impacts of water quality standards to
individual permit halders. Additionally, DEP does allow for relief when dischargers are
unable to meet West Virginia’'s standards of water quality due to adverse economic and
social impact. As such, dischargers may apply to DEP for a water guality standards
variance or use remaval, following application and hearing, as provided in 46 CSR 6.

When applying for one of these, the applicant supplies required information to DEP
detailing the “adverse ecanomic and secial impact” which precludes attainment of the
designated use, and would establish a variance term during which the highest attainahle
condition, as opposed to the water quality criterion concentration, would be met.

Arcelor Mittal Comment 2: “It is critical for the WVDEP to develop and propose standards that
are based an the best available science and data. The development of these critical regulatory
standards should also be based on factors specific to West Virginia wherever possible.
ArcelorMittal has serious concerns regarding numerous EPA Criteria that were used to develop the
Proposed Rule.”

DEP response: DEP has done a thorough review of the Nationally Recommended Human
Health Water Quality Criteria that were finalized by EPA in 2015 (EPA Criteria) and has
proposed adoption of EPA’s recommended criteria that we feel are appropriate at this
time.
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EPA’s recommended human health criteria incorporate the latest exposure factors for
body weight, drinking water intake, and fish consumption. The proposed criteria
incorporate, when possible, measured or estimated bioaccumulation factors (BAFs) which
account far contaminant accumulation in aquatic organisms fram all potential exposure
routes. Additionally, the preposed human health criteria incorporate updated reference
dose and cancer slope factors based on the latest available, relevant scientific information
and studies (EPA-820-F-15-001). A summary of the inputs used in the calculation of the
proposed human health criteria is provided below.

Human body weight — The hody weight used in the EPA Criteria calculation is 80 kilograms
(176 Ibs). This is the mean body weight for adults ages 21 and older based on data from
the National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES) conducted by the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), from 1999 — 2006. The previous default
body weight was 70 kilograms (154 Ibs) and was based on the NHANES data from 1988-
1994 (EPA-820-F-15-001).

Drinking water intake — The drinking water intake used in the EPA Criteria calculation is
2.4 liters per day. This is based on NHANES data collected from 2003 to 2006 for the 90th
percentile of water consumption in adults ages 21 and older. The previously
recommended default drinking water intake rate was 2 liters per day which represented
the water ingestion rate at the 86" percentile for adults surveyed in the US Department of
Agriculture’s 1994-1996 Continuing Survey of Food Intake by Individuals (CSFIl) analysis
and the 88" percentile of adults in the National Cancer Institute study of the 1977-1978
Nationwide Food Consumption Survey (EPA-820-F-15-001).

Fish Consumption — The fish consumption rate used in the EPA Criteria is 22 grams per
day. This rate represents the 90" percentile of consumption of freshwater and shellfish
from inland and near shore waters for adults 21 years of age and older, based on NHANES
data from 2003 to 2010. The previous fish consumption rate was 17.5 grams per day
based on the consumption rate of freshwater and estuarine fish for the adult population
from 1994-1996 CSFIl data (EPA-820-F-15-001).

Bioaccumulation Factors — The EPA Criteria incorporate BAFs, where available, as
recommended in the EPA human health criteria methodology {(USEPA 2000). BAFs take
into account the uptake and retention of a chemical by an aquatic organism from all
surrounding media. {e.g. water, food, sediment). Criteria that were previously calculated
using bioconcentration factors (BCFs) only accounted for direct water contact. The use of
BAFs is appropriate in the calculation of human health criteria because aguatic arganisms
are exposed to pollutants through sources other than only through water contact. In
order to account for the variation in bioaccumulation due to the aguatic trophic position
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of an organism, EPA has recommended that the bicaccumulation factors be determined
and applied to three trophic levels of fish. EPA used field measured BAFs and laboratory
measured hioconcentration factors, along with octanol-water partition coefficients
available from peer-reviewed databases to develop the national BAFs. EPA verified the
calculated BAFs using a peer-reviewed model called Estimation Program Interface Suite
(EPI Suite) (EPA-820-F-15-001).

Reference Dose and Slope Factors — The EPA Criteria incorporate updated health risk
factors using the most current toxicity information. EPA’s Integrated Risk Information
System (IRIS) is the primary source for reference dose and cancer slope values. For some
pollutants EPA has used other sources provided by EPA’s Office of Water, Office of
Pesticide Programs and international and state agencies (EPA-820-F-15-001).

Relative Source Contribution — The EPA Criteria for non-carcinogenic compounds
incorporate Relative Source Contribution (RSC) to reflect chemical-specific exposure. The
RSC ranges from 20-80 percent as recommended in EPA’s human health methodology
based upon available exposure data. Use of RSC assigns a percentage of the reference
dose’s exposure to be attributed to ambient water and fish consumption when other
potential exposure sources exist (EPA-820-F-15-001). RSC is an important consideration in
the calculation of water guality standards that will be praotective of human health since
there can be other sources of human exposure to the contaminant which must be taken
into consideration.

EPA’s approach incorparates an RSC of 20 percent in cases where significant potential
human exposure sources exist, other than fish and shellfish from inland and nearshore
waters and water ingestion and in cases where adequate scientifically defensible
exposure data are not availahle to justify use of an RSC greater than 20 percent. EPA uses
an RSC of 80 percent in cases where significant potential for human exposure to the
pollutant are not expected to exist beyond cansumption of fish and shellfish from inland
and nearshare waters and water ingestion based an the physical and chemical
characteristics of the pollutant, history of its manufacture and specific details of its
industrial, agricultural and residential use in the United States.

EPA’s rationale for use of RSCin the calculation of human health criteria is that the
ohjective of water quality criteria is to ensure that an individual’s exposure from all
sources does not exceed the criteria. Exposures outside of the RSC include, but are not
limited to, exposure from ocean fish consumption {not included in the fish consumption
rate), non-fish food consumption, dermal exposure and respiratory exposure (EPA-820-F-
15-001).
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Commenter: United States Environmental Protection Agency {EPA) (Comments
pages 4-9)

EPA Comment 1: “West Virginia is proposing to adopt revisians to 24 water quality criteria for the
protection of human health. These revisions are consistent with EPA’s CWA 304(a) recommended
criteria and we have no further comment. Through our review, we did nate that WVDEP is adding
a revised provision 8.6 that calls for the establishment of a work group to research and review the
human health criteria that WVDEP is not revising in this proposal. EPA would be happy to provide
information to the work group as needed.”

DEP Response: Thank you for your support. We look forward to warking with EPA during
this effort.

EPA Comment 2: "WVDEF’s intent appears to be to apply these WQS variances to a single
permittee, the OSR. However, WVDEP’s supporting materials indicate that OSR is meeting its
current permit limits and the proposed requirements that would apply throughout the term of the
WQs variance apply to the waterbodies downstream of the current permitted discharges (i.e.,
optimization of dosers and interim criteria applicable at the points where Squires Creek, Racoon
Creek and Birds Creek empty into Three Forks Creek). Unless WVDEP prefers to pursue waterbody
variances for the three creeks, EPA recommends that WVDEP explain: (1) what the new permit
limits would be when OSR’s existing permits are re-written as a watershed permit; (2)where those
limits would apply; and (3) how those limits would be infeasible to meet during the term of the
WQS variance. Addressing each question will ensure that WVDEP has demaonstrated the need for
the variances per 40 CFR 131.14{b){2){i).”

DEP Response: DEP has decided not to pursue these variances at this time. The
previously proposed variance language has been removed from this rule revision.

EPA Comment 3: “FPA notes that the Three Forks watershed is included in West Virginia’s 2016
Total Maximum Daily Loads for the Tygart Valley River Watershed. The NPDES permitting
regulations at 122.44(d)(1){vii){(B) require that water quality-based effluent limits (WQBELs) be
“consistent with the assumptions and requirements of any available wasteload allocation for the
discharge.” Similar to the comment above, please provide an explanation to address whether this
TMDL applies to the three creeks cavered by the proposed variances, and if so, where the permit
limits derived from the TMDL wasteload allocation apply, and how those limits are infeasible to
meet during the term of the WQS variance. Addressing each question will ensure that WVDEP has
demonstrated the need for the WQS variances per 40 CFR 131.14(b){2)(i).”

DEP Response: Please see response to EPA Comment 2.
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EPA Comment 4: “In accordance with 40 CFR 131.14(b)(1){ii), the interim criteria included in each
of the proposed WQS variances must represent the highest attainable condition throughout the
term of the WQS variance. These interim criteria must not result in any lowering of the currently
attained ambient water quality.

The interim criteria indicated in the proposed variances appear to be based an data provided in
the supporting materials. These post-dosing data at the proposed compliance points date back to
April 2019. West Virginia appears to have used as interim criteria, the worst in-stream condition
since April 2019. While EPA understands WVDEP’s intent to ensure that the OSR can comply with
its WQBELs derived from the WQS variance, it is unclear to EPA how the proposed interim criteria,
based on previous warst-case conditions, are consistent with the requirements at 40 CFR
131.14(b)(1)(ii). There is no rationale provided as to why the worst condition was selected. There
is also no investigation of whether the worst condition is an anomaly. For example, of the 12 post-
dosing pH samples provided for Squires Creek, 8 of the 12 samples were within WV’s existing pH
WQs range of 6.0 to 9.0. The most recent 3 samples, taken 12/16/2019, 1/14/2020, and
2/4/2020, have pH values of 4.47, 4.51, and 5.11, respectively, and the proposed interim pH range
is 4.0 to 8.0. After 7 months of pH readings in compliance with WV’s current WQS for pH, the
potential cause for the low pH readings (<6) associated with the three most recent samples should
have been investigated before determining a pH range of 4.0 to 9.0 was the appropriate interim
criterion. EPA recommends that WVDEP consider establishing interim criteria based on the in-
stream improvements anticipated after upgrading and optimizing the dosers.

Per 40 CFR 131.14(b)(1)(ii), WVDEP must provide a rationale as to why these interim criteria were
selected, and why these interim criteria represent the highest attainable condition of the
applicable water bady or waterbody segment throughout the term of the WQS variance.”

DEP Response: Please see response to EPA Comment 2.

EPA Comment 5: “It is unclear if there are any restoration plans for Birds Creek, Squires Creek and
Raccoon Creek abave the daosers. The supporting materials indicate that “(a)lternative restoration
measures, as described in the variance application submitted by OSR shall be used to maintain
and improve existing conditions in these waters during the variance period.” It is unclear if these
restoration measures refer only to the dosers or if there are other activities planned. It is also
unclear if these measures apply to these streams as a whole, or only the portions downstream of
the dasers. Please provide additional detail about these activities and consider whether they
should be accaunted for in the highest attainable condition.”

DEP Response: Please see response to EPA Comment 2.

EPA Comment 6: “EPA recommends that the interim aluminum criteria also be expressed as total
recoverable.”
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DEP Response: Please see response to EPA Comment 2.

EPA Comment 7: “The proposed term of each of the WQS variances is 10 years. In accordance
with 40 CFR 131.14(b)(1)(iv), the term of the WQS variance must only be as long as necessary to
achieve the highest attainable condition and 40 CFR 131.14(b)(2)(ii), specifies that WVDEP must
provide documentation demonstrating that the term. Examples of such documentation include a
schedule for the proposed doser upgrades, and a timeline outlining the optimization and
evaluation of those upgrades.”

DEP Response: Please see response to EPA Comment 2.

EPA Comment 8: “In accordance with 40 CFR 131.14(b)(1)(iii), the WQS variances must include a
provision specifying that the requirements of the WQS variances are either the highest attainable
condition identified at the time of adoption, or the highest attainable condition later identified
during the reevaluation, whichever is more stringent. EPA is available to provide technical
assistance on identifying the appropriate highest attainable condition.”

DEP Response: Please see response to EPA Comment 2.

EPA Comment 9: “In accordance with 40 CFR 131.14(b)(1){v) and (vi), the WQS variances must
include a provision specifying that they will na longer be the applicable WQS if the reevaluation,
consistent with the frequency specified in the WQS variances (i.e., during each triennial review
period), is not conducted or the results are not submitted to EPA within 30 days of completion of
the reevaluation.”

DEP Response: Please see response to EPA Comment 2.

EPA Comment 10: “WVDEP is proposing ta delete Section 7.2.d.19.2, which allowed for site-
specific, WER-based copper criteria for the Sanitary Board of the City of Charleston. As deletion of
this provision is consistent with EPA’s fuly 19, 2016 disapproval action, EPA is supportive of this
revision.”

DEP Response: Thank you for your support of this acticn.

Commenter: IDEXX (Comments pages 10-11)

Comment: “We recommend amending the Category A and Category C bacteria indicator from
fecal coliform to Escherichia coli (E. coli), listed at Appendix E, Table 1 8.13, applied Statewide
because E. coli are better indicators for fecal contamination versus fecal coliforms.”

9
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DEP Response: DEP appreciates the comment; however, the comment involves language
that is beyond the scope of propesed revisions and, therefare, it would he inappropriate
at this time far the agency to make any changes to the rule related to this issue. DEP will
however consider this comment in future rule revisions.

Commenter: West Virginia Coal Association (Comments pages 12-14)

Comment: “WVCA fully supports and endorses the comments filed by the West Virginia
Manufacturers Association on the proposed revisions of 47 CSR 2, and asks the agency to consider
them on behalf of WVCA as well.”

DEP Response: Please see responses to WVMA.

Commenter: West Virginia Manufacturers Association {(WVMA) (Comments pages 15-
19)
WVMA Comment 1: “The WVMA has grave concerns with EPA’s 2015 bioaccumulation factors.”

DEP Response: DEP helieves that the bioaccumulation factors incorporated in the
calculations of the proposed revised criteria are adequate for the 24 revisions ta human
health criteria currently proposed (please see response to Arcelor Mittal Comment 2).
Furthermore, the criteria resulting from EPA’s BAFs do not differ significantly from what
WVMA proposed to DEP in its September 30, 2019 submission. DEP, along with the newly
formed human health criteria work group described in 47 CSR 2 Section 8.6, will continue
to evaluate which bioaccumulation factors will be mast appropriate for use in the
calculation of future propased criteria.

The commenter further stated: “In its comments submitted to WVDEP on September 30, 2019,
the WVMA made many recommendations for future work on the human health criteria. Those
recommendations are incorporated herein by reference.” These recammendations are listed as
Comments 2 through 5 below:

WVMA Comment 2: “Revise the Log K. numbers based on West Virginia-specific water
conditions. Log K. is a measure of how a chemical partitions between lipid (fat) and water, and
gives some indication of potential bioaccumulation. Most of the BAFs are based on Log Kow rather
than laboratory or empirical data. The Log Kow are converted to calculated BAFs using a computer
maodel. The assumptions in the model should be adjusted based on information for West Virginia
streams, stich as pH and temperature.”

10
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DEP Response: The Octanol-water partition coefficient {(Kow) compares the concentration
of a substance in the n-octanol phase to its concentration in the agueous phase in an
equilibrated two-phase octanol-water system (USEPA Methodology, 2000). Simply said,
the Kow helps to determine a chemical’s solubility in water. This coefficient is valuable in
estimating a fish tissue bioaccumulation factor because it describes the chemical’s
hydrophobicity, or tendency to accumulate in the fat tissue of a fish. For the revisians DEP
has proposed, DEP helieves the values incorporated by EPA into the calculations are
appropriate (please see response to Arcelor Mittal Comment 2), and the resulting criteria
do not differ significantly from what WVMA proposed in their September 30, 2019
submission. However, DEP will cantinue to evaluate what equation inputs will be most
appropriate for use in the calculation of future proposed criteria via the human health
criteria work group described in 47 CSR 2 Section 8.6. It is also important to mention that
pH and temperature are never constant, in WV streams or elsewhere; as a result,
chemical equations typically assume a neutral pH and average temperature and air
pressure.

WVMA Comment 3: “Make more realistic approximations of RSC. Relative Source Contributions
are approximations of where expasures to non-carcinogens aoccur. By assuming a RSC of 20%, EPA
assumes that most of our exposure to a chemical comes from sources other than drinking water
and eating fish. This unlikely assumption substantially reduces the criterion that is calculated for
each chemical. DEP should use readily-available information to delineate relatively accurate RSC
values. The WVMA believes that there is sufficient information available to determine refatively
accurate RSC values for several chemicals. Two examples are cited below:

The Agency for Toxic Substances & Disease Registry (ATSDR).....provides detailed
information on the sources, fate, and human health/environmental effects for several
chemicals. Two chemicals for which EPA issued updated human health criteria, having a
RSC of 0.2, are chlordane and DDT. Both chemicals are synthetic and were used as
pesticides far several decades befare being banned by the United States.

Regarding chlordane, ATSDR states that:
The most common source of chlordane exposure is from ingesting chlordane-
contaminated food.....Chlordane may also be found in fish and shellfish caught in
chlordane-contaminated waters....Chlordane is almost never detected in drinking
water.

Regarding DDT, the Public Health Statement issued by ATSDR states:
Peaple in the United States are exposed to DDT, DDE, and DDD mainly by eating
foods containing small amounts of these compounds...DDT from contaminated
water and sediment may be taken up by fish...The largest fraction of DDT in a

11
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person’s diet comes from meat, poultry, dairy products, and fish including
consumption of sport fish.”

DEP Response: DEP believes that the Relative Source Contributions (RSCs) incorporated
by EPA into the calculations of the proposed revisions are appropriate (please see
respanse to Arcelor Mittal Comment 2). The derivations of RSCs used by EPA are
explained for each compound in EPA’s literature which can be found at:

https:/ fwww. epa.goviwago/national-recommended-water-gquality-criteria-human-health-
criteria-table

Regarding the examples of chlordane and DDT, RSCs were not used in the calculations of
the proposed criteria nar will they be used in future proposed revisions of these
compounds because chlordane and DDT are carcinogens and calculations of standards for
carcinogenic effects do not employ RSCs. RSCs are only used for the calculation of
standards for noncarcinogenic compounds.

Although WVMA has expressed concern about the apprapriateness of the RSCs used in
the proposed criteria, WVMA used the same RSCs used by EPA in their calculation of
proposed criteria in their September 2019 submission. Regardless, DEP will take WVMA's
suggestion to research additional data to better inform relative source contributions as a
potential task for the human health criteria work group described in 47 CSR 2 Section 8.6.

WVMA Comment 4: “Fvaluate EPA studies, and give greater weight to those that provide data on
fish that are caught in West Virginia. Many of the EPA studies contain data on bioaccumulation
or bioconcentration by marine species, minnows or plants, which either aren’t eaten by West
Virginians, or cannot be affected by our water quality standards. In deciding on West Virginia
criteria, we should be looking at the fish that West Virginians eat that could be affected by
pollutant concentrations in West Virginia. We cannot control exposures in other states.”

DEP Response: West Virginians eat fish from all over the country, including fish native to
West Virginia and fish imported from out-of-state. As is stated in EPA’s rationale
document for deriving fish consumption rates, regarding habitat apportionment (EPA-820-
R-14-002):

“The fish were apportioned to align with EPA’s long-standing interpretation of
section 303(c) (2) (A) of the Clean Water Act that state and tribal waters should
support safe consumption of fish and shellfish and that the standards need to be
set to enable residents to safely consume from local waters the amount of fish they
would normally consume from all fresh and estuarine (including near coastal)
waters.”

12
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WVMA Comment 5: “Use probabilistic rather than deterministic statistical methods. When
developing criteria, assumptions are used to address uncertainty regarding how a chemical will
affect humans. For example, when rat studies are used ta determine carcinogenicity or toxicity,
conservative assumptions are made to account for the unknown difference between rat and
human physiology. These assumptions result in more stringent calculations than would otherwise
be justified by the data. Hawever, when conservative assumptions are made for several factors in
the calculation of criteria, the conservativism multiplies beyond reason. Probabilistic analysis
adjusts for that, and the results in a mare reasonable, but still conservative, criterion.”

DEP Response: DEP has considered the use of a probabilistic approach to calculation of
criteria; however, DEP decided not to use that approach at this time. Currently, no ather
state or authorized tribe has EPA-approved water quality standards in place that were
derived by use of the probabilistic approach. DEP will, hawever, continue to consider the
appropriateness of this approach for future revisions as more information becomes
available.

WVMA Comment 6: “The primary difference between the WVMA proposal and the 2020
Propased DEP HH Criteria is the result of EPA’s inconsistent management of significant figures in
the criteria calculations. To be consistent, we believe the criteria should have two significant
figures. We request that the 2020 Proposed DEP HH Criteria be revised so that all criteria have
twao significant figures. This is important for setting effluent limitations in NPDES permits, which
are calculated with at least two significant figures.”

DEP Response: It is EPA’s practice to round AWQC to the number of significant figures in
the least precise parameter as described in the 2000 Methodclogy (EPA-822-B-00-004).
That practice was followed by EPA in the establishment of the recommended criteria.

WVMA Comment 7: “By accepting the EPA criteria the WVDEP failed to utilize the WV-specific
fish consumption rates that it used when it previously propased human health criteria. The WVYMA
strongly urges that WVDEP reconsider and madify its proposed criteria to account for the most
current WV-specific fish consumption data as it did previously.”

DEP Response: It is DEP’s position that the use of the fish consumption rate
recommended by EPA is appropriate for the calculation of the proposed criteria.
Furthermore, despite the differences in fish consumption rates used, the 24 proposed
criteria do not differ significantly from those recommended by WVMA.,

WVMA Comment 8: “The WVMA supports WVDEP's proposal to form a wark group ta study and
prepare recommended human health criteria for consideration by the 2022 Regular Session of the
West Virginia Legislature. We believe this wark group approach should focus on the most current

13




Page 14

west virginia department of enviionmental protection

scientific evidence available and represents a critical component to preparing human healfth
criteria that are supported by the best available science. In that regard the WVMA will be
advacating for better criteria development that incorporates probabilistic risk assessment,
reasonable relative source contributions for non-carcinogens, and more accurate bioaccumulation
factors for all human health criteria.”

DEP Response: Thank you for your support and suggestions for the work group. We look
forward to working with the work group in researching scientific information and data to
help determine what equation inputs will be most appropriate for potential use in
calculation of future criteria that will he appropriate for West Virginia.

Commenter: West Virginia Rivers Coalition (WVRC) {Comments pages 20-32)
WVRC Comment 1: “Delaying adoption of numerous human health criteria, and empowering a
working group to recommend certain criteria, does not meet the legislative mandate in Senate Bill

163. Further, pushing criteria development for certain pollutants ta a monthly working group will
in no way guarantee that they will ever be developed.”

DEP Response: DEP has proposed revisions as required by Senate Bill 163. All of the
compounds in these sections were reviewed and revisions were proposed to the
compounds that DEP felt appropriate in the allotted time. DEP and the human health
criteria work group described in 47 CSR 2 Section 8.6. will continue evaluation of the

remaining compounds and propose revisions ta the Secretary for these compounds if
necessary.

WVRC Comment 2: “The establishment of a monthly working group to make additional
recommendations puts an unreasonable burden on the public and non-profit stakeholders. It is
WVDEP’s job to make decisions about human health criteria, even when these decisions are
difficult. The public and non-profit stakeholders have been playing by the rules and meeting the
legistatively mandated deadlines to submit proposed human health criteria by October 1, 2018,
The public and non-praofit stakeholders have participated in public comment processes. We have
done our job; now is the time for WVDEP to do its job.”

DEP Response: DEP agrees that it is ultimately the DEP Secretary’s responsibility to make
decisions about human health criteria. Although the HHC work group will work to
research and review the remaining numeric health criteria in Appendix E, in the end the
wark graup will recommend any additional updates to the Secretary to decide what to
propose to the 2022 Legislative Session. To make this clear, DEP has amended the
proposed language of section 8.6 to read:
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“8.6. The Secretary shall appoint a chairperson and other staff from the DEP to
establish a work group as a subcommittee of the DEP Advisory Council. The work
group will meet monthly from June 2020 to May 2021 to research and review
remaining numeric human health criteria found in Appendix E, subsection 8.23
Organics and subsection 8.25 Phenolic Materials, in order to make a
recommendation to the Secretary for the proposal of additional updates to the
numeric human health criteria, if necessary, to be presented to the 2022
Legislative Sessicn.”

WVRC Comment 3: “We commend WVDEP for its use of the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency’s (EPA’s) recommended national fish consumption rate (FCR) of 22.2 grams/day.”

DEP Response: Thank you for your support.

WVRC Comment 4: “We oppose WVDEP’s proposal to make 13 existing human health criteria less
stringent. These chemicals are highly toxic and in use at multiple facilities in the state. A review
of discharge monitoring reports (DMRs) at several facilities shows that most of those facilities’
discharge levels are below the existing standards with a few exceptions. ICL-IP America is
currently exceeding the standard for 2,4 Dimethylphenol. But for most facilities, we found that
they are already successful meeting current standards — so why make any of them any less
stringent? Weakening human health criteria would apen the daor to the discharge of more of
these toxins into our drinking water supplies. Weakening of the standards for carcinagens is nat
acceptable, given that West Virginia already has the third highest cancer death rate in the nation.

DEP Response: The criteria recommended by DEP in this rule revision are those
recommended by the U.S. EPA. Please see response ta Arcelor Mittal Comment 2 for
information regarding the equation inputs that were used by EPA in the calculations. Asa
result of use of these updated equatien inputs, some of the calculated criteria decreased
while others increased; however, all are designed to be cansistently pratective of human
health and the designated uses of the waterbodies. Additionally, as stated in 47 CSR 2
section 8.2.a, DEP utilizes a risk factor of ane in one million in the calculation of water
guality standards for carcinogenic compounds.

The existing criteria in West Virginia’s water quality standards rule were calculated using
the scientific information that was available at the time the criteria were established.
Since that time however, more recent scientific information has become available (see
response to Arcelor Mittal Comment 2) and this information was used in calculation of the
revised criteria.
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There would be no scientific justification for selectively applying EPA’s currently
recommended methodology and updated chemical-specific data only to compounds that
would result in more stringent calculated criteria as DEP waorks toward updating the
human health criteria. Such an approach would result in inconsistent eguation inputs
from one compound to another that would not be scientifically justifiable nor consistent
with section 8.2.a of the rule.

Regarding facilities that are meeting current standards, DMR data represents pollutant
concentrations at the point of discharge whereas Water Quality Standards apply to the
waterbody into which the permittee’s effluent discharges beyond the mixing zane. NPDES
permit limits are set to ensure that the standards are met in the waterbody so designated
uses will be protected. The revised standards will continue to do so.

WVRC Comment 5: “The weakening of human health criteria would shift the burden of meeting
the criteria from industrial dischargers to water utilities. Category A water quality standards for
1,1-dichloroethylene, 1,2-dichloroethane, endrin, and tetrachloroethylene currently fall below
Safe Drinking Water Act Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs). WVDEP’s proposal would increase
the criteria to exceed the MCLs. Instead of industrial facilities being held responsible for removing
chemicals from their discharges, the relaxed criteria would transfer the treatment costs to remove
toxic chemicals to the water utilities. This is unacceptable, especially given the situation in Paden
City where the water utility had to upgrade its water treatment facility to meet the MCL for
Tetrachloroethylene. While we oppose relaxing any existing human health criteria, we particularly
oppose making any of these criteria less stringent than the poflutant’s MCL.”

DEP Response: Regarding 1,1-dichloroethylene, 1,2-dichloroethane, endrin and
tetrachloroethylene, DEP does nat anticipate that the proposed standards will have any
adverse effects on the ability of drinking water treatment plants to meet the National
Primary Drinking Water Regulations (NPDWRs). In addition, the Safe Drinking Water Act
(SDWA) requires the U.S. EPA to conduct a review of existing NPDWRs every six years to
determine if they need to be revised. An NPDWR may be a candidate for revision if there
is new information on health effects, treatment technologies, analytical methods,
occurrence and exposure, implementation and/or other factars that provide a health or
technical basis to support a regulatory revision that will improve public health pratection.

EPA is currently in the fourth cycle of their Six Year Review. According to communications
WVDEP has had with EPA, an June 3, 2020 EPA sent a data call letter to all primary
agencies requesting the voluntary submission of contaminant occurrence data and
treatment technigue information collected from 2012 to 2019 far all regulated
contaminants. EPA is encouraging each primary agency to submit their data to improve
EPA’s understanding of regulated contaminants in drinking water and help decide
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whether existing regulations need to be revised by September 30, 2020. The results of
this review are anticipated to be completed in early 2023.

Until this review is completed, it is nat known what revisians EPA may make to the
current NPDWRs.

WVRC Comment 6: “We strongly urge WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health
criteria that are more stringent than current West Virginia criteria. WVDEP’s 2018 proposed
updates included many pollutants that are nat included in its 2020 proposal. Some of these
chemicals, such as Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons, are in widespread use and are very
damaging to human health. Polycyclic Aromatic Compounds are discharged at 39 facilities in the
state and are classified as carcinogens....... These PAH pollutants must be included in DEP’s
proposed human health criteria updates to set stricter permit limits and reduce risks to public
health.”

DEP Response: DEP has done a thorough review of the Nationally Recommended Human
Health Water Quality Criteria that were finalized by EPA in 2015 and has proposed
revisions to the criteria that we feel are appropriate at this time. DEP and the human
health criteria work group described in 47 CSR 2 Section 8.6. will cantinue evaluation of
the remaining compounds and propose revisions te the Secretary for these compounds if
necessary.

WVRC Comment 7: “We strongly encourage WVDEP to be proactive and add criteria for per- and
polyfluoroalkyi chemicals (PFOA and PFOS, broadly known as PFAS chemicals). PFAS chemicals
cause health problems even at very low concentrations. A medical study of more than 70,000
people exposed to PFOA, or C8, released by DuPont’s Washington Works plant near Parkersburg,
linked exposure to the chemical with multiple health problems from cancer to reduced immune
function. The Washington Works facility is currently discharging PFOA at concentrations as high
as 28 ug/L.”

DEP Response: Currently, there are no nationally recommended criteria for PFAS
compounds. EPA has draft reference dases far PFAS chemicals but haven’t finalized them
therefore they haven’t recommended criteria yet. Information about this status and
progress of this effort can be found at: https://www.epa gov/ofas/senx-and-pfhs-draft-
toxicity-assessments. Additionally, among states that have implemented PFAS standards,
these criteria vary widely from state to state.

When establishing water quality standards, it is imperative that they be designed to be
pratective of the designated uses of the water body. Due to the lack of nationally
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recommended criteria and high variahility of information that is currently availahle for
PFAS compounds, we do not feel that it is appropriate to propose criteria at this time.
DEP will continue to evaluate information as it becomes available in order to decide what
an appropriate, protective standard may be.

In the meantime, DEP’s NPDES permitting program has the ability to assign permit limits
to PFAS compounds, as they are able to do with any other compound, whether or not a
standard is defined in 47 CSR 2.

WVRC Comment 8: “The proposed water quality variances for Squires Creek, Bird’s Creek,
Raccoon Creek, and their unnamed tributaries do not implement any procedures or timelines for
impraving the water quality in those streams. They do not contemplate achieving compliance with
base water quality standards at all, much less by the end of the variance period. Because they do
not represent an attempt at progress towards base water guality standards, but instead serve
simply as more lenient standards to allow for cash savings, these variances are illegal.”

DEP Response: DEP has decided not to pursue these variances at this time. The
previously proposed variance language has been removed from this rule revision.

WVRC Comment 9: “WVDEP should promote risk reduction, not risk avoidance. West Virginia
Rivers Coalition urges WVDEP to be proactive in protecting the health of West Virginians and
ensuring that waters within the state are safe for recreation and for use as sources of drinking
water. The agency should make criteria more stringent, not less, in order to remove restraints on
healthful activities and return to the restorative and preventative aims of our foundational
environmental laws.”

DEP Response: DEP recognizes the value of the waters of our state and is committed to
protecting the designated uses of West Virginia waterbodies and the health of its
residents. The proposed human health criteria revisions are designed for this purpose
and are consistent with EPA’s nationally recommended criteria.

Commenter: Charlotte Fremaux (Comments pages 33-34)
Comments made by Ms. Fremaux were similar in form and content to those submitted by the
West Virginia Rivers Coalition.

DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC Comments.

Ms. Fremaux further stated: “West Virginia already has many environmental challenges that
have negatively impacted the public health of its citizens. It is incumbent upon you to listen to the
science and to the communities that are impacted by your decisions, and act for them, not for the
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industries that have been allowed to pollute our water and make us sick. With all due respect, |
find any other action by you to be unacceptable.”

DEP Response: DEP recognizes the value of the waters of our state and is committed to
protecting the designated uses of West Virginia waterbodies and the health of its
residents. The proposed human health criteria revisions are designed for this purpose
and are consistent with EPA’s nationally recommended criteria.

Commenter: Elizabeth Lawson (Comment page 35)

Comment: “How can the WVDEP even cansider allowing yet higher levels of toxins in our water?
What are they thinking? Catering to corporate profits will cost us dearly. We must think about our
future health. Please tighten the standards and protections for our water. Otherwise, life in West
Virginia will disappear.”

DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC Comment 4.
Commenter: Jeanette Rowsey (Comment page 36)

Comment: “Please do not allow mare toxins in our drinking water supplies! The least we can do to
keep families in our state is for DEP to protect drinking water.”

DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC 4.

Commenter: Joel Smith (Comments page 37)
Comments made by Mr. Smith were similar in form and content as those made by the WVRC.

DEP Response: Please see responses ta WVRC.

Mr. Smith further stated: “f want clean, safe rivers. WVDEP's proposed changes to water-quality
standards are a threat to the state's biota-- mostly notably the human kind. We are somewhat
legendary for being a pollution friendly state, in the midst of (and a potential driver for) the mass
exodus of residents. Do nat make it worse. Do nat make the state less livable, less enjoyable, more
unwelcoming. Champion a high standard for our residents and the lives of all the beings, public
spaces and waterways that enrich us. Please.”

DEP Response: DEP recognizes the value of the waters of our state and is committed to
protecting the designated uses of West Virginia waterbodies and the health of its
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residents. The proposed human health criteria revisions are designed for this purpose
and are consistent with EPA’s nationally recommended criteria.

Commenter: Lisa deGruyter (Comments page 38)
Comments made by Mr. Smith were similar in form and content as thase made by the WVRC.

DEP Response: Please see responses to WVRC Comments.

Commenter: Mary Willis (Comments page 39)
Comments made by Ms. Willis were similar in form and content as those made by the WVRC.

DEP Response: Please see responses ta WVRC Comments.

Ms. Willis further stated: “As a business owner in the outdoor recreation tourism econamy, | need
the quality of our water protected to promote a superior tourism product. We have a naturally
occurring superior product which can be shared with many visiting guests who value this product
and are willing to spend money to enjoy it. It MUST be preserved for this reason and the reasons
above.”

DEP Response: DEP recognizes the value of the waters of our state and is committed to
pratecting the designated uses of West Virginia waterbaodies and the health of its
residents and guests. The praposed human health criteria revisions are designed for this
purpose and are consistent with EPA’s nationally recommended criteria.

Commenter: Noah Bird (Comments page 40)

Comment: “WV needs proper rules & regulations to keep future generations healfthy. Any relaxing
of standards on things as important as water (& food) supplies is a biatant disregard for human
life & would only display a level of cowardice & ignorance that are unacceptable in 2020. Do what
is right for everyone by protecting & improving water quality.”

DEP Response: See response to WVRC Comment 4.

Commenter: Stephanie Hysmith (Comments page 41)
Comments made by Ms. Hysmith were similar in form and content as those made by the WVRC.

DEP Response: See response to WVRC Comments.
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Commenter: Steve Thompson (Comments pages 42-43)

Comments made by Mr. Thompson were similar in farm and content as those made by the
WVRC.

DEP Response: See response to WVRC Comments.

Mr. Thompson further stated: “Regarding the submission of your proposed changes to 47 CSR 2,
in your summary of the ecoanomic impact to this state and aur citizens, you are being unrealistic
and unscientific in your economic assessment that allowing increased levels of toxins and known
carcinogens inta our waters will have na adverse econamic impact to the state and our peaple.
Reducing the water quality standards (as you are proposing) will damage the tourism vaiue of the
waters of this state and will lead to adverse health impacts on our citizens, resulting in costly and
unnecessary iliness. “It is a well-accepted fact that there is no level of a carcinogen that does not
represent a risk of cancer to the exposed individual. Having any exposure level other than zero is
therefore a risk” Dr. Michael McCawley, Associate Professor, WV School of Public Health.”

DEP Response: Regarding economic impact of the proposed criteria with respect to
tourism, DEP recognizes the value of the waters of our state and is committed to
pratecting the designated uses of West Virginia waterbadies and the health of its
residents. The proposed human health criteria revisions are designed for this purpose
and are consistent with EPA’s natianally recommended criteria. Therefore, DEP does not
anticipate any adverse effects on the tourism value of waters of the state as a result of the
proposed criteria revisions.

Regarding the economic impact of the proposed criteria for carcinogenic compounds with
respect to human health, risk assessment involves use of a defined risk level without
which calculation of standards would not be possible. As stated in 47 CSR 2 section 8.2.3,
DEP’s calculation methodology emplays a risk factar of one in one million, which was first
defined in the state rule in 1989. The existing criteria in West Virginia's water quality
standards rule were calculated using the scientific information that was available at the
time the criteria were established. Since that time however, more recent scientific
information has become available (see response to Arcelor Mittal Comment 2) and this
information was used in calculation of the revised criteria. Therefore, the proposed
revisions are designed to be protective of human health at the same risk level using the
most up to date scientific information available.

There would be no scientific justification for selectively applying EPA’s currently
recommended methodclogy and updated chemical-specific data only to compounds that
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would result in more stringent calculated criteria as DEP waorks toward updating the
existing human health criteria. Such an approach would result in inconsistent equation
inputs from one compound to another that would not be scientifically justifiable nor
consistent with section 8.2.a of the rule.

Commenter: Tim McGowan (Comments page 44)

Comment: “West Virginians want our children to find jobs without having to leave the state.
Maybe even well paying jobs. Yet West Virginia continues to decrease our water quality
standards. What a way te discaurage new investment or new companies to relocate in West
Virginia. Come to West Virginia and you and your family can drink our poisoned/polluted water.
What a great apportunity for marketing campaign.”

DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC Comment 4.

Commenter: William Anderson (Comments page 45)

Comment: “/ strongly urge WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that
are more stringent than current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for
pollutants that are known to harm human health but are currently unregulated. Doing so would
provide the health protections West Virginian’s deserve.”

DEP Response: See response to WVRC Comment 6.

Regarding compounds for which DEP has no defined water quality standard, the absence
of a standard does not preclude an NPDES permit writer from developing water guality-
based effluent limits (WQBELs) for that compound in order to protect narrative water
guality criteria. Permit writers are required ta assess all pollutants whether numeric
criteria exist or not.

Commenters: (Comments pages 46-586)

Aaran Jewell, Adah Bellow, Adam D'Onofrioc, Adam Johnson, Adam Webster, Aileen Curfman,
Alan Asbury, Alan Kuhlman, Alex Cole, Alexander Oguendo, Alice Smoot, Alice Vance, Allan
Tweddle, Amanda Acord, Amy Cimarolli, Amy Scott, Amy Showalter, Amy Sidwell, Anastasya
Tabb, Andrew Wadsworth, Angela Cavender, Angela Hughes, Angela Mayle, Anita Swanson, Ann
Knot, Anna Adkins, Anna and Kim Smuck, Anna Tang, AnnaMary Walsh, Anne Johnson, Anne
Mitchell, Art Glick, Ashley Levandoski, Ashly Bargman, Ashofteh Bouman, Barb Howe, Barbara
Anderson, Barbara Brown, Barbara Frierson, Barbara Humes, Barbara Klinger, Barbara Steinke,
Barry Wendell, Ben Badger,Ben Hatfield, Benny Becker, Bert Lustig, Beth Krause, Beth Warnick,
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Betty McClintock, Bill Franz, Bill Reger, Bob Bousquet, Boh Chamberland, Bobby Bower, Bonni
McKeown, Brian Richards, Brian Zwergel, Bridget Savage, Bryan Carnes, Carl Cheke, Carla
Beaudet, Carlene Meeker, Carli Mareneck, Carol Denney, Caral Nix, Carol Sheffield, Carole
Williams, Carolyn Rodis, Caralyn Thomas, Carrie McMellon, Carroll Bassett, Catherine Hoeck,
Catherine Mosesso, Catherine Turner, Cathy Campbell, Cathy Pardee, Cecily Ludka, Charlene
Herring, Charlene Kelly, Charles A. Wyrostok, Charles Brahec, Charles Marsh, Charles Walbridge,
Chris Craig, Chris Linton, Chrissy Zeltner, Christene Belcher, Christina Melocik, Christine Atwell,
Christine Marshall, Christine Stewart, Christapher Sills, Claire Davis, Clara Halfin, Clifford Smith,
Colin Matteson, Colleen Anderson, Conni Gratop Lewis, Cannie Parsons, Connor Freed, Copley
Smoak, Corhi Greenwalt, Cynthia Fraula-Hahn, Cynthia Keely, D.K. Anestos, Dan Greene, Dan
Hubbard, Daniel Pratte, Dave and Pam Ruediger, Dave Harshbarger, David Billups, David Bott,
David Brisell, David Copper, David Jehnstan, David Lillard, David Remine, David Witt, Dawn
Weidner, Deh Klimek, Debora Mattingly, Debra Anderson, Debra Fragala-Pories, Debra Jarvis,
Dede Cassis, Deidra Dingess, Denise Elliot, Denise Lytle, Dennis Hatcher, Diana Bohn, Diana
Greenhalgh, Diana Mullis, Diane Kraft, Dianne Douglas, Dixie Mullineaux, Don Sauter, Donald
Briggs, Donald Criss, Donald Lynch, Donna Mitchell, Daris Dean, Doug Evans, Doug Krause, Duane
Nichaols, Dylan Jones, Edith Williams, Edward J. Lynch, Edward Lathroum, Edward Savage, Edward
Thorntaon, Elaine Eudy, Elaine Komarow, Elaine Wine, Elisabeth Tabey, Elizabeth Clark, Elizabeth
Hastings, Elizabeth Shockley, Elizabeth Watts, Elizabeth Wheeler, Elizabeth Wiles, Ellen Halbert,
Ellen Lorish, Ellen Sparks, Ellis Woodward, Emily Dragan, Emmie Cornell, Emmy Ward, Eric Engle,
Eric Schroder, Erica Marks, Erin Bajada, Everett Mulkeen, Fiona Priskich, Francis Sullivan, Frank
Baordo, Frank Jernejcic, Frank Rodgers, Frank Shomao, Franklin Crabtree, Fritzi Cohen, G. Paul
Richter, Gail Kohlhorst, Gary Goetz, Gary Hoffman, Gayle Becker, Gene Kistler, George Little, Gina
Griffith, Giulia Mannarino, Grace Lynch, Grazia Apaclinares, Hannah Casto, Hedda Haning, Helen
Searle, Hillary Banachowski, Holly Cloanan, Howdy Henritz, Hunter Starks, Imogene Sevin, India
Carvell, J.B. Witten, James Coiner, James Maxwell, James Mulcare, Jamie Jacobsen, Jane Butler,
Jane Hange, Janet Chase, Janet Hayes, Janice Schlitz, Janina Sites, Jason Forsyth, Jasan Oosterwijk,
Jason Wyatt, Jauna Claypoal, Javier Rivera, Jeanne Odom, Jeanne Rushin, Jeff Kauffman, Jeff
Kershner, Jeffrey Gardon, Jeffrey Hartley, leffrey Myers, Jenni Kovich, Jennifer Hearn, Jennifer
King, Jennifer Miller, Jennifer Traisi, Jenny Becksted-Smith, Jerry Carson, Jill LaFear, Jim Frerotte,
Jim Hatfield, Jim Lilly, Jo Brown, Joan Breiding, Joan Pitzer, Joan Randall PhD, Joanne Barig, Jody
Ross, Joe McCallister, Joe Webb, Joellen Stivala, Joette Barzik, Joahanna Hermansan, John Brady,
John Ciesla, John Doyle, John Dropp, John Ganang, John Harshbarger, John Lambertson, John
Rossbhach, John Strosnider, John Wells, Jorge Flores, Jose DeArteaga, Joseph Chasnoff, Joseph
Golden, Joseph Spurgas, Josh Carpenter, Joy Bridy, Joyce Holtzapfel, Judi Rice, Judith Clister,
Judith Harel, Judith McHugh, Judith Robison, Judith Smallwood, Judy Hamilton, Julia Farrell, Julia
Skelton, Julian Martin, Julie Archer, Julie Darling, Julie Jones, K. Bancroft, K. Giltin, K. William
Hauer, Kacie Rader-Scottodiluzia, Karen Kish, Karen Luckini, Karen Teel, Kat Caoper, Kate Leary,
Katherine Aaslestad, Katherine Cahir, Kathryn Stone, Keith Lilly, Kelly Campbell, Kelly DelLong, Ken
Dunlap, Kendra Clark, Kerren Hall, Kevin Rolfes, Kim Maxwell, Kimberly Clements, Kimberly Wiley,
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Krista Scott, Kristen Alexander, L. Leon Okes, Larry Betonte, Larry Levine, Larry Thomas, Laura
Bayer, Laura Blackburn, Laura lzzo, Laurel Parker, Laurie Bulka, Lawrence Orr, Leah Barbor,
Lenore Reeves, Leslie Cromer, Leslie Hartman, Lew Prillaman, Linda Carrall, Linda Frame, Linda
Jones, Linda Zwobota, Lisa Barrett, Lisa Scharin, Lloyd and Virginia Aultman-Maore, Lois Ludwig,
Lorenz Steininger, Lucie Refsland, Lucretia Lee, Lucy Duff, Lucy Jenkins, Ludmila Sabatiuk, Luis
Andres Guillen, Lynn Yellott, Lynne Sandy, M.M. Mclaughlin, M.J. Clark, Madson Ball, Maggie
Louden, Margaret Didden, Marga Davis, Marianne Deaver, Marilyn Blake, Marjaorie Yost, Mark
Connelly, Mark Lannon, Mark Leonard, Mark Muse, Mark Soukup, Marlena Maynard, Marlene
Miller, Marsha Wells, Martha Ehlman, Martin Burke, Mary Ann Baier, Mary Goebel, Mary L., Mary
Sullivan, Mary Wildfire, Matthew Ferguson, Matthew Hokorn, Matthew Powell, Mauricio Carvajal,
Meg Kingharn, Megan Hamilton, Megan Santini, Merri Morgan, Michael Klausing, Michael
Lombardi, Michael Lynn, Michael Miller, Michael Strager, Michaelina Samargo, Michelle
Paguette, Michelle Sewald, Mickey Myers, Mimi Turner, Miriam Miller, Mirijana Beram, Mante
and Elora McKenzie Morgan Sell,Myrn a Fox, N.L. Dickinsan, Nan Gray, Nancy Konchesky, Nancy
Ward, Naomi Cohen, Natalie DeBoer, Natalie Hamilton, Natalie Sampson, Natalie Thiele, Natasha
Baihly, Neil Randalph, Nicolas Zegre, Noelle Ward, Olga Gioulis, Pamela Ruediger, Pamela Wells,
Patricia Corley, Patti Chlepas, Paul Brewer, Paul Marshall, Peggy Burkhardt, Penny Manion, Peter
Greider, Peter McCumber, Peter Schumacher, Phil White, Phoebe Randolph, Phyllis Chavez, Q.
Dadisman, Rachael Pappano, Rachel Tompkins, Raquel Sosnowski, Reagan Biggs, Rebecca Berlant,
Rebecca Ellis, Regina Hendrix, Renny Smith, Rhea Mitchell, Rhonda Marrone, Richard Barker,
Richard Beasley, Richard Han, Richard Krasner, Rick Clark, Rick Feinberg, Rick Humphries, Rick
McCullough, Rick Shaver, Rita Lewis, Rita Mulkeen, Robhie Cline, Robert A. Mertz, Robert Gall,
Robert Halfin, Robert Rhodes, Robert Young, Robin Blakeman, Robin Mayerat, Robin Wright, Rose
DeProspero, Rose Marie Wilson, Rosemarie Pfeiffer, Rosemary Graham-Gardner, Rozanna
Bracken, Ruby Abdulla, S.Thamas Bond, Sally Egan, Sally Wilson, Sam Stetson, Samantha Hedrick,
Sandi Aden, Sandra Levesque, Sara Wilts, Sarah Adams, Sarah Bonnett, Sarah Craoss, Sarah
Gallagher, Sarah Hafer, Sarah Metrick, Sarah Umberger, Savannah Blevins, Savannah Grimmett,
Scott Gibson, Sera Zegre, Sharon Carol Smith, Sharon Kearns, Sharen Minigh, Sherri Neilsan,
Sherry Rommel, Sheryle A. Evasic, Skip Flynn, Senja Shamblin, Stacey Wolfe, Stacy Raberts, Stan
Oaks, Stephan Donavan, Stephanie Goettge, Stephen Badnar, Stephen Draper, Stephen Price,
Steve Curry, Steve Malafy, Steven Runfola, Steven Vogel, Sue E. Dean, Susan Nelson, Susan Sailer,
Susan Sauter, Susan Taylar-Dropp, Susan VanMeter, Suzanne Bompensa, Suzanne Covello,
Suzanne Frund, Sylvia Elmare, Sylvia Lynn Bondurant, T. Walker, Tamatha Cheke, Tami Phelps,
Tee Kasy, Teresa Alouf, Teresa Sopher, Terra McColley, Terri Willard, Terry Johnson, Terry Wolfe,
Therese DeBing, Thomas Epling, Thomas Johnson, Thomas Nevi, Tia Triplett, Tim Craddock, Tim
Duda, Timothy Simmons MD, Toby Degenhardt, Todd Fedak, Tom Degen, Tom France, Tom
Harris, Tom Heffman, Tom Lynch, Tracy Asbury, Tracy Leinbaugh, Vickey Baker, Vicki Fisher, Wade
Miller, Wanda McClanahan, Wayne Bolen, Wayne Rebich, Wendy Higgins, Whitney Chamberlin,
Will Roboski, William Anderson, William H. Funk, William Hall, William Klock, William Lehrter,
Zach Ferrell, Zara lvanova and Zeke Smith
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Comment: The comments were similar in form and content to those submitted by the West
Virginia Rivers Coalition.

DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC Comments.

Oral Comments on 2020 Proposed WQS Rule — DEP Responses

Commenter: Abigail Riggs (Comments page 635)

Comment: “/ think one really strong thing we can do to keep young people in the state is
providing them with things like clean drinking water, which should be such a basic element in our
life. And | think that that would promote more young people to be open to staying, because it is
that a lot of us just want to leave. And | would like to see more of us staying.”

DEP Response: Thank you for your comment. DEP recognizes the impaortance of helping
to provide a safe, welcoming enviranment to our citizens and a place in which peaple feel
safe to live. The proposed revisions are designed to be protective of human health.

Commenter: Angie Rosser (Comments pages 606-609)

Ms. Rosser’s comments were similar in form and cantent to those submitted by the West Virginia
Rivers Coalition.

DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC Comments.

Commenter: Autumn Crowe {(Comments pages 598-601)

Ms. Crowe’s comments were similar in form and content to these submitted by the West Virginia
Rivers Coalition.

DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC Comments.

Commenter: Bev Reed (Comments pages 611-613)

Ms. Reed’s comments were similar in form and content to those submitted by the West Virginia
Rivers Coalition.
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DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC Comments.

Commenter: Charlotte Fremaux (Comments pages 623-626)

Comment: “Why is there a proposal that standards are going to be lowered? Why are you
proposing to lower standards below the Trump EPA? It's kind of like you can't go worse than that.
“I just think that if you look at the cost of healthcare and you look at the cost of environmental
cleanup, health care repair, as opposed to prevention. | don't see that the economics are on the
side of doing less. It seems to me in this day and age we'’re looking at the whole country we're all
very aware aof ather of ather peaple, of other problems in the country and especially an a public
health basis. And doing less is going to cost more in the end. You're attracting business like the
business that we're having a difficulty with here in the rock wool. It's a polluting industry. We
don’t want them here. Why should we want them here? There's a million problems that are

wrong with it. And it's going to be a water problem right now with the karst hydrology in the
valley.”

DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC Comment 4.

Please note that the human health criteria revisions DEP has proposed are exactly the
same as those recommended by the 2015 EPA. DEP recognizes the value of the waters of
our state and is committed to protecting the designated uses of West Virginia
waterbodies and the health of its residents. The proposed human health criteria revisions
are designed for this purpose.

Commenter: Chrissy Zeltner (Comments page 631)

Comment: “People from all aver the country come here because of the quality of our whitewater.
And I've traveled all over the world. We're renown for our water here. We just absolutely have to
protect it. Please uphold the standards.”

DEP Response: DEP recognizes the value of the waters of our state and is committed to
pratecting the designated uses of West Virginia waterbadies and the health of its
residents and guests. The proposed human health criteria revisions are designed for this
purpose and are consistent with EPA’s nationally recommended criteria.

Commenter: David Lillard (Comments pages 628-629)

David Lillard Comment 1: “/ am particularly troubled by the absence of the recommendations
that were in the 2018 recommendations that have been left out. | don't see any science
supporting omitting those. I'd like to see those put back in.”
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DEP Response: When DEP proposed revisions to human health criteria in 2018, State
Legislature asked that those revisions be removed and mandated DEP to allow more time
for input from interested parties. After receiving this input, DEP decided to recommend
updates to the compounds for which we felt comfortable doing so at this time. DEP and
the human health criteria work group described in 47 CSR 2 Section 8.6. will continue
evaluation of the remaining compounds and propase revisions to the Secretary for these
compounds if necessary.

David Lillard Comment 2: “We have small public drinking water utilities here. They don't have the
capacity to be doing all this kind of monitoring. This is the job of the state. We'd like to see the
state meeting the minimum standards of the EPA to keep these dangerous chemicals out of our
water, so that we're not burdened by the cost of removing them.”

DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC Comment 4-6.

Commenter: Dr. Michael McCawley (Comments pages 616-617)

Comment: “/ do have questions about why the 24? [ would like ta see everything considered and
everything put on board because we're warried not only about cancer-causing materials, but a lot
of literature on chronic disease. And West Virginia is known for having higher rates of chronic
disease of all sorts. And so increasing the levels of pollutants that are available to cause those is
not good for the people of West Virginia. It's not good for the economy of West Virginia. You
can't build the economy on unhealthy habits, on unhealthy people, an the people who are sick, on
people who are dying. And so I'd like to see mare johs created, but | don’t want tao see that at the
expense of people’s health.”

DEP Response: DEP reviewed EPA’s 2015 human health criteria and supporting
documentation and proposed revisions for the compounds for which we felt comfortable
daoing sa at this time. Details regarding the calculations and input criteria can be found at:
hitps:/fenww.ena.goviwge/human-health-water-guality-criteria-and-methods-toxics

DEP and the human health criteria work group described in 47 CSR 2 Section 8.6. will
continue evaluation of the remaining compounds and propose revisions to the Secretary
for these compounds if necessary.

Commenter: Duane Nichols (Comments pages 632-633)

Comment: “/ think sometimes there is the impression that the engineers want a wide open field,
and that's clearly not the case. Also, we must recognize that the Maon River, the Ohio River, the
Kanawha, and all of our major streams really are vulnerable. And here we are with the
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Department of Environmental Protection, words that have me protecting the environment is why
we're here. Not to see how much pollution we can add to streams, but to see how we can manage
our state in a rational manner.”

DEP Response: Thank you for sharing your perspective as an engineer working in industry,
we appreciate your input. DEP concurs that all surface waters are vulnerable to potential
adverse effects from addition of constituents that can be harmful to aguatic life and
human health and reccgnizes the importance of our function in regulating these
constituents.

Commenter: Evan Hansen (Comments pages 613-616)

Comment: “While | appreciate the difficulty and the complexity and the political pressures being
put on DEP, it's time for action. It was already time for action in 2019. We've reached a
compromise. We agreed to delay things by two years. If the science has given up to proposed
standards for 24, then let's go ahead and propose updated criteria for the whole set of pollutants
and get it done alf at ance.”

DEP Response: After receiving input from interested parties as a result of Senate Bill 163,
DEP decided to recommend updates to the compounds for which we felt comfortable
doing so at this time. DEP and the human health criteria work group described in 47 CSR 2
Section 8.6. will continue evaluation of the remaining compounds and propose revisions
to the Secretary for these compounds if necessary.

Commenter: Holly Cloonan (Comments pages 633-634)

Comment: “/ just felt like | needed to say how much of a social justice issue this is that we're
talking about. I'm just really struggling with understanding why we would even be discussing now
a couple years down the road about lowering the standards. It should be about keeping the
standards at an optimal level for everybody's health. And this truly is a social justice issue. And |
think that should be part of the conversation.”

DEP Response: The concept of social justice is based upon equal rights for all citizens
regardless of any sociceconomic factars. To help illustrate this concept, the following
excerpt was taken from the American Public Health Assaciation (APHA) website:

“Sacial justice is the view that evervone deserves equal rights and opportunities —

this includes the right to good health, Yet today, there are inequities in health that
are avaldable, unnecessary and unjust. These inequities are the result of policies
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and practices that create an uneguel distribution of money, powsr and resources

amang convnunities based on roce, dass, gender, place and aother factors.”

The human health criteria revisions proposed by DEP would apply to all surface waters in

all areas of the state, not only to certain areas based on any type of seciceconomic
factor(s).

It should also be noted that DEP’s proposed criteria are the same as EPA’s nationally
recommended criteria therefare they are recommended by EPA for adoption by all states

and authorized tribes withaut regard to any socioeconomic factors.

For these reasons, DEP does not concede that the proposed revisions would create an
issue of sacial injustice either within the state or between West Virginia and any other

state or authorized tribe.

Commenter: Linda Frame (Comments pages 617-619)

Linda Frame Comment 1: “One thing | feel like that's missing from the conversation is the human
impact here. | feel like the only reason we could possibly be considering having standards lower

than the Trump EPA is to attract businesses to our area.”

DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC Comment 4.

Please note that the human health criteria revisions DEP has proposed are exactly the

same as those recommended by the 2015 EPA.

Linda Frame Comment 2: “Offering people a clean place to live and clean water to drink and a
clean place to have your business come and make money is a great reason to have high water

guality standards.”

DEP Response: Please see responses ta WVRC.

DEP recognizes the value of the waters of our state and is committed to protecting the

designated uses of West Virginia waterbodies and the health of its residents. The

praposed human health criteria revisions are designed for this purpose and are caonsistent

with EPA’s nationally recommended criteria.

Commenter: Margaret Worth (Comments pages 609-611)
Comment: “/ cannot believe that we have to have discussions about limiting the poisonous

materials that are dumped into aur rivers and streams. it's embarrassing, it's demoralizing. It's

defeatist at its utmost to think about continuing to live in this state.
29
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{ am just here to implore you on behalf of your own conscience to try to please represent the well-
being of the future of the globe as we all talk about climate change. West Virginia has got to stop
disregarding water, clean air, and the soil that we could be using to grow our food, our medicine,

everything that we need to survive and thrive.”

DEP Response: Please see responses ta WVRC.

DEP recognizes the value of the waters of our state and is committed to protecting the
designated uses of West Virginia waterbodies and the health of its residents. The
praposed human health criteria revisions are designed for this purpose and are cansistent
with EPA’s nationally recommended criteria.

Commenter: Otis Parker (Comments pages 619-620)
Otis Parker Comment 1: “/ just wanted to express my stance against the proposed legislation. |
feel this would and is obviously clearly in violation of recommendations put out by the EPA.”

DEP Response: Please see responses ta WVRC Comments.
The proposed criteria are the same as those recommended by EPA.

Otis Parker Comment 2: “/ feel that since West Virginia is such a water-rich state, this provides
many opportunities going forward with our future. And harming this invaluable resource is
harmful not only to our residents, but also our future. In order to create the brightest future
possible for our state, | feel that we need to reevaluate our priorities in regards to public health as
well as an increasingly agriculturally focus in our economy.”

DEP Response: DEP recognizes the value of the waters of our state and is committed to
pratecting the designated uses of West Virginia waterbadies and the health of its
residents. The proposed human health criteria revisions are designed for this purpose
and are consistent with EPA’s nationally recommended criteria.

Commenter: Robert John Doyle (Comments pages 602-603)

Comment: “/ represent Jeffersan County in the legisiature. The vast majarity of people | represent
believe that the Department of Environmental Protection does not have rules that are strong
enough to protect people --- the people who live here, to protect their drinking water. And | think
they're basically 25 percent of the rules that EPA has, you all have decided just not even to bother
with. And | think that is wrong. ... Over here we have what is called karst topography. And it has
been my view that the EPA doesn't pay enough attention to the differences between the behavior
of water in karst topography and the behavior of water in other types of geology. And the net
result is you let some things happen over here, which in my view seriously endanger the drinking
water of over half the population of Jefferson County. And that's about 60,000 peaple. So we're
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talking about at least 35,000 people whose drinking water is potentially endangered because of
the rules that you all have made. And this is one example where you have a chance to -- to
demean yourself --- I'm sarry, to redeem yourself and to adopt the --- the EPA standards, which
we think are, at the very least, the bare minimum that the state must have.””

DEP Response: DEP is proposing to adopt the EPA standards, as you have requested. The
criteria DEP has proposed will implement water guality criteria exactly as they have heen
recommended by EPA. Although DEP is not proposing to revise all of WV’s criteria at this
time, these rule revisions also instruct DEP to form a human health criteria work group,
which has already farmed and begun an extensive review of EPA’s recommended criteria
and how the criteria apply specifically to West Virginia. We look forward to working with
the wark group in researching scientific information and data to help determine what
equation inputs will be most appropriate for potential use in calculation of future criteria
that will be appropriate for West Virginia.

Commenter: Robin Blakeman (Comments pages 604-605)
Ms. Blakeman’s comments were similar in form and cantent to those submitted by the West
Virginia Rivers Coalition.

DEP Response: Please see response to WVRC Comments.

Commenter: Sarah Carballo (Comments pages 629-630)

Comment: “/ would like to say that | love this place and | love the people who live here. And | want
West Virginia to be an attractive place that people want to live and they want to work and they
want to recreate. And jeopardizing our quality of life by failing to protect the public health is a
short-sighted decision. | would urge the DEP to reconsider the standards set forth by this
proposal.”

DEP Response: The proposed standards are consistent with EPA recommendations and
are designed to be protective of public health.

Commenter: Stacey Roberts (Comments pages 620-622)

Stacey Roberts Comment 1: “/ grew up on the river, the Kanawha River. Me and my dad, my
grandfather, we went fishing. | want those kids to be able to grow up and to enjoy the things that
! got to enjoy. | don't want them to have to be afraid to eat a certain amount of fish or drink the
water. We need to preserve the state, not just for ourselves now, but for our generations, for
future generations.”
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DEP Response: Due to establishment and enforcement of state and federal environmental
regulations, environmental conditions have improved greatly over the decades in the
Kanawha Valley. Prior to the Federal Clean Water Act of 1972, dischargers were not
required to obtain permits for their outfalls therefore the constituents that were being
added to surface waters, like the Kanawha River, were not limited as they are today by
NPDES permits and enfarcement actions. DEP recognizes the value of the waters of our
state and is committed to protecting the designated uses of West Virginia waterbodies
and the health of its residents. The proposed human health criteria revisions are designed
for this purpose and are consistent with EPA’s nationally recommended criteria.

Stacey Roberts Comment 2: “Think about the kinds of businesses that you're attracting by saying
we'll lower the standards. | just want you guys to really think about the future, not just right now.
Think about the next generation, the generation after that. How is the state going to build? We're
not going to have people don't want to come here to, enjoy our lakes, our rivers, our hiking, our
fishing, our whitewater rafting if they feel like they're going to get sick.”

DEP Response: DEP recognizes the value of the waters of our state and is committed to
protecting the designated uses of West Virginia waterbodies and the health of our
residents. The proposed EPA recommended human health criteria revisions are designed
for this purpose.
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B. Written and Oral Comments

Oral comments were accepted at a public hearing held via Zoom on Tuesday, May 19, 2020, from
6-8PM. Sixty-eight people were in attendance during the online public meeting, 18 of which cffered
comments, which are provided in the attached hearing transcripts. Written comments were also
accepted by mail and by email to Water Quality Standards program staff. These comments are
provided on the following pages. Unigue written comments were provided by 18 commenters,
including the U.S. Enviranmental Protection Agency, trade assaciations, enviranmental groups, and
individuals. In addition, 593 cammenters provided identical form letters. Comments were accepted

until the canclusion of the public hearing on May 19.
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Written Comments on revisions to 47 CSR 2
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Marc Bryson <Marc.Bryson@steptoe-johnson.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 5:57 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] ArcelorMittal USA - Comments on Proposed Legislative Rule 47 CSR 2
Attachments: Arcelor - Comments to 47 CSR 2 - WQS.pdf

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Ms. Cooper,
Please see the attached comments of ArcelorMittal USA on Proposed Legislative Rule 47 CSR 2.

Thank you,

Marc Bryson
Steptos & Joi
2.0, Box 1588, Oharleston, WY 25328-1588
Crearmichy

Steptoe & Johnson PLLC Note:

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and may be protected by legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure,
copying, distribution or use of this e-mail or any attachment is prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify us immeadiately by returning it to the
sender and delete this copy from your system Thank you for your cooperation
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May 19, 2020

VIA EMAIL

Ms. Laura K. Cooper

Water Quality Standards, DWWM

WYV Department of Environmental Protection
601 57 Street, SE

Charleston, WV 25304

Re:  Proposed Legislative Rule 47 CSR 2 " Requirements
Governing Water Quality Standar
Human Health Criteria

We are writing on behalf of ArcelorMittal USA (“ArcelorMittal™) regarding WVDEP’s
notice of proposed revisions to legislative rule 47 CSR 2 titled "Requirements Governing Water
Quality Standards" ("Proposed Rule"). The notice established 8 p.m. May 19, 2020, as the
deadline for filing written comments to the Proposed Rule and scheduled a public hearing for the
same day at 6 p.m.

ArcelorMittal is concerned about the Proposed Rule and its potential impact on the
regulated community. Itis critical for the WVDEP to develop and propose standards that are based
on the best available science and data. The development of these critical regulatory standards
should also be based on factors specitfic to West Virginia wherever possible.

ArcelorMittal has serious concerns regarding numerous EPA Criteria that were used to
develop the Proposed Rule. The West Virginia Manufacturer’s Association has provided
recommendations for additional refinement and analysis of the human health criteria and
ArcelorMittal supports these efforts and recommendations. Accordingly, ArcelorMittal hereby
supports and adopts the comments of the West Virginia Manufacturer’s Association on the
Proposed Rule.

Thank you for your full consideration of these comments.

04-353-814%

Colorado * Kentucky = Ohio » Pennsylvania » Texas = West Virginia \\\TERRALEX'



Sincerely,

/s/  Marc C. Brvson

Marc C. Bryson
Counsel to ArcelorMittal USA

cc: Julianne Kurdila, Lead Specialist,
Environmental Compliance and Policy
ArcelorMittal USA
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From: Voigt, Gregory <Voigt.Gregory@epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2020 2:29 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Cc: Price-Fay, Michelle; Day, Christopher; Hakowski, Denise
Subject: RE: Comments on 47CSR27

Attachments: EPA proposal comments.2020 letter_draft_final.pdf

Laura, | apologize again for the delay. EPA’s comments on 47CSR2 are attached. Don't hesitate to reach out if you have
any questions or require clarification. We look forward to reviewing WV’s responses. Thanks,
-Greg

Gregory Voigt

USEPA Region |l

1650 Arch Street, Mail Code 3WD42
Philadelphia, PA 19103
215-814-5737

From: Voigt, Gregory

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2020 8:27 AM

To: 'Cooper, Laura K' <Laura.K.Cooper@wv.gov>; Hakowski, Denise <Hakowski.Denise@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Comments on 47C5R27?

Morning Laura. We haven’t sent comments yet, but we plan to later today or early tomorrow. Realize the comment
period ended last night. Apologies for the delay.

Gregory Yoigt

USEPA Region Ill

1650 Arch Street, Mail Code 3WD42
Philadelphia, PA 19103
215-814-5737

From Cooper Laura |<< aura K .Ooo
Sent: Wedneasday, May 20, 2020 8 25 AM
To: Hakowski, Denise <iHakowski, De
Subject: Comments on 47CSR27?

oy ;
LareporviElena, gov>

Good morning Denise and Greg,

I'm a little worried because | don’t believe we’ve received any comments from EPA on our water quality standards rule.
Have you sent them and we missed it?

Thanks,

Laura K. Cooper

Assistant Director - Water Quality Standards
DEP DWWM

Office: (304) 414-3876

Email: Lagra K Cooperi@wy. ooy
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F K & UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
3 M‘U‘ 8 REGION Il
% - 1650 Arch Street

& Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-2029

May 21, 2020

Ms. Laura K. Cooper, Assistant Director
Water Quality Standards
Division of Water and Waste Management
West Virginia Department

of Environmental Protection
601 57™ St SE
Charleston, WV 25304

Dear Ms. Cooper:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region 11 has reviewed the proposed amendments
to West Virginia’s “Requirements Governing Water Quality Standards™ (Title-Series, 47-02). This
March 31, 2020 proposal, which was announced for public review and comment on the West Virginia
Secretary of State website, proposes revisions to 24 water quality criteria for the protection of human
health, the addition of several variances and the deletion of a site-specific criteria for copper. Asa
follow-up to our May 12, 2020 conference call, the purpose of this letter is to provide EPA’s comments
on the proposed amendments prior to EPA’s Clean Water Act (CWA) §303(c) action on West Virginia’s
subsequent submittal of these revisions when finalized. Please note that the comments and
recommendations contained in this letter are for West Virginia Department of Environmental
Protection’s (WVDEP) consideration and do not constitute approval or disapproval decisions under
CWA §303(c) and 40 CFR §131.21. Neither are these comments a determination by the EPA
Administrator under CWA §303(c)(4)(B) and 40 CFR §131.22(b) that revised or new standards are
necessary to meet the requirements of the Act. EPA reviewed the proposed human health criteria, the
proposed water quality standard variances, and the proposed deletion of the site-specific copper criteria.
All three proposed changes are addressed in this letter.

Human Health Critenia

West Virginia is proposing to adopt revisions to 24 water quality criteria for the protection of
human health. These revisions are consistent with EPA’s CWA 304(a) recommended criteria and we
have no further comment. Through our review, we did note that WVDEP is adding a revised provision
8.6 that calls for the establishment of a work group to research and review the human health criteria that
WYVDEP is not revising in this proposal. EPA would be happy to provide information to the work group
as needed.

{5 Printed on 100% recycledrecyclable paper with 100% pest-consumer fiber and process chlorine free.
Customer Service Hotline: 1-800-438-2474
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Water Qualitv Standard Variances

West Virginia is proposing to adopt variances to water quality standards (WQS) to apply to the

Division of Land Restoration’s Office of Special Reclamation (OSR)’s discharges into Squires Creek,
Raccoon Creek and Birds Creek in Preston County. In EPA’s 2015 revision to its water quality
standards regulation, EPA established an explicit regulatory framework for the adoption of WQS
variances. WQS variances are intended to provide a mechanism to make incremental progress toward
the eventual attainment of the underlying designated use and criterion. In order to ensure an accountable
framework, WQS variances must be consistent with federal regulation at 40 CFR 131.14.

EPA reviewed the proposed variances and the supporting materials available from WVDEP’s

website and we are providing the following comments:

WVDEP’s intent appears to be to apply these WQS variances to a single permittee, the OSR.
However, WVDEP’s supporting materials indicate that OSR 1s meeting its current permit limits
and the proposed requirements that would apply throughout the term of the WQS variance apply
to the waterbodies downstream of the current permitted discharges (i.e.. optimization of dosers
and interim criteria applicable at the points where Squires Creek, Racoon Creek and Birds Creek
empty into Three Forks Creek). Unless WVDEP prefers to pursue waterbody variances for the
three crecks, EPA recommends that WVDEP explain: (1) what the new permit limits would be
when OSR’s exasting permits are re-written as a watershed permit, (2)where those limits would
apply: and (3) how those limits would be infeasible to meet during the term of the WQS
variance. Addressing each question will ensure that WVDEP has demonstrated the need for the
variances per 40 CFR 131.14(b)(2)(1).

Similarly, EPA notes that the Three Forks watershed 1s included in West Virginia’s 2016 Total
Maximum Daily Loads for the Tygart Valley River Watershed. The NPDES permitting
regulations at 122.44(d)(1)(vi1)(B) require that water quality-based effluent limits (WQBELSs) be
“consistent with the assumptions and requirements of any available wasteload allocation for the
discharge.” Similar to the comment above, please provide an explanation to address whether this
TMDL applies to the three crecks covered by the proposed variances, and if so, where the permit
limits derived from the TMDL wasteload allocation apply, and how those limits are infeasible to
meet during the term of the WQS variance. Addressing each question will ensure that WVDEP
has demonstrated the need for the WQS variances per 40 CFR 131.14(b)(2)(1).

In accordance with 40 CFR 131.14(b)(1)(i1), the interim criteria included in each of the proposed
WQS variances must represent the highest attainable condition throughout the term of the WQS
variance. These interim criteria must not result in any lowering of the currently attained ambient
water quality.

The interim criteria indicated in the proposed variances appear to be based on data provided in
the supporting materials. These post-dosing data at the proposed compliance points date back to
April 2019. West Virginia appears to have used as interim criteria, the worst in-stream condition
since April 2019. While EPA understands WVDEP’s intent to ensure that the OSR can comply
with its WQBELs derived from the WQS variance, it 1s unclear to EPA how the proposed
interim criteria, based on previous worst-case conditions, are consistent with the requirements at
40 CFR 131.14(b)(1)(11). There 1s no rationale provided as to why the worst condition was
selected. There 1s also no investigation of whether the worst condition is an anomaly. For
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example, of the 12 post-dosing pH samples provided for Squires Creek, 8 of the 12 samples were
within WV’s exasting pH WQS range of 6.0 to 9.0. The most recent 3 samples, taken
12/16/2019, 1/14/2020, and 2/4/2020, have pH values of 4.47, 4.51, and 5.11, respectively, and
the proposed interim pH range is 4.0 to 9.0. After 7 months of pH readings in compliance with
WV’s current WQS for pH. the potential cause for the low pH readings (<6) associated with the
three most recent samples should have been investigated before determining a pH range of 4.0 to
9.0 was the appropriate interim criterion. EPA recommends that WVDEP consider establishing
interim criteria based on the in-stream improvements anticipated after upgrading and optimizing
the dosers.

Per 40 CFR 131.14(b)(1)(i1), WVDEP must provide a rationale as to why these interim criteria
were selected, and why these interim criteria represent the highest attainable condition of the
applicable water body or waterbody segment throughout the term of the WQS variance.

It is unclear if there are any restoration plans for Birds Creek, Squires Creek and Raccoon Creek
above the dosers. The supporting materials indicate that “(a)lternative restoration measures, as
described in the variance application submitted by OSR shall be used to maintain and improve
existing conditions in these waters during the variance period.” It is unclear if these restoration
measures refer only to the dosers or if there are other activities planned. It 1s also unclear if these
measures apply to these streams as a whole, or only the portions downstream of the dosers.
Please provide additional detail about these activities and consider whether they should be
accounted for in the highest attainable condition.

EPA recommends that the interim aluminum criteria also be expressed as total recoverable.

The proposed term of each of the WQS variances is 10 vears. In accordance with 40 CFR
131.14(b)(1)(1v), the term of the WQS variance must only be as long as necessary to achieve the
highest attainable condition and 40 CFR 131.14(b)(2)(11), specifies that WVDEP must provide
documentation demonstrating that the term. Examples of such documentation include a
schedule for the proposed doser upgrades, and a imeline outlining the optimization and
evaluation of those upgrades.

In accordance with 40 CFR 131.14(b)(1)(i11), the WQS variances must include a provision
specifying that the requirements of the WQS variances are either the highest attainable condition
identified at the time of adoption, or the highest attainable condition later identified during the
reevaluation, whichever 1s more stringent. EPA is available to provide technical assistance on
identifying the appropriate highest attainable condition.

In accordance with 40 CFR 131.14(b)(1)(v) and (v1), the WQS variances must include a
provision specifving that they will no longer be the applicable WQ)S if the reevaluation,
consistent with the frequency specified in the WQS variances (i.¢., during each triennial review
period), is not conducted or the results are not submitted to EPA within 30 days of completion of
the reevaluation.
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Deletion of Site-Specific Criteria for Copper

WYVDEP is proposing to delete Section 7.2.d.19.2, which allowed for site-specific, WER-based copper
criteria for the Sanitary Board of the City of Charleston. As deletion of this provision is consistent with
EPA’s July 19, 2016 disapproval action, EPA is supportive of this revision.

Thank vou for this opportunity to provide comments on West Virginia’s proposed revisions to its
water quality standards regulation. EPA would be happy to assist the State as necessary to complete this
revision, and we look forward to receiving responses to these comments. If vou have any questions
concerning this letter, please contact me at (215)814-5762, or have your staff contact Denise Hakowski
at (215)814-5726.

Sincerely,

Greg Voigt, Chief

Standards and TMDL Section
Water Division
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Smith, Chris B

From: Frymire, Jody <Jody-Frymire@idexx.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 5, 2020 10:51 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Written Comment: Water Quality Standards
Attachments: IDEXX Comment WV WQS.pdf

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Hello Ms. Laura Cooper,

Thank you for the opportunity to submit a written comment for the Requirements Governing Water Quality Standards.
Attached is my written comment for your consideration.

Best regards,

iody-frymire @idex.com
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Ms. Laura Cooper

Water Resources Division of Water and Waste Management
601 57" St SE

Charleston, WV 25304
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Document: Requirements Governing Water Quality Standards
May 5, 2020
Dear Ms. Laura Cooper,

IDEXX commends the West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection, Water Resources Division of Water and
Waste Management {Department} on the proposed changes to the Requirements Governing Water Quality Standards
and we appreciate the opportunity to participate in the public comment period. At this time, IDEXX request the
Department to consider the following comment.

1. Suggest amending the parameter of fecal coliform to Escherichia coli (E. coli), as listed at Appendix E, Table 1, Part
8.13 & 8.13.1.

Rational: £. coli are a hetter indicator for fecal contamination versus fecal coliform, thus more protective to human
health.

Fecal coliform bacteria are commonly identified as being thermotolerant bacteria (able to grow at 44.5 °C)

[1]. Thermotaolerant bacteria consists of E. coli, Klebsiella, Enteraobacter, and Citrobacter species [1,2]. When testing for
fecal coliforms, the population of the bacteria present can affect the fecal coliform results; for example, Klehsiella,
Enterobacter, and Citrobacter species are false-positive indicators of fecal contamination as they are from nonfecal
origin [2]. It has been found, up to 15% of Klehsiella {(nonfecal origin) are thermotolerant and up to 10% of E. coli are
not thermotolerant, thus potentially causing an error rate of 25% when testing for fecal coliforms [3]. E. cofi are the
only bacteria, of the coliform bacteria group, that come from the intestinal tract, have found to be more specific to the
detection of fecal contamination and are the definitive indicator of fecal contamination in the U.S. Drinking water
regulations [3,4] and are included as the EPA’s recommended bacteria for recreational surface waters [5].

While we understand that changing a bacteria requirement, from fecal coliform to E. coli, could be beyond the scope of
the current proposed changes, we hope that the Department will consider revising this bacteria parameter to better
protect public health. IDEXX appreciates the opportunity to provide this comment and looks forward to the next

steps in the rule changing process.

Respectfully submitted,

. oA
R

Jody Frymire | Regulatory Affairs Specialist | IDEXX, Water |One IDEXX Drive, Westbrook Maine | lody frymiroddidexx.com
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From: Jason Bostic <JBostic@wvcoal.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 3:27 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Cc: Mandirola, Scott G; Emery, Katheryn D

Subject: [External] WV Coal Association Comments- State WQStds Rule, 47 CSR 2
Attachments: WVCA Comments 47 CSR 2 May 19, 2020.pdf

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

May 19, 2020

Ms. Laura K. Cooper

Division of Water & Waste Management

West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection
601 57t Street SE

Charleston, WV 25304

Via electronic mail: Laura. K Oooner@hwy gov

Re: Proposed Amendments West Virginia’s Water Quality Standards Rule, 47 CSR 2

Dear Ms. Cooper:

Attached please find the comments of the West Virginia Coal Association on the proposed revisions to
47 CSR 2, the state’s water quality standards rule.

Respectfully Submitted,

Jason D. Bostic
Vice-President
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May 18, 2020

Ms, Laurs K. Cooper

Division of Water & Waste Management

West Virginia Department of Erwironmental Protection
H01 57" Street SE

Charleston, WV 25304

Via electronic mail: Laura K Coopar@wepay

Re: Proposed Amendments West Virginia’s Water Quality Standards Rule, 47 CSR 2

Dear Ms, Coaper:

Pursuant 1o the notice published by the West Virginia Depariment of
Environmental Protection on March 31, 2020, the West Virginia Coal Association
{WYVCAY offers the following comments and observations regarding the agency’s
proposed amendments to the state’s water quality standards rule, 47 CSR 2.

WVCA is a non-profit state coal trade association representing the interests of
the West Virginia coal industry on policy and regulation issues before various state and
federal agencies that regulate coal extraction, processing, transportation, and
consumption. WYCA's general members account for 98 percent of the Mountain State’s
underground and surface production of both tharmal and metaliurgical coal, WVCA also
represents associate members thatl supply an array of services to the mining industry in

West Virginia, WVCA's primary geal is to enhance the viability of the West Virginia coal

WACA Comments; Proposed Revisions {o West Virginty Water Quality Standards, 47 CSR 2. May 15, 2020,
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nodustry by supporting efficient and environmentally responsible coal removal and

processing through reasonable, equitable and achievable state and federal policy and

regulation. WVCA is the largest siate coal trade association in the nation.
WVCA has been intimately involved in the development and implementation of

Mest Virginia's water quality standards program since its inception, and our members

obtain and operate NPDES permits that contain effluent limitations based on those state

water guality criteria.
WVEA fudly supports and endorsas the commenis filed by the West Virginia

Maonufacturers Association on the proposed revisions to 47 CSR 2, ond asks the agency

e

to consider them on behalf of WVEA as well,

Respectfuiiﬁg_ﬁﬁbmiﬁ}"éd,.
Q‘“\\“ TR, ‘\\“* §

jason B, Bostic
Vice-President

WVCA Camments: Broposed Revisions to West Virginia Water Quality Standards, 47 CSR Z. May 19, 2020.



Page 51

DEP WQS Comments

From: Rebecca McPhail <rebecca@wvma.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 4.08 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Cc iris.songerj@dow.com; Kristen Harrison; Jennie Henthorn, Dave Yaussy
Subject: [External] WVMA Comments Rule 47 CSR 2

Attachments: WVMA Final Comments to 47 CSR 2 May 19 2020.pdf

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Laura,

| hope this email finds you well. Please find attached our comments related to Rule 47CSR 2 titled “Requirements
Governing Water Quality Standards” (“Proposed Rule”), filed in advance of tomorrow’s 8 p.m. deadline. If you have any
questions, please do not hesitate to reach out. A hard copy will follow via U.S. Mail.

Best regards,

Rebecca

Rebecca R. McPhail, President

West Virginia Manufacturers Association
2001 Quarrier Street

Charleston, WV 25311

304-342-2123 (O)

304-767-5189 (M)

IR AT IV ey
WAWWLAWYIVIALCOM
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Weast Virghnia Manufacturars Agsociation
2001 Quarrier Street

Charleston, WV 25311

304-342-2123

May 18, 2020

VIA US MAIL AND EMAIL

Laura. K.Cooper@wv.gov

Ms. Laura K. Cooper

Water Quality Standards, DWWM

WV Department of Environmental Protection
601 57% Street, SE

Charleston, WV 23304

Re:  Proposed Legislative Rule 47 CSR 2 " Requirements
Governing Water Quality Standards'" -
Human Health Criteria

On March 31, 2020, the West Virginia Department of Environmental Protections
("WVDEP™") filed with the West Virginia Secretary of State's Office 1ts notice of proposed
revisions to legislative rule 47 CSR 2 titled "Requirements Governing Water Quality Standards”
("Proposed Rule"). The notice established 8 p.m. May 19, 2020, as the deadline for filing written
comments to the Proposed Rule and scheduled a public hearing for the same day at 6 p.m.

The West Virginia Manufacturers Association (WVMA) appreciates the opportunity to
submit these comments to the Proposed Rule addressing such an important issue to the WVMA
members. The WVMA has reviewed the Proposed Rule, including the revisions to the 2020 human
health criteria proposed by WVDEP (the 2020 Proposed DEP HH Criteria). The WVMA reviews
the Proposed Rule in the context of the 2015 national recommended human health criteria prepared
by the US Environmental Protection Agency (the 2015 US EPA HH Criteria), and the recalculated
criteria prepared by the WVDEP in July 2018. In addition, the WVMA references proposed human
health criteria 1t prepared and submitted for consideration by WVDEP pursuant to 47 CSR § 2-8.6
(the 2019 WVMA Proposed HH Criteria).

Based on the Statement of Circumstances attached to the public notice, the 2020 Proposed
WYVDEP HH Criteria would make certain human health criteria consistent with the 2015 US EPA
HH Criteria:

These amendments to Requirements Governing Water Quality Standards include
revisions to human health criteria in Appendix E, subsections 8.23 and 8.25, which
are being revised in order to adhere to a mandate from the 2019 West Virginia
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Page 2

Legislature (47 CSR 2 Section 8.6). The DEP herein recommends revisions to 24
criteria which will make them consistent with nationally recommended criteria.

The following table compares the 2020 Proposed DEP Human Health Criteria, along with
the 2019 WVMA Proposed HH Criteria. As evidenced by the table, the Category A criteria are
very similar for nearly all parameters where WVDEP has proposed revisions. The Category C
criteria are substantially different for certain parameters; however, Category A criferia are more
stringent and therefore are utilized for most regulatory purposes:

8.23 Organics

Acrylonitrile® (ug/l) 66670 8-0590.061 0.50 0.05
Bromoform® (ug/l) 140120 437.0 480 7.3
Carbon tetrachloride® (ug/l) 445 82504 6.2 0.44
Chloroform® (ug/l) 478 2,000 5760 4,310 66
Dichlorobromomethane® (ug/1) 1727 8550.95 63 0.97
Endrin (ng/1) 23230 2330 0.49 (.46
Methylene Chloride® (ug/1) 598 1,000 46 20 4,489 17
Tetrachloroethylene® (ug/1) 88529 8810 126 14
Toluene® (mg/1) 2068 0.52 6% 0.057 1.47 0.06
Toxaphenc® (ng/1) 873 0.71 073 0.70 0.56 0.55
Trichloroethylene® (ug/1) 817 27 0.6 15 0.64
Vinyl chloride® (chloroethene) (ug/l) 525 1.6 208 0.022 5 0.02
1.1,1- trichloroethane® (mg/1) 200 2 10 577 13
1,1,2 2-tetrachloroethane (ug/1) H3 83170.2 8 0.2
1,1-dichlorocthylenc® (ug/1) 32 20,000 0-03 300 14,000 326
1,2-dichlorocthanc® (ug/1) 99 650 803599 2,040 10
1,3-dichlorobenzene (mg/1) 260010 84 0.007 0.06 0.01
1,4-dichlorobenzene (mg/1) 2:60.90 84 0.30 2.0 0.4
2,4-dinitrotoluene® (ug/1) o117 011 0.049 3.2 0.05
2-methyl-4,6-Dinitrophenol (ug/1) 765 30 1342 88 2
8.25 Phenolic Materials

8.25.1 Phenol (ug/h 300,000 1,000 690,000 4,000
8.25.2 2-Chlorophenol {ug/1) 409 800 120 30 60 21
8.25.4 24-Dimethylphenol (ug/l) 2366-3.000 5406-100 345 06
8.25.5 2,4-Dinitrophenol (ug/1) 14,000 300 7610 2155 13

The 2019 WVMA Proposed HH Criteria were developed with many of the same factors as
the 2015 US EPA HH Criteria, with notable exceptions. Specifically, the WVMA criteria were
calculated with the following data and methodologies:
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e FEPA’s 2015 RfD and RSC for non-carcinogens

e FEPA’s 2015 CSF for carcinogens

e EPA’s 2015 new drinking water consumption and body weight numbers
e  West Virginia’s fish consumption rate and trophic level apportionment
e EPA’s 2002 Bioaccumulation Factors

The WVMA has grave concerns with EPA’s 2015 bioaccumulation factors. In its
comments submitted to WVDEP on September 30, 2019, the WVMA made many
recommendations for future work on the human health criteria. Those recommendations are
incorporated herein by reference.

For the specific parameters where WVDEP has proposed revisions to the organics criteria,
the differences in approach between the WVMA and EPA criteria calculations do not materially
affect the calculated criteria. The primary difference between the WVMA proposal and the 2020
Proposed DEP HH Ciriteria is the result of EPA’s inconsistent management of significant figures
in the criteria calculations. To be consistent, we believe the criteria should have two significant
figures. We request that the 2020 Proposed DEP HH Criteria be revised so that all criteria have
two significant figures. This 1s important for setting effluent limitations in NPDES permits, which
are calculated with at least two significant figures.

We note that, by accepting the EPA criteria the WVDEP failed to utilize the WV-specific
fish consumption rates that it used when it previously proposed human health criteria. The WVMA
strongly urges that WVDEP reconsider and modify its proposed criteria to account for the most
current WV-specific fish consumption data as 1t did previously.

The WVMA supports WVDEP’s proposal to form a work group to study and prepare
recommended human health criteria for consideration by the 2022 Regular Session of the West
Virginia Legislature:

As described 1 the revised 47 CSR 2 Section 8.6 herein, the remaining human
health criteria will be studied by a work group including DEP personnel and a
subcommittee of the DEP Environmental Protection Advisory Council, which will
meet monthly for one vear beginning in June 2020. This work group will research
and recommend additional revisions to the numeric human health criteria, if
necessary, to be presented to the 2022 Legislative Session. Additional
recommended revisions may include new or revised bioaccumulation factors, a
West Virginia-specific fish consumption rate, and/or other factors which establish
West Virginia-specific criteria.

We believe this work group approach should focus on the most current scientific evidence
available and represents a critical component to preparing human health criteria that are supported
by the best available science. In that regard the WVMA will be advocating for better criteria
development that incorporates probabilistic risk assessment, reasonable relative source
contributions for non-carcinogens, and more accurate bioaccumulation factors for all human health
criferia.
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The WVMA appreciates the opportunity to provide comments regarding the Proposed Rule
and looks forward to contributing to the work group being formed to study and recommend
appropriate human health criteria. Please let us know of any additional information that might
facilitate vour review of our comments.

Respectfull

Rebecca McPhail

President

West Virginia Manufacturers Association
2001 Quarrier Street

Charleston, WV 25311

(304) 342-2123
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Angie Rosser <arosser@wvrivers.org>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 5:34 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Cc: Autumn Crowe; Maguire, Edward F; Stottlemyer, Dennis Q; King, John M.S
Subject: [External] 47CSR2 Comments

Attachments: WVRC Comments 47CSR2 5.19.20.pdf

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Laura,

Please accept the attached comments on the proposed Water Quality Standards rule (47 CSR 2) on behalf of West
Virginia Rivers Coalition and 18 co-signing organizations. Responses to all of the co-signing organizations may be
consolidated and provided to argssarfhwyiivers.org. Thanks for your consideration of our comments and
recommendations.
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May 19, 2020

West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection
601 57th Street SE
Charleston, WV 25304

Submitted via email to: Laura .k cooper@wy qov

Attn: Laura Cooper
Re: Proposed 47 CSR 2 Rule

Ms. Cooper,

West Virginia Rivers Coalition (WV Rivers), on behalf of our members and the
eighteen additional organizations that signed below, respecttully submits the following
comments on the West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection’s (WVDEP’s)

proposed revisions to the state’s Water Quality Standards rule, 47 CSR 2.

I.  Delaying adoption of numerous human health criteria, and empowering a

working group to recommend certain criteria, does not meet the legislative
mandate in Senate Bill 163.

The language in Senate Bill 163 was a carefully constructed compromise that
delayed legislative action on human health criteria from the 2019 legislative session to

the 2021 legislative session. [t reads as follows:

On or before April 1, 2020, the Secretary shall propose updates to the numeric
human health criteria tound in Appendix E., subsection 8.23. Organics and
subsection 8.25 Phenolic Materials to be presented to the 2021 Legislative
Session. The Secretary shall allow for submission of proposed human health
criteria until October 1, 2019, and for public comment and agency review for an

appropriate time thereafter. (Emphasis added)

\ ERSET VRT3 \\ IPIREY VVER VININRENG S SRS \ VIS _\:u"\u.‘:‘\n\
& i

JE0T MACCUORKLIE AVENUE X8 #13¢ CRARUESTON, WESY VIRGINIA 3304 « 304-437-7301 « WHRE WYRIVERRORS
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Clearly, updates to the human health criteria are required to be presented to the
2021 legislative session. This interpretation of Senate Bill 163 is consistent with the
recollection of people, including legislators, who actually negotiated the language.

WVDEP’s attempt to update only 24 criteria is unacceptable.

WVDEP has provided no explanation of why it chose these 24 pollutants for
updated criteria. If the method proposed by WVDEP for these pollutants is scientifically
detensible, then the method should also be scientifically defensible for the other
pollutants.

Further, pushing criteria development for certain pollutants to a monthly
working group will in no way guarantee that they will ever be developed. In fact, there
is precedent in West Virginia for a criteria development working group to not complete
its work. The Nutrient Criteria Committee, which met monthly for years, developed
criteria for lakes and reservoirs. But WVDEP stopped the working group meetings

betore it proposed criteria for rivers and streams.

IT. The establishment of a monthly working group to make additional

recommendations puts an unreasonable burden on the public and non-profit
stakeholders.

It is WVDEP’s job to make decisions about human health criteria, even when
these decisions are difficult. The public and non-profit stakeholders have been playing
by the rules and meeting the legislatively mandated deadlines to submit proposed
human health criteria by October 1, 2019. The public and non-profit stakeholders have
participated in public comment processes. We have done our job; now is the time for
WVDEP to do its job.

III. We support WVDEP’s fish consumption rate.

We commend WVDEP for its use of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s
(EPA’s) recommended national fish consumption rate (FCR) of 22.2 grams/day.
Compared with the FCR previously proposed by WVDEP, this FCR provides better
protections for both residents and downstream water consumers. Human health water
quality criteria calculated using this FCR would allow our residents to have healthier

diets because they could eat more fish, not less.

WYV Rivers Coalition Comments —47CSR2 2



Page 59

Moving forward, we recommend that WVDEP continue to use EPA’s FCR or
EPA’s regional Inland South FCR, which is very similar to the national rate. As we
enumerated in our proposal submitted 10/1/19, WVDEP’s previously proposed FCR of
9.9 grams/day, which is based on a 2008 West Virginia survey, is flawed. The FCR of
22.8 grams/day is more appropriate as its methodology and design provide a better
estimate of long-term fish consumption habits. We support WVDEP’s decision to use

the more appropriate and protective FCR.

IV. We oppose the weakening of any human health criteria.

We oppose WVDE’s proposal to make 13 existing human health criteria less
stringent. Those include 10 pollutants that would become less stringent in both
Category A and Category C, two that would become less stringent in Category C only,
and one that would become less stringent in Category A only. These chemicals are
highly toxic and in use at multiple facilities in the state (Table 1). A review of discharge
monitoring reports (DMRs) at several facilities shows that most of those facilities’
discharge levels are below the existing standards with a few exceptions. ICL-IP America
is currently exceeding the standard for 2,4 Dimethylphenol. But for most facilities, we
tound that they are already successful meeting current standards — so why make any of

them any less stringent?

Weakening human health criteria would open the door to the discharge of more
of these toxins into our drinking water supplies. Weakening of the standards for
carcinogens is not acceptable, given that West Virginia already has the third highest

cancer death rate in the nation.!

Table 1. Selected pollutants proposed to be less stringent

1 US Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

WYV Rivers Coalition Comments —47CSR2 3
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Additionally, the weakening of human health criteria would shift the burden of

meeting the criteria from industrial dischargers to water utilities. Category A water

quality standards for 1,1-dichlorothylene, 1,2-dichloroethane, endrin, and
tetrachloroethylene currently fall below Safe Drinking Water Act Maximum
Contaminant Levels (MCLs). WVDEP’s proposal would increase the criteria to exceed
the MCLs (Figure 1). Instead of industrial facilities being held responsible for removing
chemicals from their discharges, the relaxed criteria would transfer the treatment costs
to remove toxic chemicals to the water utilities. This is unacceptable, especially given
the situation in Paden City where the water utility had to upgrade its water treatment
facility to meet the MCL for Tetrachloroethylene. While we oppose relaxing any
existing human health criteria, we particularly oppose making any of these criteria less

stringent than the pollutant’s MCL.

WYV Rivers Coalition Comments —47CSR2 4
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Figure 1. Selected pollutants proposed to be less stringent than their MCL

V. Werecommend adopting all of EPA’s strengthened criteria.

We strongly urge WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health
criteria that are more stringent than current West Virginia criteria. WVDED’s 2018
proposed updates included many pollutants that are not included in its 2020 proposal.
Some of these chemicals, such as Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons, are in widespread
use and are very damaging to human health. Polycyclic Aromatic Compounds are
discharged at 39 facilities in the state and are classified as carcinogens. Several PATs,
are currently being discharged at the Koppers, Inc. facility in Follansbee, West Virginia.
Benzo(a)anthracene is being discharged at maximum concentrations of 0.72 ug/L
according to their most recent DMR. This concentration is 600 times higher than FPA’s

recommended value. Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene is being discharged at a concentration of

WYV Rivers Coalition Comments —47CSR2 5



2.7 ug/L, exceeding their average daily permit limit and being released into the Ohio
River at 2,250 times higher than EPA’s recommended value. Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene is
being discharged at 1.0 ug/L, 10,000 times EPA’s recommended value. These PAH
pollutants must be included in DEP’s proposed human health criteria updates to set

icter permit limits and reduce risks to public health. Table 2 presents additional
information on selec dp ollut ncluded in WVDEP’s proposed 2018 rule, but
omitted from the c nt proposal.

Tbl 2 Sl dp ollut ml d d in 2018 but omit dﬁ‘ m2020 pd
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*Aldrin, Dieldrin and Hexachlorobenze
banned in the Stockholm Convention on stent Organic Pollutants

VI. Werecommend adopting EPA’s proposed criteria that are absent from West
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The state has no current criteria for Phthalates, a group of chemicals used to
make plastics softer and more flexible. This group of chemicals was included in
WVDEP’s 2018 proposed update, but was left out of the 2020 proposal. Di-n-Butyl
Phthalate is in use at six facilities in West Virginia. Diethyl phthalate and Dimethyl
phthalate are used at five facilities. These chemicals have the most serious health impact
on unborn babies and children compared to adults. Bis(2-Ethylhexyl) Phthalate is being
discharged at the Koppers Inc facility in Follansbee, WV at a maximum daily
concentration of 10 ug/L which is over 30 times EPA’s recommended criteria. Currently,
there is no permitted limit for this pollutant, the facility simply reports their discharge

concentration.

We recommend that WVDEP adopt EPA-recommended criteria for all pollutants
that are currently in use but do not have standards. In our review, we found eight
pollutants are currently in use within the state, are included in FPA’s recommended
criteria, but do not currently have an associated state water quality standard (Table 3).
WVDEP should include these eight pollutants in the proposed rule.

Table 3 EPA s Human Health Cr1te1‘1a Absent in WV s Water Quaht Standards
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VII. WYV Rivers recommends adopting human health criteria for PFAS chemicals.

We strongly encourage WVDED to be proactive and add criteria for per- and
polytlouroalkyl chemicals (PFOA and PFOS, broadly known as PFAS chemicals). PFAS
chemicals cause health problems even at very low concentrations. A medical study of
more than 70,000 people exposed to PFOA, or C8, released by DuPont’s Washington
Works plant near Parkersburg, linked exposure to the chemical with multiple health
problems from cancer to reduced immune function. The Washington Works facility is

currently discharging PFOA at concentrations as high as 28 ug/L.

VIII.  The Proposed Water Quality Variances are inappropriate and illegal.

The proposed water quality variances on Squires Creek, Bird’s Creek, Raccoon
Creek and their unnamed tributaries are inappropriate and illegal because they do not
advance or work towards the achievement of the baseline water quality standards for
West Virginia that are otherwise applicable to those streams. Instead, they serve as a de

facto replacement standard, a situation that is not allowed under the Clean Water Act.

The proposed variances would relax water quality standards in Squires Creek,
Bird’s Creek, Raccoon Creek and their unnamed tributaries and essentially sacrifice
these streams to enable DEP’s Special Reclamation Program to save money. The intent

behind these variances is plainly expressed in the variance application:

Due to the volume of impaired water resources in the Three Fork Creek
watershed from pre-law abandoned coal mines, continuing water treatment at
bond forfeiture sites has no measurable impacts on receiving stream water
quality, (sic) therefore a waste of time and money. So, the rationale is (sic); by
applying for variances in Squires Creek, Birds Creek, and Raccoon Creek, monies
saved by turning off OSR sites in these drainages will be better utilized for

operation and maintenance at WVDEP in-stream doser facilities.

WYV Rivers Coalition Comments —47CSR2 8
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Three Forks Water Quality Variance Application at 10. In other words, WVDEP's
Special Reclamation Program (SRI’) would preter to use its funds elsewhere and thus is
willing to sacrifice Squires Creek, Bird’s Creek, Raccoon Creek, and their unnamed
tributaries. This is made even more abundantly clear by their plan to establish instream
NPDES compliance points only at the “mouths of these streams” rather than at the
discharge point. Id. at 1. If funds in the SRP are not adequate to treat the water,
WVDEP should recommend to the Legislature an increase in the Special Reclamation

fees, rather than a weakening of the water quality standard.

U.S. District Courts have recognized that water quality variances cannot simply
serve as temporary, more lenient standards in an attempt to avoid attainment with the
otherwise applicable standards. Upper Missouri Waterkeeper v. United States
Environmental Protection Agency, 377 F.Supp.3d 1156, 1171 (D. Mont. 2019) citing
Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida v. United States, 2008 WL 2967654 (S.D. Fla. July
29, 2008). Rather, the variance must make an attempt to achieve the attainment of
baseline water quality standards, and set a definable timeline that ends with such
attainment. Id. Asthe Upper Missouri Waterkeeper Court explained, the variance
regulation “allows states to establish time-limited designated uses ‘to make progress
toward the underlying WQS.” Id. at 1169 citing 80 Fed. Reg. at 51,037. This serves the
purpose of the Clean Water Act by allowing states a “mechanism to make incremental
progress toward restoration and maintenance of the chemical, physical, and biological
integrity of the Nation’s waters.” Id. citing 80 Fed. Reg. at 51,037.

The proposed water quality variances for Squires Creek, Bird’s Creek, Raccoon
Creek, and their unnamed tributaries do not implement any procedures or timelines for
improving the water quality in those streams. They do not contemplate achieving
compliance with base water quality standards at all, much less by the end of the
variance period. Because they do not represent an attempt at progress towards base
water quality standards, but instead serve simply as more lenient standards to allow for

cash savings, these variances are illegal.

IX. WVDEP should promote risk reduction, not risk avoidance.

WYV Rivers Coalition Comments —47CSR2 9
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To summarize, West Virginia Rivers Coalition urges WVDEP to be proactive in

protecting the health of West Virginians and ensuring that waters within the state are

safe for recreation and for use as sources of drinking water. The agency should make

criteria more stringent, not less, in order to remove restraints on healthful activities and

return to the restorative and preventative aims of our foundational environmental laws.

We do not believe WVDEP's proposed revisions to the state’s water quality
standards meet the Legislative mandate of SB163. The formation of the monthly
working group would unnecessarily delay any additional updates, which was not the
intent of SB163. WVDEP has done its due diligence through its triennial review and
public input process on the human health criteria. It is time to act on all updates, and
not leave the public at risk any longer. Future triennial reviews are the opportunity to

re-evaluate any updates made at this time.

We commend WVDEP for adopting a more appropriate FCR and encourage
WYVDEP to adopt all EPA-recommended criteria that would be more protective of
human health. We are opposed to relaxing standards for any pollutant that is harmful
to human health; this would be a step in the wrong direction and increase health risks
in a population that is already experiencing one of the highest rates of cancer in the
nation. Additionally, the proposed variances are not allowable under the Clean Water
Act.

Thank you for your careful consideration of these comments.
Signed,

Angie Rosser
West Virginia Rivers Coalition

ATQSSEriW VIIVETS.01g

Mike Becher
Appalachian Mountain Advocates

Sherry Evasic

Blue Heron Fnvironmental Network

WYV Rivers Coalition Comments —47CSR2
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Frank Rodgers

Cacapon Institute

Allen Johnson

Christians for the Mountains

Leann Leiter
Farthworks

John Walkup, III

Greenbrier River Watershed Association

Beth Little
Eight Rivers Council

David Lillard
Elks Run Watershed Group

Howdy Henritz

Indian Creek Watershed Association

Jonathan Rosenbaum

League of Women Voters of West Virginia

Eric Engle
Mid-Ohio Valley Climate Action

Vivian Stockman

Ohio Valley Environmental Coalition

Kristin Alexander

Potomac Valley Audubon Society

James Kotcon

WYV Rivers Coalition Comments —47CSR2
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West Virginia Chapter of Sierra Club

Gary Zuckett
West Virgim'a Citizen Action Group

Linda Frame

West Virginia Environmental Council

Larry Thomas
West Virginia Highlands Conservancy

Leah Rampy
West Virginia Interfaith Power and Light

WYV Rivers Coalition Comments —47CSR2
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Charlotte Fremaux <cmfremaux@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 9:52 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

| am a citizen concerned about the quality of our rivers and streams, and health of West Virginians. | am writing to
address WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

| cannot believe what | am addressing. You, the agency charged with protecting our environment and public health, are
proposing to actively endanger us by failing to adequately regulate toxic chemicals in our water. | am horrified that you
are proposing to endanger our heath by weakening standards, especially as industry has shown that it can comply with
the current standards. | am shocked that you propose to allow 10 times more allowable Tetrachloroethylene in surface
water that is used as a drinking water source.

You have been asked to adopt the EPS’s recommended limits that would strengthen quality standards. Of the 94 criteria
recommended, you have chosen to adopt only 24, and of those 24, instead of adopting greater restrictions, you have
weakened 13. Our current standards are well below the national standards for drinking water, and now you propose
allowing higher levels of pollution going into municipal water systems, forcing them to do the job of cleaning the water
to make it drinkable.

You have also eliminated some of the chemicals for which regulation was strengthened in the 2018 proposal: chemicals
that are in widespread use and have significant serious health impacts. You are proposing to allow higher amounts of
certain known carcinogens, and also to leave out updated protections for several chemicals the EPA has recommended
since 2015. You have also decided NOT to establish criteria for unregulated chemicals.

West Virginia already has many environmental challenges that have negatively impacted the pubic health of its citizens.
It is incumbent upon you to listen to the science and to the communities that are impacted by your decisions, and act for
them, not for the industries that have been allowed to pollute our water and make us sick. With all due respect, | find
any other action by you to be unacceptable.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,



Page 70
Charlotte Fremaux
175 Fern Dr
Harpers Ferry, WV 25425
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Elizabeth Lawson <bjaegerart@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 5:06 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

| live west of Morgantown, amid several bond-forfeited strip mines that are leaching thick-white aluminum and iron into
our streams (Dents Run). | will no longer eat deer meat from my neighborhood, something | used to enjoy, because of
the toxic water the deer are forced to drink. How can the WVDEP even consider allowing yet higher levels of toxins in
our water? What are they thinking? Catering to corporate profits will cost us dearly. We must think about our future
health. Please tighten the standards and protections for our water. Otherwise, life in West Virginia will disappear.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Lawson

1213 Gallus Road
Morgantown, WV 26501
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Jeanette Rowsey <jeanetterowsey@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 10:40 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Re. Water Quality Standards Public Hearing May 19

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Please do not allow more toxins in our drinking water supplies! The least we can do to keep families in our state is for
DEP to protect drinking water.

Jeanette M. Rowsey
5829 E Pea Ridge Rd.
Huntington, West Virginia
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Joel Smith <joel@joelprestonsmith.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 5:01 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

4. | want clean, safe rivers. WVDEP's proposed changes to water-quality standards are a threat to the state's biota--
mostly notably the human kind. We are somewhat legendary for being a pollution friendly state, in the midst of (and a
potential driver for) the mass exodus of residents. Do not make it worse. Do not make the state less livable, less
enjoyable, more unwelcoming. Champion a high standard for our residents and the lives of all the beings, public spaces
and waterways that enrich us. Please.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

loel Smith

4670 Fisher Ridge Rd
Liberty, WV 25124
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Lisa deGruyter <ldegruyter@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 3:19 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on Proposed 47CSR2 Rule

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

WVDEP should adopt all of the human health criteria from EPA that are stronger than current West Virginia criteria,
including those for harmful human health pollutants that we aren't currently regulating. Why should West Virginians
have worse water than other places?

Accordingly, WVDEP should not weaken any of the existing human health criteria. Let's not go backwards. If industry is
already meeting those standards, why allow them to backslide and increase the risk to West Virginians?

West Virginians have for decades suffered worse health than in most places, and much of that is directly attributable to
higher levels of pollution of various kinds. We need to be strengthening our standards, not weakening them.

Thank you for considering my concerns.

Lisa

Lisa deGruyter
Clarksburg, West Virginia
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Mary Willis <mfw@ertc.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 6:27 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

4. As a business owner in the outdoor recreation tourism economy, | need the quality of our water protected to
promote a superior tourism product. We have a naturally occurring superior product which can be shared with many
visiting guests who value this product and are willing to spend money to enjoy it. It

MUST be preserved for this reason and the reasons above.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Mary Willis

34037 Seneca Trail
Slatyfork, WV 26291
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Noah Bird <revolutionzerowv@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 4.08 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As someone with family working to improve conditions in McDowell County (a place without proper sewage treatment),
family roots in Mercer County, and having lived in Mercer, Cabell & Wood County, | have seen what unchecked toxins &
waste can do to people's health. Higher than average cancer rates & other health complications due to DuPont & other
polluters in the MOV have placed undue burden on a people with lower access to healthcare & resources compared to
neighboring states. WV needs proper rules & regulations to keep future generations healthy. Any relaxing of standards
on things as important as water (& food) supplies is a blatant disregard for human life & would only display a level of
cowardice & ignorance that are unacceptable in 2020.

Do what is right for everyone by protecting & improving water quality.
Thank you,

Noah Bird

Sincerely,

Noah Bird

4014 12th Ave
Parkersburg, WV 26101
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Stephanie Hysmith <stephaniejhysmith@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 3:42 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

In the past two and half decades, West Virginia has had at least two disastrous poisonings of its drinking water, bringing
international notoriety to the state and its citizens. First was DuPont's dumping of C8, a byproduct of the production of
Teflon, into a creek in Parkersburg. No one stopped its flow into the Ohio River, from thence into the Mississippi and
from there into the Gulf of Mexico and, basically, the rest of the world. People as far away as China discovered it was in
their bloodstreams causing dismay and despair. Now we know it's present in every person in the world, not something
we should be proud of sharing with the world frankly.

Second was the 2014 chemical leak into the Elk River which deprived 300,000 people of access to drinking water. That is
something | hope never to live through again. Again, this brought negative international attention to our state and its
citizens as well as its leadership. At the time | wrote someone that heads would roll. That sure didn't happen and ocur WV
American Water still hasn't figured out a back-up intake if there's another crisis.

We're looking pretty head in the sand about dealing with water crises and their effects on human health.

Please leave the most stringent human health criteria in place in your consideration of the state's water quality
standards.

Respectfully submitted.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Hysmith
1568 Quarrier St
Charleston, WV 25311
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Steve Thompson <unclesteve197@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 5:09 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Public Comment on 47 CSR 2 - Requirements Governing Water Quality
Standards

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Public Comment on 47 CSR 2, Legislative Rule "Requirements Governing Water Quality Standards”
May 18, 2020

Attention Laura K. Cooper
601 57th St SE
Charleston, WV 25304

Laura.k.cooper@wv.gov
Dear WV Department of Environmental Protection,

As a longtime resident, outdoors enthusiast, and tourist in West Virginia, I am concerned about the
health of West Virginians and the quality of the water in our rivers and streams. I respectfully submit the
following comments on WV DEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards, 47 CSR 2.

I commend WV DEP’s use of US EPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish
consumption rate provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

Regarding the submission of your proposed changes to 47 CSR 2, in your summary of the
economic impact to this state and our citizens, you are being unrealistic and unscientific in your economic
assessment that allowing increased levels of toxins and known carcinogens into our waters will have no
adverse economic impact to the state and our people. Reducing the water quality standards (as you are
proposing) will damage the tourism value of the waters of this state and will lead to adverse health
impacts on our citizens, resulting in costly and unnecessary illness.

I am opposed to WV DEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. Why weaken the
current water quality standards? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that
exposes residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

“It is a well-accepted fact that there is no level of a carcinogen that does not represent a risk of
cancer to the exposed individual. Having any exposure level other than zero is therefore a risk”
Dr. Michael McCawley, Associate Professor, WV School of Public Health

Your proposal in 47 CSR 2 exposes us all to higher amounts of toxic chemicals and known
carcinogens. It also leaves out updated protections for several toxins the EPA has recommended WV to
adopt since 2015.

I strongly encourage WV DEP to adopt all of the EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are
more stringent than current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that
are known to harm human health but are currently unregulated. Why is this so important? - PFOA's come
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to mind... Regulating these new known to be harmful unregulated pollutants would provide the health
protections West Virginian’s deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.
Sincerely,

Steve Thompson

P.O. Box 11393
Charleston, WV 25339
unclestevel97@yahoo.com
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Cooeer, Laura K

From: Tim <trmcgowan@verizon.net>

Sent: Wednesday, April 1,2020 552 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Requirements Governing Water Quality Standards

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Ms. Cooper,

My comments on the proposed water quality standards are quite simple.

Woest Virginians want our children to find jobs without having to leave the state. Maybe even well paying jobs. Yet West
Virginia continues to decrease our water quality standards. What a way to discourage new investment or new
companies to relocate in West Virginia. Come to West Virginia and you and your family can drink our poisoned/polluted
water. What a great opportunity for marketing campaign.

How sad.

Tim McGowan
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DEP WQS Comments

From: William Anderson <andersonwd@cofc.edu>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 12:22 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

| strongly urge WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than current
West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health but are
currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian’s deserve.

T

Sincerely,

William Anderson
655 Clearview Drive
Charleston, SC 29412



Page 82

DEP WQS Comments

From: Aaron Jewell <ajewell82@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:14 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Aaron lewell

30 Pappy Ct

Bunker Hill, WV 25413
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Tom Lynch <tglynch@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:27 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Tom Lynch

PO Box 114

Rock Cave, WV 26234



Page 84

DEP WQS Comments

From: Tracy Asbury <outdrfamly2020@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 10:38 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Tracy Asbury

200 King Henry Circle

White Sulphur Springs, WV 24986
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Tracy Leinbaugh <leinbaug@ohioc.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:52 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Tracy Leinbaugh

10855 Peach Ridge Road
Athens, OH 45701
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Vickey Baker <doghaven@harlannet.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 1:38 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Vickey Baker
2407 Roland Lane
Harlan, IA 51537
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Vicki Fisher <fishervicki50@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:17 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Vicki Fisher

3322 Gatewood Rd
Fayetteville, WV 28540
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Wade Miller <wademiller831@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:14 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

It is quite amazing that anyone would have to ask that our water be protected from toxins, do you really need me to tell
you that our waters should be clean and protected. Do the right thing...As a citizen concerned about the health of West

Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed
revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Wade Miller

805 Red Oak 5t
Charleston, WV 25302
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Wanda McClanahan <wandamccwy@yahoo.com >

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 1124 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Wanda McClanahan
813 Poca River Rd N
Poca, WV 25159
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Wayne Bolen <dbolen@mac.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 5:.02 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Wayne Bolen

151 Blackbird Village Circle
Lewisburg, WV 24901



Page 91

DEP WQS Comments

From: Wayne Rebich <wrebich@suddenlink.net>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 8:37 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Wayne Rebich
2306 So. Fayette St.
Beckley, WV 25801
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Wendy Higgins <innertouch@hughes.net>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 2:28 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Wendy Higgins

882 Wolfgang Rd
Rock Cave, WV 26234
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From: Whitney Chamberlin <Wchamberlin78 @gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, May 9, 2020 7:.29 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Whitney Chamberlin
1614 19th St
Parkersburg, WV 26101
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From: Will Roboski <Willroboski@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 6:37 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Will Roboski

135 Elm St
Elkins, WV 26241
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From: William Anderson <andersonwd@cofc.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 2:48 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

| am concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of their rivers and streams, | respectfully submit the
following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality
Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

William Anderson
655 Clearview Dr
Charleston, SC 29412
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From: William H. Funk <wilhamfunk3@icloud.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:14 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

William H. Funk
514 Marquis Street
Staunton, VA 24401
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From: William Hall <sawrhall@suddenlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:29 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

William Hall

1507 Quarrier Street
Charleston, WV 25311
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From: William Klock <wjklock@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 3:56 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

William Klock

7141 Jewell Ave

Fort Worth, TX 76112
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From: William Lehrter <blehrter@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 7:32 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

William Lehrter

2473 Summerlee Road
Qak Hill, WV 25901
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From: Zach Ferrell <zachferrell1986@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 9:.03 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Zach Ferrell

389 Nancys runrd
Spencer, WV 25276
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From: Zara lvanova <zara_s@abv.bg>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11.02 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Zara lvanova
Anchorage
Anchorage, AK 99501
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From: Zeke Smith <zekesmithpga@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:11 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Zeke Smith

1 Cobblestone Lane
Huntington, WV 25705
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From: Adah Bellow <bellow2@marshall.edu>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 9:26 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Adah Bellow

309 Wilson Ct
Huntington, WV 25701
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From: Adam D'Onofrio <bigadfromlb@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:16 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Adam D'Onofrio

25118 Smith Grove Rd
North Dinwiddie, VA 23803
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From: Adam Johnson <adam.b johnson1@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 8:46 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Adam Johnson

334 Green Street
Morgantown, WV 26501



Page 106

DEP WQS Comments

From: Adam Webster <websteradam@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 1.05 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,
To Whom It May Concern:

I've been sending these types of.letter since | was about 19-years old. For some reason, Weat Virginia revisits similar and
often the same back-peddling actions toward protecting our state's publically owned water over and over again.

By law, the water belongs to the citizens of West Virginia. Please act accordingly in your decision-making. As such:

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian’s deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Adam Webster

353 Sanford 5t
Morgantown, WY 26501
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From: Aileen Curfman <acurfman@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:42 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

I'm a West Virginian, and I'm concerned about our and the quality of our rivers and streams. | respectfully submit the
following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality
Standards.

1. | want to thank WVDEP for using the EPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am appalled by WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. Industry is able to comply with the existing
standards, so why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision bacause it will
expose residents to more toxins, increasing risks to public health.

3. l urge WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria, even though some are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria. This includes the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human
health but are currently unregulated. By providing the health protections West Virginian’s deserve, we improve the
health of our population and make the state more attractive to business that might consider locating here.

Thank you for your attention to my comments.

Sincerely,

Aileen Curfman

1067 Comstock Drive
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: Alan Asbury <tracyasbury9S@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 10:43 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Alan Asbury

200 King Henry Circle

White Sulphur Springs, WV 24986
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From: Alan Kuhlman <alankuhlman1950@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 2:19 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Alan Kuhlman

4 Granville Dr
Elkview, WV 25071
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From: Alex Cole <alex@ohvec.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1156 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Alex Cole

6230 Dunlavy Ridge Rd
Fraziers Bottom, WV 25082
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From: Alexander Oquendo <alstoquendo@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, May 9, 2020 4:.20 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Alexander Oquendo

1010 North Pennsylvania Ave
Plant City, FL 33563
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From: Alice Smoot <aeakrs@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:54 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Alice Smoot

4298 McClellan Hwy
Branchland, WV 25506
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From: Alice Vance <abjvance@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:23 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Alice Vance

2098 Sweedlin Valley Rd
Brandywine, WV 26802



Page 114

DEP WQS Comments

From: Allan Tweddle <tweddall@umich.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 4.14 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As an engineer with 50+ years fighting air pollution sources, it is quite clear that the only emissions levels that should be
allowed are ZERO.

Climate Change has brought a whole new perspective of air and water emissions.

And as a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am strongly and professionally opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is
able to comply with the existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad
policy decision that exposes residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Allan Tweddle

3903 Virginia Ave 5E
Charleston, WV 25304
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From: Amanda Acord <amandaacord3@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 10:37 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Amanda Acord

4961 camp creek road
Huntington, WV 25701
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From: Amy Cimarolli <wv4ster@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19,2020 7:13 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards. (And may | add that "l thought we took care of this years ago? WHY are we still questioning the value
of strong water quality protections when WATER is one resource WV has an abundance of for our own use and for our
neighbors?)

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Amy Cimarolli
PO Box 216
Davis, WV 26260
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From: Amy Scott <scott9free@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:17 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Amy Scott

16585 Frost Rd
Dunmore, WV 24934
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From: Amy Showalter <amy.showalter@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 629 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Amy Showalter

PO Box 1916
Beckley, WV 25801
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From: Amy Sidwell <amy.sidwell@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 2:08 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Amy Sidwell

405 Rotary Street
Morgantown, WV 26505
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From: Anastasya Tabb <sevanisko@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 4:50 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

| am a WV citizen extremely concerned about the risks taken ultimately on the health of West Virginians and the quality
of our rivers and streams, for the benefit of industry and economics. | urge the DEP to update the water quality
standards in accordance with the EPA's guidelines based on scientific research. The current measurements under law
are outdated. | respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health
Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.
~ Anastasya Tabb

Sincerely,

Anastasya Tabb

248 Willowdale Dr
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: Andrew Wadsworth <andywadsworth23@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 1:13 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Andrew Wadsworth
125 W 33rd St
Reading, PA 19606
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From: Angela Cavender <angelaplu@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 3.05 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Angela Cavender
101A Hazel Dr.
Elkview, WV 25071
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From: Angela Hughes <scampyhughes@acl.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:38 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Angela Hughes

2101 Rays Branch Road
Charleston, WV 25314



Page 124

DEP WQS Comments

From: Angela Mayle <smara2005@aocl.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18,2020 8:26 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Angela Mayle

477 Country Rd
Fairview, WV 26570
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From: anita swanson <anitas102 @gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 8:42 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

anita swanson

111 Park Dr
Fayetteville, WV 25840
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From: Ann Knott <annie_sprklz@hotmail.com >

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 9:35 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Ann Knott

395 Bun Hicks Rd
Hinton, WV 25951
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From: Anna Adkins <a.adkins362@ymail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 9:35 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Anna Adkins

1034 10th Ave
Huntington, WV 25701
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From: Anna and Kim Smucker <wvsmucker@acl.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 2:20 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As Harrison County, WV residents, and citizens concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our
rivers and streams, we respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human
Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. We commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. We are opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. We strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent
than current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human
health but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian’s deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of our comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Anna and Kim Smucker
1002 Rainbow Rd
Bridgeport, WV 26330
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From: Anna Tang <anna@bikepgh.org>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12,2020 12:11 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Anna Tang

300 Stratford Ave., Apt 1
Pittsburgh, PA 15232
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From: AnnaMary Walsh <gawalsh@frontiernet.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:.25 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

AnnaMary Walsh

254 Chandler Drive
Shepherdstown, WV 25443



Page 131

DEP WQS Comments

From: Anne Johnson <annewv64@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18,2020 11:31 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Anne Johnson

3636 Hurricane Creek Rd
Hurricane, WV 25526



Page 132

DEP WQS Comments

From: Anne Mitchell <anne@knappscreektroutlodge.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 12:54 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Anne Mitchell

913 9th Ave
Marlinton, WV 24954
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From: Art Glick <art@almostheaven.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11.00 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Art Glick

638 Glicks Rd
Renick, WV 24966
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From: Ashley Levandoski <ash.mccullin@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 4.24 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Ashley Levandoski
1712 Woodbine Ave
Charleston, WV 25302
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From: Ashly Bargman <gratefulashly@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 1:33 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Ashly Bargman

625 Brushy Flats Rd
Renick, WV 24966
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From: Ashofteh Bouman <ashbouman@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 8:04 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Ashofteh Bouman

282 Ashwood Dr.

Meadow Bridge, WV 25976
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Barb Howe <barbara.howe@mail wvu.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 11:.04 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Barb Howe

432 Riley Ave
Morgantown, WV 26505
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From: Barbara Anderson <auntdan76@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:34 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Barbara Anderson
655 Clearview Dr
Charleston, SC 29412
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Barbara Brown <bjbrnwv@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11.01 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Barbara Brown

95 Hartford St
Morgantown, WV 26501
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Barbara Frierson <b03b13f@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:54 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am strongly opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with
the existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that
unnecessarily exposes residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginians deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Barbara Frierson

888 Observatory Dr
Saint Albans, WV 25177
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From: Barbara Humes <bhumes1@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12,2020 12:.01 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Barbara Humes

PO Box 1186

Harpers Ferry, WV 25425
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Barbara Klinger <Conradsnug@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 7:45 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Barbara Klinger
4943 mayfield rd
Cleveland, OH 44124
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Barbara Steinke <steinagel@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:42 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Barbara Steinke

Post Office Box 75025
Charleston, WV 25375
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From: Barry Wendell <doveliezer2001@yahoco.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 10:15 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Barry Wendell

1319 Heritage PI
Morgantown, WV 26505
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From: Ben Badger <badger_benjamin@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:13 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Ben Badger

216 Eastland Ave
Morgantown, WV 26505
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From: Ben Hatfield <bghatfield@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12,2020 10:15 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Ben Hatfield

1077 foley dr.

st. albans, WV 25177
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Benny Becker <bhebecker@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 2:11 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Benny Becker

92 Memory Lane
Whitesburg, KY 41858
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Bert Lustig <buybock@earthlink.net>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 7.06 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Bert Lustig

3476 Mauzy Rd

Berkeley Springs, WV 25411
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Beth Krause <bethkrause2006@yahoc.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18,2020 12:51 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of ourb rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Beth Krause

3180 Collins Ferry Rd., apt. 305
Morgantown, WV 26505
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From: Beth Warnick <Nirabee50@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 3:29 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Beth Warnick

105 Parkview Drive
Kingwood, WV 26537
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From: Betty McClintock <emcclintock1@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13,2020 12:22 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Betty McClintock
114 Riverview Drive
Tornado, WV 25202
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From: Bill Franz <frnzbill@aol.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 12:14 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Bill Franz

600 Pennsylvania Ave Apt 1
Clarksburg, WV 26301
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Bill Reger-Nash <billregernash@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, May 9, 2020 1:.01 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a public health professional and citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers
and streams. Clean water water is fundamental to quality of life. Once our environment is spoiled, no amount of
inspaction can bring that quality back.

| respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s
Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Bill Reger-Nash

304 Dream Catcher Circle
Morgantown, WV 26508
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Bob Bousquet <bousquetrb@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:50 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Bob Bousquet

PO Box 101
Bryantville, MA 02327
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From: Bob Chamberland <robertjchsage@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, May 15, 2020 €14 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Bob Chamberland
223 Mossy Ridge
Greenville, WV 24945
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From: bobby bower <profishwv@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:15 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

bobby bower

P.0O. Box 181
Lansing, WV 25862
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From: Bonni McKeown <barrelhbonni@yahco.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:46 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

| want West Virginia to have healthy and clean rivers and streams. | respectfully submit the following comments on
WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This better protects both
residents and downstream consumers.

2. | oppose WVDEP's weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the existing
standards, why weaken them and expose residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health?

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including new criteria for currently unregulated pollutants known to harm human health.
Thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Bonni McKeown

141 Hazelwood PL
Huntington, WV 25705
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From: brian richards <speechless419@frontier.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12,2020 10:.09 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

brian richards

po box 147
maxwelton, WV 24957
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From: Brian Zwergel <brianzwergel@comcast.net>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 2:57 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Brian Zwergel

48 ROUND BOTTOM RD
MORGANTOWN, WV 26508
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From: Bridget Savage <Blsavaged42@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 1:40 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Bridget Savage

100 Sweet Gum Lane Apt 4
Charleston, WV 25306
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From: Bryan Carnes <bdcarnes61@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 3:10 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Bryan Carnes

134 Whispering Hills Dr
Charleston, WV 25313
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From: Carl Cheke <Carlcheke@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 10:35 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Carl Cheke

9568 Left Fork Cooper Ridge Road
Milton, WV 25541



Page 163

DEP WQS Comments

From: Carla Beaudet <speakfreely@fastmail fm>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 8:04 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Carla Beaudet

PO Box 33

Green Bank, WV 24944
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From: Carlene Meeker <cmeeker@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:17 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health and quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully submit the following
comments on WVDEP’'s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Carlene Meeker
186 W R0th St

New York, NY 10024
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From: carli Mareneck <cmareneck@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 7:44 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

carli Mareneck

577 0Old Powell Rd
Lewisburg, WV 24901
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From: Carol Denney <cdenney@igc.org>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 11:46 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a frequent visitor to West Virginia | am deeply concernad about the health of West Virginians and the quality of the
rivers and streams which are an essential part of what | love about West Virginia. | respectfully submit the following
comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Carol Denney

1970 5an Pablo Ave Apt 4
Berkeley, CA 94702
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From: Carol Nix <almostnixie@cs.com>

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 8:02 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

West Virginia has been portrayed negatively nationally for many years. Gov. Justice is reversing that with his robust
response to Covid-19. Any rollback of water quality standards now would be unfortunate for our state’s reputation,
which is still recovering from the Freedom spill in Charleston some few years ago.

Sincerely,

Carol Nix

624 Stoney Run Rd
Independence, WV 26374
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From: Carol Sheffield <daydreambeliever@wildblue.net>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 7.06 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Carol Sheffield

297 Upper Childers Run Rd
Buckhannon, WV 26201
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From: Carole Williams <cwilliZ2Z@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:40 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Carole Williams

2223 Heritage Pt
Morgantown, WV 26505
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From: Carolyn Rodis <gjrodis@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:47 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Rodis

76 Shepherd Village Circle
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: Carolyn Thomas <crthomas25443@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12,2020 11:.09 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Thomas

4894 Scrabble Road
Shepherdstown, WV 25443



Page 172

DEP WQS Comments

From: Carrie McMellon <carnemcmellon@me.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 11:18 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Carrie McMellon

6 Adkins Ct
Huntington, WV 25705
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From: Carroll Bassett <bmsrescue@frontiernet.net>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 12:30 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Carroll Bassett

8362 Friars Hill Rd
Friars Hill, WV 24938
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From: Catherine Hoeck <Cathy.hoeck@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 2:39 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Catherine Hoeack

195 scarlet oak dr
Martinsburg, WV 25405
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From: Catherine Turner <turner_cats@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 9:22 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Catherine Turner
P.0O. Box 115
Hansford, WV 25103
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From: Cathy Campbell <cathyjocampbell@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 11:47 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Cathy Campbell
Locust ave
Fairmont, WV 26554
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From: Cathy Pardee <cathypardee@frontiernet.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:21 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Cathy Pardee

55 Moon Ridge Ln
Burlington, WV 26710
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From: Cecily Ludka <ludkarn@acl.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 9:46 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

My family vacations every summer in Canaan Valley state park. As a citizen concerned about the health of West
Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed
revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,
Cecily Ludka and family

Sincerely,

Cecily Ludka

1609 Edgerton Pl
Crifton, MD 21114
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From: Charlene Herring <rosebudswv@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:45 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Charlene Herring
1366 Cemetery Hill Dr
Elkview, WV 25071
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From: Charlene Kelly <charleykelly7@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:.02 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Charlene Kelly

79 Vecchio Lane
Morgantown, WV 26508
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From: Charles A Wyrostok <wyro@appalight.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:54 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,
It’s hard to believe that WVDEP is even considering such a proposal at a time when public health is a global priority.

Dr. Michael McCawley, Associate Professor at WVU School of Public Health, put it this way. "It is a well-accepted fact
that there is no level of a carcinogen that does not represent a risk of cancer to the exposed individual. Having any
exposure limit other than zero is therefore a risk.."

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Charles A Wyrostok
230 Griffith Run
Spencer, WV 25276
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From: Charles Brabec <thebrabecs@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:07 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Charles Brabec

PO Box 273
Canvas, WV 26662
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From: Charles Marsh <marshbc@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18,2020 9:11 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Charles Marsh

138 0ld Mill Manor Trl
Berkeley Springs, WV 25411
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From: Charles Walbridge <ccwalbridge@cs.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 416 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a West Virginia citizen concerned the quality of our rivers and streams, | submit the following comments on WVDEP's
proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. The weakening of any human health
criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Charles Walbridge

1886 Little Sandy Rd
Bruceton Mills, WV 26525
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From: Chris Craig <ccraig@laurellodge.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:10 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Chris Craig

PO Box 1011

Harpers Ferry, WV 25425
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From: Chris Linten <chlinton@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 8:.02 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Chris Linton

553 Harner Run
Morgantown, WV 26508
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From: Chrissy Zeltner <chrizee@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:03 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Chrissy Zeltner

132 Country Ln

Bruceton Mills, WV 26525
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From: Christene Belcher <chrisbelcher_5953@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 5:10 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Christene Belcher

76 Ellis Fork Road
Chapmanville, WV 25508
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From: Christina Melocik <chris.tiny@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:49 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Christina Melocik

435 Craighill Drive
Charles Town, WV 25414
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From: Christine Atwell <christyduvall psychicdreamer@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 11:11 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Pollution makes people sick and has even killed people. Poor health often means inability to work and enjoy life.
Everyone wants to be healthy and happy, so limit pollution in our water.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Christine Atwell

PO Box 572
Alderson, WV 24910
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From: Christine Marshall <balmertmarshall@icloud.com >

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 2:25 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Christine Marshall

409 Oakwood Drive
Shepherstown, WV 25443
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From: Christine Stewart <atticuss@pachell.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:48 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Christine Stewart

307 Whippoorwill GIn
Escondido, CA 92026
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From: Christopher Sills <sills230@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:11 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Christopher Sills

252 Second Street
Ronceverte, WV 24970
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From: claire Davis <clairedavisnj@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 4:37 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

claire Davis

2482 Julia Rd
Renick, WV 24966
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From: Clara Halfin <logcabinh@frontiernet.net>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 8:12 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Clara Halfin

483 Location Rd.
Parsons, WV 26287
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From: Clifford Smith <valcliff@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:.04 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Clifford Smith

58 Juniper Dr
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: Colin Matteson <colinfm88@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 5:06 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a WV resident and citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, |
respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s
Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Colin Matteson
337 Douglas Rd
Thomas, WV 26292
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From: Colleen Anderson <motherwit@suddenlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:57 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

Why is West Virginia the sacrificial lamb for this country?

| oppose WVDEP's weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. Weakening any human health criteria is a bad policy
decision that exposes residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

| strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated.

West Virginians deserve water and air that's as good as anyone else's. Why do you think we don't?
Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Colleen Anderson

6 Arlington Court
Charleston, WV 25301
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From: Conni Gratop Lewis <connigl@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:59 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Conni Gratop Lewis
4505 Staunton Ave SE
Charleston, WV 25304
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From: Connie Parsons <conniejeanparsons@outlook.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 6:10 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Connie Parsons

411 Walnut st #14388

Green cove springs, FL 32168
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From: Connor Freed <connorfreed2@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:47 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Connor Freed

163 Roberta Dr.
Parkersburg, WV 26101
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From: Copley Smoak <omnirodman@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 7:57 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Copley Smoak

4712 Tabhiti Dr

Bonita Springs, FL 34134
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From: Corbi Greenwalt <Corbicorb7@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 3:40 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Corbi Greenwalt

234 South lllinois Avenue
Martinsburg, WV 25401
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From: Cynthia Fraula-Hahn <cfraula@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 3:05 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Fraula-Hahn

Po Box 594
SHEPHERDSTOWN, WV 25443
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From: Cynthia Keely <cyn_one2@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:53 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Keely

1027 Valley Road
Charleston, WV 25302
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From: dk anestos <mdi1755@vyahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:29 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

dk anestos

nitro

nitro, WV 25143
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From: Dan Greene <keisterriver@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 4:04 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Dan Greene

228 Rowan Rd

White Sulphur Springs, WV 24986
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From: Dan Hubbard <danielhubbard@peoplepc.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 9:12 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Dan Hubbard

49 Ten Rod Road
Rochester, NH 03867
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From: DaveandPam Ruediger <druedig@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 3:42 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

DaveandPam Ruediger
64 Weeping Willow Run
Parsons, WV 26287
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From: Dave Harshbarger <harshbargerd@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:40 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

We are the headwater state for much of the east coast and the Ohio River system. As a citizen concerned about the
health of West Virginians and the guality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully submit the following comments on
WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Dave Harshbarger

1009 Vandalia Td
Morgantown, WV 27501



Page 211

DEP WQS Comments

From: David Billups <davidtbillups@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 4.03 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

David Billups

376 Vassar 5t
Morgantown, WV 26505



Page 212

DEP WQS Comments

From: David Bott <dwbott@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:36 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

David Bott

124 Ohio Ave
Morgantown, WV 26501
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From: David Brisell <briselld@frontiernet.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 3:41 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

David Brisell

3491 Clifton Mills Road
Bruceton Mills, WV 26525
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From: David Copper <davecinthewoods@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:05 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

David Copper

1603 Ridgeway Dr
STAUNTON, VA 24401
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From: David Johnston <dsjchnstonWV@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:40 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

David Johnston

PO Box 42 845 Flat Rock Run
Dryfork, WV 26263
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From: David Lillard <david@lillards.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 3:55 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen of West Virginia, among my greatest concerns for our state is public health. The quality of our rivers and
streams has a direct impact on the health of our people, our economy, and our ability to retain and attract residents and
businesses.

| am writing to commen on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality
Standards.

First, | applaud WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate — a rate that, according to
accepted data, provides better protections for both our residents and our fellow Americans downstream. As a
headwaters state, we are both privileged and obligated to consider the health of our people and other Americans.

Second, | oppose WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. Industry has demonstrated that it can
comply with the existing standards, so there is no economic reasons to weaken them.Weakening human health criteria,
thereby exposing residents to more toxins and increasing risks to public health, is no way to protect our environment,
health, or economic prospects.

Finally, | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent
than current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human
health but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian’s deserve.

| also wish to thank DEP for opening public hearings to online viewing. | hope this standard will continue after the
current crisis has ended.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns. The current health crisis is reminder that we
should be doing more, not less, to protect public health.

Sincerely,

David Lillard

82 Sybil Ct
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: DAVID ROMINE <da.romine@yahco.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 6:40 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

DAVID ROMINE

345 CLOVERFIELD LANE
LEWISBURG, WV 24901
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From: David Witt <cgrea850@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18,2020 11:50 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

David Witt

472 Casey Creek Lane
Greenville, WV 24945
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From: Dawn Weidner <dawnweidner@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 6:29 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Dawn Weidner

20 Edgewood Park
Parkersburg, WV 26104
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From: Deb Klimek <klimekdl@yahoco.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 8:44 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Deb Klimek

405 Buckingham Pointe
South Charleston, WV 25309
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From: Debora Mattingly <deboramattingly@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 7:30 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Debora Mattingly

298 Sherwood Road
Charleston, WV 25314
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From: Debra Anderson <hulagn®@icloud.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 6:1% AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Debra Anderson

29 Edwin Blvd

Shenandoah Junction, WV 25442
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From: Debra Fragala-Pories <Dfpories@suddenlinkmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:41 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Debra Fragala-Pories
436 Central Ave

Qak Hill, WV 25901
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From: Debra Jarvis <stillwatersmin@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:.04 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Debra Jarvis

290 Tyler Way

Scott Depot, WV 25560
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From: Dede Cassis <dedecassis@gmail.com >

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 2:47 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

CLEAN WATERIN
STOP WEAKENING OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIONS!
WAKE UP PEOPLE! THIS IS IMPORTANT!

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Dede Cassis

3405 Kanawha Ave SE
Charleston, WV 25304
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From: Deidra Dingess <ddingess_74@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2020 12:06 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Deidra Dingess

603 Bendview Drive
Charleston, WV 25314
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From: Denise Elliott <denielliott@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:43 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

Please do your job as an environmental protection agency! As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians
and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions
to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Denise Elliott

1040 Chestnut Flats Rd
Lewisburg, WV 24901
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From: Denise Lytle <centauress6@live.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12,2020 5:41 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Denise Lytle

3207 Plaza Dr
Woodbridge, NJ 07095
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From: Dennis Hatcher <dgeraldh@frontiernet.net>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 1:15 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Dennis Hatcher
PO Box 547
Ranson, WV 25438
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From: Diana Bohn <nicca@igc.org>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 10:35 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Diana Bohn

618 San Luis Rd
Berkeley, CA 94707
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From: Diana Greenhalgh <diana12759@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 5:29 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Diana Greenhalgh
2051 Red Lick Rd

New Milton, WV 26411
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From: Diana Mullis <dianamullis7 @gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:34 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,
The health of OUR water is critical to our health!!

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Diana Mullis

890 Cannon Hill Rd
Hedgesville, WV 25427
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From: Diane Kraft <samson3809@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 10:24 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Diane Kraft

919 lames Dr
Lewiston, NY 14092
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From: Dianne Douglas <ddouglas@mainexl.asu.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 6:20 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Dianne Douglas

2723 East Valencia Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85042
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From: Dixie Mullineaux <acubird2@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:17 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Dixie Mullineaux

568 Preston Unger Ct
Berkeley Springs, WV 25411
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From: Don Sauter <dsauter@hsc.wvu.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:11 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Don Sauter

1932 Girl Scout Camp Rd
Bruceton Mills, WV 26525
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From: Donald Briggs <1donaldbriggs@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 8:30 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

| am concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams and respectfully submit the
following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality
Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments.

Sincerely,

Donald Briggs

PO Box 733
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: Donald Criss <donaldrcriss@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 5:46 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Donald Criss

161 Phillips Hollow
Elizabeth, WV 26143
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From: donald lynch <mix4262@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 2:22 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

donald lynch

3309 Central Ave
Parkersburg, WV 26104
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From: Donna Mitchell <mitchell_roody@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 9:57 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Donna Mitchell

3198 Midway Rd
Belington, WV 26250
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From: Doris Dean <clovermama@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11.06 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

On a personal note, | have been an advocate of clean water/environment/earth since the 1970s. For 25+ years |'ve
taught Harrison County 4-H'ers about the importance of doing all we can to make our surroundings as clean and non-
toxic as possible. Please don't allow any person, industry, government, et al to pollute our water, our earth with more
toxins. Thank you.

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Doris Dean

6027 Bell Street
Clarksburg, WV 26301
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From: Doug Evans <douglas.evans@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:31 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Doug Evans

214 10th Street
Parkersburg, WV 26101
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From: doug krause <dougkrause@mts.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:05 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

doug krause

3501 Maccorkle Ave SE
Charleston, WV 25304
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From: Duane Nichols <Nichols330@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 12:56 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

Here are my comments on WVYDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality
Standards.

1. VERY IMPORTANT. To protect people and wildlife, WVDEP needs to use the USEPA’s recommended national fish
consumption rate. This fish consumption rate provides better protections for both residents and downstream
consumers. We have mercury and other chemicals in the Mon River and Cheat Lake.

2. am STRONGLY opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with
the existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that
exposes residents to more chemicals and increases various risks to the public health.

3. I STRONGLY encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, INCLUDING the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human
health but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections ALL West Virginian’s deserve.

THANKS for your very careful consideration of these comments and concerns. YOUR SERVICE TO THE STATE AS A WHOLE
IS FAR MORE IMPORTANT THAN THE SPECIAL INTERESTS THAT LOBBY OUR GOVERNMENT.

Duane and Sue Miles Nichols.
Property owners in Monongalia
and Tyler Counties, WV

Sincerely,

Duane Nichols

330 Dream Catcher Circle
Morgantown, WV 26508
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From: Dylan Jones <dylan@highland-outdoors.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 3:02 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Dylan Jones

308 Mink Alley
Davis, WV 26260
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From: Edith Williams <ekw343@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 5:20 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

Dear WVDEP,

It is time to take public health risks seriously! We really need to think about where we will live if our water supply is
contaminated with even MORE toxins. PLEASE do not risk the health of our loved ones and our communities!
Thank youl!

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Edith Williams

1120 Pennsylvania 5t.
Lawrence, KS 66044
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From: Edward J Lynch <EdLynchWV@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, May 10, 2020 2:09 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Edward J Lynch

128 Willow Spring Drive
Wellsburg, WV 26070
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From: Edward Lathroum <etonry@hoctmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 7:11 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Edward Lathroum

3705 Brooks mountain rd.
Hinton, WV 25951
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From: Edward Savage <nedsavage@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:19 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Edward Savage

8094 Upper Craig Creek Rd
Catawba, VA 24070
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From: Edward Thornton <ert@sas.upenn.edu>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 10:40 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Edward Thornton

7 Swarthmore PI
Swarthmore, PA 19081
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From: Elaine Eudy <alpha_b@bellsouth.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:.04 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Elaine Eudy

2501 Romain Way
Atlanta, GA 30344
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From: Elaine Komarow <ewolfk@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:51 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Elaine Komarow

201 Warden Lake Hollow
Wardensville, WV 26851
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From: Elaine Wine <elainewine@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 10:11 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Elaine Wine

PO Box 46

Heaters, WV 26627
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From: Elisabeth Tobey <ldyliz@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 849 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Enough is enough. Do not bow to political pressure to put profit over peoples’ lives.
Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Elisabeth Tobey

531 Burns Hollow Rd.
Meadow Bridge, WV 25976
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From: Elizabeth Clark <ebethcZ@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 2:39 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Clark

PO Box 391
Lewisburg, WV 24901
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From: Elizabeth Hastings <lizziesue53@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:.25 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Hastings

670 Uvilla Rd

Harpers Ferry, WV 25425



Page 257

DEP WQS Comments

From: Elizabeth Shockley <j4shock@frontiernet.net>

Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2020 1.07 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Shockley

1285 Bloomery Road
Charles Town, WV 25414
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From: Elizabeth Watts <elizabeth.watts@verizon.net>

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 10:22 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Watts

513 SE 27th Way
Boynton Beach, FL 33435
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From: Elizabeth Wheeler <ewheelerwv@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:35 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Wheeler

PO Box 1084
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: Elizabeth Wiles <lizwiles70@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 4:32 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Wiles

66 Eddy Rd
Morgantown, WV 26501
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From: Ellen Halbert <ellenhalbert@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 3.02 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As someone who has relatives in West Virginia and who visits regularly, | am concerned about the health of West
Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams. | respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed
revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for considering my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Ellen Halbert

46454 Cherryfield Ln
Drayden, MD 20630
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From: Ellen Lorish <totemsc@vyahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:13 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Ellen Lorish

226 0ak Branch Lane
Caldwell, WV 24925
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From: Ellen Sparks <elsparkieZ@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 3:52 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

| have lived in WV my whole lifetime. West Virginia needs water that is more protected, not more polluted. Our water
has been abused with pollutants. | say no more. We need stricter controls so that no pollution goes into our water. West
Virginian's have died from their shower water, isn't it time to clean up our state! Yes it is!

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Ellen Sparks

1380 Woolen Mill Road
Akbright, WV 26519
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From: Ellis Woodward <yoellis@earthlink net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:11 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Ellis Woodward

3422 Seneca 5t
Baltimore, MD 21211
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From: Emily Dragon <emmilely@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:42 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Emily Dragon

187 Steeple Chase Dr
Shenandoah Junction, WV 25442
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From: Emmie Cornell <emmie@saveblackwater.org>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 2:57 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,
Emmie Cornell
PO Box 593
Davis, WV 26260
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From: Emmy Ward <emmymarieward@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 5:45 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Emmy Ward

502 South Samuel Street
Charles Town, WV 25414
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From: Eric Engle <ericdengle85@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:32 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Eric Engle

1800 Liberty Street
Parkersburg, WV 26101
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From: Eric Schroder <esschroder@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:14 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Eric Schroder

222 Meadow Ponds Ln
Maidsville, WV 26541
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From: Erica Marks <elmarks.wv@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 7:19 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Erica Marks

10572 Lobelia Rd
Hillsboro, WV 24946
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From: Erin bajada <enfoye@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 6:02 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Erin bajada

321 Peace Ridge Road
Harpers Ferry, WV 25425
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From: Everett Mulkeen <emulkeen@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:50 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,
Hello,

I am a WV native and a registered Professional Engineer, with over 10 years of experience in the field of water resources
engineering, source water protection, and drinking water treatment, in addition to specializing in NPDES permitting and
water quality sampling/reporting.

| am also an avid kayaker and angler, and as a citizen | am concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality
of our rivers and streams. | respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human
Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, weakening them is only a step backwards. The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy
decision that exposes residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Everett Mulkeen

743 Sleepy Hollow Rd
Independence, WV 26374
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From: Fiona Priskich <fionapriskich@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 8:14 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Fiona Priskich

41 Beresford Gardens
Swan View, CA 90210
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From: Francis Sullivan <sullythelegend@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13,2020 12:33 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Francis Sullivan

5506 Shawnee Dr
Huntington, WV 25705
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From: Frank Bordo <frankfbordo@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 11:.05 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Frank Bordo

1777 Yeager Run
Pennsboro, WV 26415
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From: Frank Jernejcic <flernejcic@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 5:27 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Frank Jernejcic

501 Lakeview Estates Townhomes
Morgantown, WV 26508
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From: Frank Rodgers <frodgers@cacaponinstitute.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:25 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As Executive Director of Cacapon Institute, | respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions
to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards. River rafting, fishing, and water related recreation
are important economic engines for WV so we must keep our reputation for clean, safe, water.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Frank F. Rodgers

Executive Director

Cacapon Institute

frodgers @cacaponinstitute.org

10 Rockford Rd, Great Cacapon, WV 25422

Sincerely,

Frank Rodgers

10 Rockford Rd

Great Cacapon, WV 25422
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From: Frank Shomo <frankshomo@suddenlink.net>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 8:53 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Frank Shomo

116 Teays Mdws

Scott Depot, WV 25560
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From: franklin crabtree <franklingcrabtree@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:31 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,
franklin crabtree
PO Box 522
Union, WV 24983
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From: Fritzi Cohen <nahcotta2@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:.29 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of their rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian’s deserve and set a good
example.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Fritzi Cohen

PO Box 82

Nahcotta, WA 98637
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From: G. Paul Richter <richter1306@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 3:32 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? WHY? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that
exposes residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt ALL of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

As a chemist and drinker of WV water, | am concerned about WV DEP's apparent indifference to the best science
available.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

G. Paul Richter

112 Fayette 5t
Buckhannon, WV 26201
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From: Gail Kohlhorst <kohlhorst@comcast.net>

Sent: Saturday, May 16, 2020 2:23 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Gail Kohlhorst

3153 Engle Molers Rd.
Harpers Ferry, WV 25425
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From: Gary Goetz <gag888@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 7:14 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Gary Goetz

935 Lighthouse Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
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From: Gary Hoffman <Hbamusicnet@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 3:45 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Gary Hoffman

628 Ann Lewis Rd.
Charles Town, WV 25414
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From: Gayle Becker <wvbeckers@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 12:24 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a West Virginia resident concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, |
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | support WVDEP’s use of USEPA's recommended national fish consumption rate, which provides better protections
for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria, which exposes residents to more toxins and
increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants known to harm human health but are
currently unregulated.

Thanks for your careful consideration of my comments.

Sincerely,

Gayle Becker

206 Sherwood Forest Dr.
Falling Waters, WV 25419
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From: Gene Kistler <genekistler@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:32 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian’s deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Gene Kistler

101 E. Wiseman Ave
Fayetteville, WV 25840
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From: George Little <george.wilburlittle@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 6:12 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

George Little

307 Hillside Pass
Frankford, WV 24938
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From: Gina Griffith <ginadcg@att.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:.28 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

| will add that, ( excepting college years) | am a life long resident of West Virginia and the daughter of a doctor. About 10
years ago Coeveoand Clinic found | had very high levels of: arsenic, selenium, lead, berillium, mercury, and other heavy
metals. These aggregate metals probably contributed to my life long autoimmune disease. After reviewing my life
experiences we concluded that these metals - which are common by products of coal mining and preparation- are
probably due to breathing the slag dump infested air in my youth, and drinking the tap water. Why is my health
considered a part of the economic "commons" which Big Coal can ignore if it raises their profit margins? This is not right!

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Gina Griffith

2718 Lakeview Ddr.
S5t. Alban, WV 25177
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From: Giulia Mannarino <manna397@yahoc.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13,2020 12:38 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Giulia Mannarino

2292 Middle Fork Lee Creek Rd
Belleville, WV 26133
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From: Grace Lynch <gglynch@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 4.23 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Grace Lynch

PO Box 114

Rock Cave, WV 26234
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From: Grazia Apclinares <grazia_a@msn.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 8:29 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Grazia Apolinares
P.O. Box 124
Carolina, WV 26563
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From: Hannah Casto <nebulaloserz6@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:32 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Hannah Casto

632 1/2 9th Ave
Huntington, WV 25701
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From: Hedda Haning <hedda.l.haning@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 3.03 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Hedda Haning

268 Baker Lane
Charleston, WV 25302
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From: Helen Searle <helensearle@rocketmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 3:36 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP's proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Helen Searle
925 Gull Rd
Venice, FL 34293
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From: Hillary Banachowski <hillarybanachowski@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 8:57 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Hillary Banachowski

1799 Persimmon Ln
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: Holly Cloonan <hacloonan@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 6:56 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Holly Cloonan

1003 Circle Road
Charleston, WV 25314
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From: Howdy Henritz <howdywv@hughes.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:46 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Howdy Henritz

916 Casey Creek Ln
Greenville, WV 24945
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From: Hunter Starks <starksse@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 12:00 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Hunter Starks

509 Ohio Ave
Charleston, WV 25302
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From: Imogene Sevin <irodg49751@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18,2020 11:51 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Imogene Sevin

PO Box 577
Wardensville, WV 26851
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From: India Carvell <xxxsonotbobbyox@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 6:05 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of my fellow West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, |
respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s
Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

India Carvell

238 Forest Dr
Bridgeport, WV 26330
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From: JB Witten <motrout@acl.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 6:11 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

1B Witten

578 Faulkner Rd
Elkins, WV 26241
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From: James Coiner <Dave@ktm-parts.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18,2020 11:13 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

James Coiner

4742 WASHINGTON ST W
CHARLESTON, WV 25313
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From: James Maxwell <jmaxnrg@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:41 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

James Maxwell

211 Stonehouse Road
Rainelle, WV 25962
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From: James Mulcare <xsecretsx@cableone.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:08 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

James Mulcare

1110 Benjamin 5t
Clarkston, WA 99403
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From: Jamie Jacobsen <jrbarton28 @hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 3:11 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lamie Jacobsen

495 New England Ridge
Washington, WV 26181
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From: Jane Butler <butlertwinsS7@acl.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1158 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lane Butler

314 Wild Rose Dr
Hedgesville, WV 25427
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From: Jane Hange <janehange@suddenlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:29 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jane Hange

1419 Stonehenge Rd
Charleston, WV 25314
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From: Janet Chase <sentra25314@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 4:59 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lanet Chase

537 South Fort Drive
Charleston, WV 25314
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From: Janet Hayes <janeth.25419@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:33 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Janet Hayes

215 Morningside Dr
Falling Waters, WV 25419
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From: Janis SCHILTZ <tlschiltz1@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 9:47 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Janis SCHILTZ

38 River Cliff drive
Harpers Ferry, WV 25425
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From: Janina Sites <].sites86@yahoco.com>

Sent: Saturday, May 9, 2020 5:42 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Janina Sites

225 Green Oak Drive
Huntington, WV 25705
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From: Jason Forsyth <office@askdrskip.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 9:25 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jason Forsyth

1000 5th Ave
Huntington, WV 25701
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From: Jason Qosterwijk <jayo128@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 7:25 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jason Qosterwijk

295 Cool Glen Circle
Harpers Ferry, WV 25425
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From: Jason Wyatt <stuff@jasondwyatt.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:54 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jason Wyatt

35 Rebecca Way

Charles Town, WV 25414
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From: Jauna Claypool <jaunac@rocketmail.com>

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 5:39 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jauna Claypool

1407 lick run road
Buckhannon, WV 26201
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From: Javier Rivera <javierocker@acl.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:09 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lavier Rivera

55 South 3rd Street
Brooklyn, NY 11249
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From: JEANNE ODOM <skymist@frontier.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 4.04 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,
JEANNE ODOM
PO Box 206
Davis, WV 26260
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From: Jeanne Rushin <jmrushin@att.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:28 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Rushin

PO Box 547
Fayetteville, WV 25840
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From: Jeff kauffman <lunarstew@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 2:36 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

jeff kauffman

494 ridge rd

shenandoah jct, WV 25442
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From: Jeff kershner <corkyr100@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 8:36 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

jeff kershner

705 Goshen Rd
Morgantown, WV 26508
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From: Jeffrey gordon <jeffhhr@frontier.com>

Sent: Sunday, May 17, 2020 8:38 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

jeffrey gordon

45 Maple Ave
Morgantown, WV 26501
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From: Jeffrey Hartley <n8ii@aol.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2020 445 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

leffrey Hartley

198 Windgale Dr
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: leffrey Myers <jeffm.53@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:44 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

leffrey Myers

723 Price Run Road
Caldwell, WV 24925
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From: Jenni Kovich <jjkov1ch-charity@live.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 3:54 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lenni Kovich

50 Dud Bennett Rd
Leon, WV 25123
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From: Jennifer Hearn <silveruke@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18,2020 11:10 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lennifer Hearn

6211 Ridge Dr
Bethesda, MD 20816
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From: JENNIFER KING <jenxyking@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:34 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

JENNIFER KING

22 Chaz Court

CHARLES TOWN, WV 25414
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From: Jennifer Miller <jenpikemiller@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 1:18 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lennifer Miller

265 creekside

Charles Town, WV 25414
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From: Jennifer Troisi <jennydtroisi@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 7:31 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lennifer Troisi

317 Garrison Lane
Waverly, WV 26184
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From: Jenny Becksted-Smith <jenny@nrglc.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:33 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jenny Becksted-Smith
PO Box 696
Fayetteville, WV 25840
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From: Jerry carson <jcarson1@suddenlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:53 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

jerry carson

5215 beechcrest dr
cross lanes, WV 25313
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From: Jill LaFear <jilllafear@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 8:27 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jill LaFear

4310 Prices Creek Rd
Huntington, WV 25701
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From: Jim Frerotte <jimfrerotte@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 6:15 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lim Frerotte

2577 Big Branch Rd
Alderson, WV 24910
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From: Jim hatfield <hatfield jch@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, May 9, 2020 6:37 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

jim hatfield

1077 foley drive

saint albans, WV 25177
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From: Jim Lilly <jimlillygec@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:15 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Me and my family love to fish and recreate in WV's streams and rivers. Thank you for your careful consideration of my
comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jim Lilly

4079 John Orr Rd
Independence, WV 26374
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From: Jo Brown <jbrown3@wvu.edu>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 9:44 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lo Brown

454 Washington St.
Morgantown, WV 26501
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From: Joan Breiding <liteuptheroom@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, May 9, 2020 4:19 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Joan Breiding

PO Box 170625

San Francisco, CA 94117
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From: Joan Pitzer <jlpitzer51@gmail.com >

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 4:41 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

loan Pitzer

498 Laurel Mtn Lane
Tunnelton, WV 26444
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From: Joan Randall Ph.D. <joanrandall059@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 418 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

loan Randall Ph.D.

39 Gunsmoke Rd

South Charleston, WV 25309
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From: Joanne Bario <joannebario@gmail. com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:57 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

loanne Bario

64 Sage Place
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: Jody Ross <jody0660@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:12 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jody Ross

2208 Donald Ave
Huntington, WV 25701
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From: Joe Mccallister <joeymicc23@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:09 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

loe Mccallister
10632 Alta drive
Asbury, WV 24916
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From: Joe Webb <faithrants@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:15 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

loe Webb

609 W. 8th St.
Williamstown, WV 26187



Page 343

DEP WQS Comments

From: Joellen Stivala <jmstivala@mix.wvu.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 10:09 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

loellen Stivala

309 Nolan ave
Morgantown, WV 26501
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From: Joette Borzik <pep4223@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:.29 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

loette Borzik

619 Breckenridge Way
Shenandoah Junction, WV 25442
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From: Johanna Hermanson <hermansonj@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:20 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jlohanna Hermanson
9220 Hastings Dr
Manassas, VA 20110
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From: John Brady <jkbrady@mac.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:22 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

John Brady

77 Singletree Dr
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: John Ciesla <john.ciesla2017 @gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 3.05 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lohn Ciesla

2106 Maple Avenue
Stonewood, WV 26301
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From: John Doyle <jdoyleS52@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12,2020 11:21 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

John Doyle

1527 Hampton Rd
Charleston, WV 25314
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From: John Doyle <rjohndoyle@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 8:31 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

John Doyle

254 Sandpiper Ln
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: JOHN DROPP <ghs2000@frontiernet.net>

Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2020 10:25 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

JOHN DROPP

50 Mill Farm Trl

Berkeley Springs, WV 25411
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From: John gonano <johng@rivertrail.com >

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 3:17 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards. | am also a tourism business owner. Good quality water is essential for my business to survive.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

john gonano

47 morning calm lane
harpers ferry, WV 25425
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From: John Harshbarger <johnm.harshbarger@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 3:.06 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

John Harshbarger

52 Center Avenue
Wheeling, WV 26003
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From: John Lambertson <jlambertson@washjeff.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 3:44 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lohn Lambertson

310 Wilson Avenue
Morgantown, WV 26501
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From: John Rossbach <john@jochnrossbach.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 8:34 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

DO NOT WEAKEN OUR STAE'S REGULATIONS ON CLEAN WATER! WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health
criteria exposes residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

WVDEP MUST adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than current West Virginia
criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health but are currently
unregulated.

Sincerely,

Jlohn Rossbach

205 Davis and Elkins 5t.
Elkins, WV 26241
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From: John Strosnider <jwstrosnider2@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 &:30 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lohn Strosnider
Henderson ave
Williamstown, WV 26187
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From: John Wells <johnwwells@zoominternet.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:51 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lohn Wells

4298 McClellan Hwy.
Branchland, WV 25506
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From: Jorge Flores <jafcalderon@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:52 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jorge Flores

1275 Tartan Lane
Mogantown, WV 26505
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From: Jose De arteaga <kenn jose@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11.06 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Jose De arteaga

2014 31st PI SE
Washington, DC 20020



Page 359

DEP WQS Comments

From: Joseph Chasnoff <jschasnoff@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2020 5:14 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Joseph Chasnoff
8236 Back Valley Rd
Lindside, WV 24951
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From: Joseph Golden <joseivanwv30@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 &:37 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Joseph Golden
1007 Overlook Dr
Beckley, WV 25801
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From: Joseph Spurgas <jspurgas@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 9:52 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Joseph Spurgas

49 Shepherd Ln
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: Josh Carpenter <forrestwp@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:32 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Josh Carpenter

301 3rd street

New Haven, WV 25265
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From: Joy Bridy <joybridy@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:20 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Joy Bridy

2533 WArm Springs Road
Shenandoah Junction, WV 25442
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From: Joyce Holtzapfel <oneluckydog821@frontier.com>

Sent: Sunday, May 10, 2020 1:58 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Joyce Holtzapfel

6295 Division Road
Huntington, WV 25705



Page 365

DEP WQS Comments

From: Judi Rice <foxymom953@acl.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 6:.06 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Judi Rice

68 Cavern Road
Hedgesville, WV 25427
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From: Judith Clister <webname126@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 6:14 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Judith Clister

640 Baolyard Rd

Bruceton Mills, WV 26525
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From: Judith harel <sabasha3@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 10:56 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

judith harel

471 Standing Stone Rd
Alderson, WV 24910
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From: Judith Mchugh <jhmwva@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 4.08 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Judith Mchugh

2008 Northwood Road
Charleston, WV 25314
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From: Judith Robison <judy.robison23@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:35 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards. Your task is to protect West Virginians, not corporations. Do your job.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Judith Robison

316 Ashbaugh Dr.
Harper's Ferry, WV 25425
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From: Judith Smallwood <jsmallwood2@frontiercom>

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 2:39 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Judith Smallwood
218 Chestnut Farm Ln
Lewisburg, WV 24901
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From: Judy Hamilton <annasmomjudy@vyahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:34 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Judy Hamilton

907 Mathews Ave
Charleston, WV 25302
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From: Julia Farrell <jfarrell5000@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 3.05 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

lulia Farrell

5 Potomac Ridge La
Shepherdstown, WV 25443



Page 373

DEP WQS Comments

From: Julia Skelton <julieskelton@msn.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 4.04 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Julia Skelton

40900 Bemis Rd

Van Buren Twp, M1 48111
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From: Julian Martin <martinjul@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12,2020 7:42 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Julian Martin

1525 Hampton Rd
Charleston, WV 25314
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From: Julie Archer <julie@wvcag.org>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 1:36 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Julie Archer

PO Box 207
Sumerco, WV 25567
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From: Julie Darling <ecopositive@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:11 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Julie Darling

105 Martha Avenue
Spencer, WV 25276
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From: Julie Jones <juliejones278 @gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:03 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Julie lones

66 Rock Camp
Fayetteville, WV 25840
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From: K. Bancroft <dolphina@live.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 5:23 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

K. Bancroft

507 Craig St.
Christiansburg, VA 24073
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From: K Giltin <giltin2Z@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:17 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

K Giltin

P.O. Box 11122
Charleston, WV 25339
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From: K William HAUER <kwm4hauer@frontier.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 9:44 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

K William HAUER
15 Foster Hill Road
Lookout, WV 25868
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From: Kacie Rader-Scottodiluzio <kacierader12@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:33 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Kacie Rader-Scottodiluzio
319 Dove Drive
Morgantown, WV 26508
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From: karen Kish <karen.kish@jacobs.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 11:.01 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As Jackson County residents and WV outdoor enthusiasts, my family is concerned about the health of West Virginians
and the quality of our rivers and streams. We respectfully submit the following comments on WVDEP’'s proposed
revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

karen Kish

2001 light house road
given, WV 25245
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From: Karen Luckini <cdbird37@hotmail.com:>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 8:11 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Karen Luckini

137 Aarons Creek Rd
Morgantown, WV 26508



Page 384

DEP WQS Comments

From: Karen Teel <karen.teel@suddenlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:.21 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Karen Teel

1019 Upland Drive

South Charleston, WV 25309
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From: kat Cooper <katcooper304@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 5:52 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

kat Cooper

2828 Mountain Lake Rd
Hedgesville, WV 25427
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From: Kate Leary <kate_g_leary@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 6:04 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Kate Leary

1239 Pineview Dr., Apt. 5
Morgantown, WV 26505
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From: Katherine Aaslestad <Katherine Aaslestad @mail wvu.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 2:13 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am extremely opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with
the existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that
exposes residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Please do the right thing by protecting our states water! If you think people will want to live and work here (the lure of
industry) when the water is polluted your are wrong--you will support polluters and the state will depopulate. No one
wants their children or families to coexist with toxic chemicals.

Sincerely,

Katherine Aaslestad

310 Wilson Ave
Morgantown, WV 26501
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From: KATHERINE CAHIR <kmcahir722 @gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:47 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protection for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If the industry can comply with the existing
standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginians deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.
Don't let your residents drink poison!

Sincerely,

KATHERINE CAHIR

264 McCullough 5t
Morgantown, WV 26505
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From: Kathryn Stone <xkatwalkx@aol.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 10:57 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Stone

281 Baker Ln
Charleston, WV 25302
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DEP WQS Comments

From: Keith Lilly <keith.lilly33@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 3:56 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Keith Lilly

300 McGraw Ave

Webster Springs, WV 26288
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From: Kelly Campbell <kellyl.campbell329@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:11 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Kelly Campbell

525 East Washington Street, Apt 1
Charles Town, WV 25414
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From: Kelly delong <kellydelong8342@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 6:36 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Kelly delong

740 Koontztown
Hedgesvillle, WV 25427
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From: Ken Dunlap <kendunlap.msu@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 7:47 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Ken Dunlap

401 Club Circle
DANIELS, WV 25832
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From: Kendra Clark <kendrarsc@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18,2020 11:.07 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Kendra Clark

211 Devonshire Drive
Charles Town, WV 25414
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From: kerren hall <kerrengh@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 12:32 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

kerren hall

167 Hess Rd
Fayetteville, WV 25840
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From: Kevin Rolfes <kevin@rolfes.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:08 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Kevin Rolfes

14006 N Green Hills Loop
Austin, TX 78737
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From: Kim Maxwell <kimriver2000@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:22 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Kim Maxwell

211 Stonehouse Rd
Rainelle, WV 25963
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From: Kimberly Clements <faleaves@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, May 9, 2020 11:10 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,
Kimberly Clements
60 cottontail lane
davis, WV 26260
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From: Kimberly Wiley <kwiley16@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 8:47 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Wiley

72 Chimney Hill Rd
Rochester, NY 14612
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From: Krista Scott <lil_lily@icloud.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 7:.04 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Krista Scott

108 ARLINGTON AVE.
CHARLESTON, WV 25302
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From: Kristin Alexander <kaemail730@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, May 11,2020 416 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Kristin Alexander

63 Sialia Way
Martinsburg, WV 25404
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From: L Leon Okes <lokes413@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:57 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

L Leon Okes

60 Willard Rd
Parkersburg, WV 26105
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From: Larry Betonte <primeclarbo@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 10:07 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Larry Betonte

223 Riverside Dr
Fairmont, WV 26554
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From: LARRY LEVINE <larrylevinewv@gmail.com >

Sent: Thursday, May 7, 2020 6:24 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

LARRY LEVINE

253 0ld Powell Rd
Lewisburg, WV 24901
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From: Larry Thomas <larryvthomas@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 2:53 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Larry Thomas

2802 Teter Gap Road
Circleville, WV 26804
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From: Laura Bayer <laurabayercntheriver@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 6:58 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Laura Bayer

2796 Winchester Ave
Martinsburg, WV 25405
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From: Laura Blackburn <lmblackburn@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 8:40 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Laura Blackburn

2444 mason Dixon hwy
Core, WV 26541
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From: Laura lzzo <laural220nola@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 1:16 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Laura Izzo

265 Chestnut Farm Lane
Lewisburg, WV 24901
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From: Laurel Parker <pumpkinflower@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:46 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Laurel Parker

180 Pine Knoll Rd
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
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From: Laurie Bulka <lbulka@verizon.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 4:33 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Laurie Bulka

149 White Pine Lane
Frankfort, WV 24925
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From: Lawrence Orr <edhorse@suddenlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 11:46 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

| am a retired chemical engineer that designed chemical plants in the Kanawha Valley. Whan | moved to WV in 1961, the
Kanawha River was not fit for human contact. The chemical industry in the Valley cleaned up its' act, and now there are
bass and other sport fish in the Kanawha River and people boat and water ski in the river. Make the coal industry and
other extractive industries clean up their act and stop polluting.

Water is our most important natural resource; not coal, gas, timber or any other extracted resource!!

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. | strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,
Lawrence Orr

104 Hillcrest Dr
Elkview, WV 25071
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From: Leah Barbor <turgeonleah@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 2:36 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.

Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Leah Barbor

92 Still Run Road
BUCKHANNON, WV 26201
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From: Lenore Reeves <lerves@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 9:40 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Lenore Reeves

19934 Hickory Stick Ln
Mokena, IL 60448
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From: Leslie Cromer <lesliecromer@aol.com >

Sent: Monday, May 18,2020 11:12 AM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins and increases risks to public health.

3. I strongly encourage WVDEP to adopt all of EPA’s recommended human health criteria that are more stringent than
current West Virginia criteria, including the adoption of new criteria for pollutants that are known to harm human health
but are currently unregulated. Doing so would provide the health protections West Virginian's deserve.

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and concerns.

Sincerely,

Leslie Cromer

4937 Shepherdstown Pike
Shenandoah Junction, WV 25442
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From: Leslie Hartman <pafishfinder@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 12:26 PM

To: Cooper, Laura K

Subject: [External] Comments on West Virginia Human Health Criteria

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify sender.
Dear Ms. Cooper,

As a citizen concerned about the health of West Virginians and the quality of our rivers and streams, | respectfully
submit the following comments on WVDEP’s proposed revisions to the Human Health Criteria in the state’s Water
Quality Standards.

1. | commend WVDEP’s use of USEPA’s recommended national fish consumption rate. This fish consumption rate
provides better protections for both residents and downstream consumers.

2. | am opposed to WVDEP’s weakening of 13 existing human health criteria. If industry is able to comply with the
existing standards, why weaken them? The weakening of any human health criteria is a bad policy decision that exposes
residents to more toxins a<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>