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Division of Air Pollution Control

Response to Comments
Proposed Rule Language Comment Period

Rule: OAC Chapter 3745-19, Ohio’s Open Burning Standards

Agency Contact for this Package

Division Contact: Lee F. Burkleca, DAPC- SIP Section, 614-728-1344,
lee.burkleca@epa.ohio.gov

Ohio EPA provided a 37 day comment period which ended on March 16, 2012 and
held a public hearing on March 9, 2012 regarding these rules. This document
summarizes the comments and questions received at the public hearing and/or
during the associated comment period.

Ohio EPA reviewed and considered all comments received during the public
comment period. By law, Ohio EPA has authority to consider specific issues related
to protection of the environment and public health.

In an effort to help you review this document, the questions are grouped by topic and
organized in a consistent format. The name of the commenter follows the comment
in parentheses.

General/Overall Concerns

Comment 1: We the undersigned do not want any more prescribed fires
in Shawnee State Forest. Additionally, we don't want
prescribed fires in any of our public forests, state or national.

We are neighbors to Shawnee State Forest. We experienced
firsthand the harmful effects of the smoke from the 3,000
acre fire of April 24-31, 2009. Two of us went to the hospital
as a result. Several of us had to move to somewhere else to
escape the smoke, we, as well as our pets and livestock,
had to breathe that polluted air for a week. We don't want
that to ever happen again.

The Division of Forestry has demonstrated to us repeatedly
that it cannot fully control its prescribed fires and that they
escape. We know the 2009 fire was not arson. Forestry
should not be given any more permits to burn in Shawnee.
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That 2009 fire was catastrophically damaging to Shawnee
Forest and our interests in the forest. It killed hundreds of
acres of our public timber resource. It killed the trees that
make oxygen for us, hold the soil, and provide other services
for our benefit. It killed lots (tons) of live animals. It destroyed
and degraded aesthetic appreciation. It put dozens of our
local volunteer firefighters - we and our neighbors at risk of
harm on the fire lines. Many more firefighters from all over
the state also were put in harm's way.

Director, you have the authority to change your regulations.
You can change them to eliminate the risk

of future large and damaging forest fires and to prevent all
the unacceptable smoke pollution from them. We ask that
you make the appropriate changes to your regulations.

Respectfully,
Prepared by Save Our Shawnee Forest organization

Ohio EPA appreciates the interest and concern of the
Shawnee Forest group in Ohio’s air quality.

Ohio EPA, as discussed in the response to similar
comments during the draft rule segment of this five-year
review, is not involved with (or has any authority over)
the debate (forestry/biological) of whether the Ohio
Department of Natural Resources (ODNR’s)
management of the forest via prescribed fire is the best
method to achieve its desired goals or a necessary
program. The issues concerning fire safety and the use
of fire as a method of forest management should be
directed to the appropriate staff at ODNR and those
elected officials responsible for the development of the
policies that have resulted in the use of prescribed fire
as a tool for that agency’s forestry/horticultural
management. The director of Ohio EPA does not have
the authority to change Ohio EPA’s open burning rules
for reasons of fire safety or forestry/biological
concerns.”

Ohio EPA’s Division of Air Pollution Control’s (DAPC)
primary responsibility is to maintain and attain the
National Ambient Air Quality standards as set forth and
outlined in the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA). These are
health based standards, and though related to safety,
deal with air emissions and not the fire itself. Safety
concerns related to prescribed fire activities are the
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Comment 2:

responsibility of ODNR and the local fire department
officials having jurisdiction over the area where the burn
is located. Ohio EPA understands that various
procedures are in place to address this as part of the
approved burn plan that ODNR must incorporate for
each burn, and if a residence existed anywhere near a
burn site, no matter what the distance, the burn plan
would consider the safety implications of that residence.

In summary, as a result of the monitoring data and
improving air quality in Scioto County, as outlined in the
response to the Ohio Environmental Council’s draft rule
comments, Ohio EPA believes that prescribed fire does
not result in or contribute to any major air quality
violations.

| see there is a five year review of the open burning rules,
Chapter 19, going on. As a field inspector, it has always
caused confusion to the general public when we try to
explain the open burning restrictions in rural areas, when the
open burning rule that covers the area is title, “Open
burning in unrestricted areas”.

Can we use this opportunity to change how we name the
different areas?

| don’t know how many times | have been given strange
looks and interesting comments by the public, firefighters,
township trustees, law enforcement, etc... as | tried to
explain how an area title “unrestricted” actually has
restrictions.

It is as silly as a non-insignificant sources in air pollution
source at a facility, and it is much more confusing than
knowing the difference between Ohio EPA and USEPA.

SO, Pleeeeeaaaaasssse, change the titles.

Could we just define them as “urban” and “rural”. Under 19-
01, just use the same definition for “Restricted Area”, in “(J)
for “Urban”; while, the same definition that we use for
“Unrestricted Area” can be used for “Rural” areas. Since the
definitions in 19-01 only apply to Chapter 19, the use of
“Urban” and “Rural”, which may appear in other Federal and
or State rules, may cause some people a head ache, but
regulatory will not cause true changes in another rule and/or
law.
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If it is possible, it would be great for us and the public to stop
having restriction to open burning in “unrestricted” areas.
Craig Osborne
Ohio EPA, SWDO, DAPC

Response 2: Ohio EPA appreciates the suggested clarifications by

the commenter, however we will not be making these
changes at this time.

The commenter should note that a site may be located
in a “rural” area, but still be considered in a restricted
area as far as open burning is concerned. It could be in
the buffer zone because of the proximity to the
incorporation limits based on population size. Open
burning in “unrestricted” areas must still meet certain
conditions (not restrictions) to minimize the impacts of
such burning. It would be un-realistic to eliminate these
conditions in unrestricted areas as suggested by the
commenter, such as the 1000 feet of stand-off for
agricultural and residential waste disposal activities.

3745 Chapter 19 (various rules)

Comment 3:

Whether the changes in the above rules become small or
large, you should note that prescribed burning to promote
the growth of oak and hickory trees is fatal to other aspects
of the environment.

Which ones?

A number of State and Federally-listed plant and animal
varieties. | am aware that your own EPA agency keeps track
of Listed Species; and supposedly has a mission to protect
them. Many of these do not have the capability to outrun fire.
Sloped ground burned down to the soil gives up its soil to
rain, which is carried downhill burying some Species-- and
burying the eggs of other aquatic Species.

Why would your section of the EPA want to go against their
efforts, impeding them, and allowing these same Species to
be harmed; and even sanctioning this harm by issuing
official permits to let this happen? See BABBITT v SWEET
HOME CHAPTER OF COMMUNITIES 515 US 687, 132 L.
Ed. 2d 597, 115 S. Ct. 2407 (1995). On Federal lands, these
sensitive Species also are entitled to having their living
vitality protected, so that they are able to continue
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propagation [16 USCA 1604 (g)(3)(B)]. 16 USCA S1605
offers a means so that NFMA protections can be extended to
your own lands. Ohio has participated in such programs.
Mutual agreements have been signed. Similar such
agreements have been executed involving ESA and Clean
Air Act funds.

May | inform you that State-listed Species surprisingly

still enjoy the protection of the Endangered Species Act (see
61 F.R. 64481 dated 12/5/1996, 50 CFR Part 17). These
State-listed Species also are protected by Federal
Regulations, such as 36 CFR 219. So the above-cited OAC
rule 3745-19-01 et seq. should be amended to reflect this
Species protection. It needs to be there!

The U.S. Forest Service has some Research Stations that
have been studying whether Prescribed Burning actually
succeeds in promoting the growth of oak and hickory, even
with repeated burnings. These scientific studies have not
produced consistent results, at all. Upon request, I'm willing
to send you some of their studies concluding that Prescribed
Burning just does not work; others state that if the fires don't
out rightly kill oaks and other trees, burn scars will leave
them open to insects or pathogens that will eventually kill
them. That's not healthy.

The generation of black carbon and greenhouse gases into
the atmosphere is now producing global warming and, in
turn, extreme weather events around the world. These
violent storms, extended days of high temperature, and
serious flooding are causing great property damage, plus a
number of deaths and personal injuries, here and around the
world. These are things that your agency was created to
prevent. The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
has issued several descriptive studies/reports about all this
in 2011. | have their press releases.

The role that soot (black carbon) plays in producing bad
weather is that it causes rain patterns to shift, increasing
droughts elsewhere. The American Lung Association, an
excellent organization, has addressed the role that black
carbon plays in creating health problems, when it's inhaled.
These soot particles stay in the air for a few weeks, as they
travel around the world.

A scientific report in the January 13, 2012 issue of SCIENCE
(Pp.156, 183) recommends cutting the amounts of black
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Comment 4:

carbon and methane that are generated, as a remedy for
reducing global warming.

Again, your agency should play a significant role in reducing
air pollution.

William Montgomery, Cincinnati, Ohio

Ohio EPA appreciates the commenters interest in Ohio’s
improving air quality. As discussed in comment one, the
commenter should direct his concerns for affected
animal species to ODNR. Ohio EPA Division of Air
Pollution Control (DAPC) has demonstrated via
continuous air monitoring requirements by U.S. EPA
that this infrequent open burning activity has not
contributed to any regression in the National Ambient
Air Quality Standards set forth by U.S. EPA, as the
standard for small particulate matter in Scioto County
has reached attainment and has continuously improved
for the past 14 years. Though any open burning
activities would add to carbon emissions as mentioned
by the commenter, they would very insignificant
compared to the amounts emitted by industrial sources
burning fossil fuels such as power plants.

(The) Following are my comments;

1. 3745-19-02 (B) - No provisions of this chapter, permitting
open burning, and no permission to open burn granted by
the Environmental Protection Agency, shall exempt any
person, company, state or federal agency from
compliance with any section of the Revised Code, or any
regulation of any state department, or any local ordinance or
regulation dealing with open burning.

| believe the Environmental Protection Agency should
always spell out their name to remind themselves who they
are and what their purpose is, and that is, to protect the
environment. Second | want to make it crystal clear that this
regulation applies to all entities not just persons.

2. 3745-19-03 (D)(3) - In an emergency the Director shall
have the power to authorize open burning by oral approval
with issuance of written permission within seven working
days of oral approval.
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| have no problem giving authority to the Director to do
whatever is necessary in an emergency to save lives and
property. However | find this extraordinary circumstances
and any purpose determined to be necessary much too
subjective and open to interpretation which could lead to an
over reaching of authority.

3. 3745-19-03(D)(4), - Horticultural, forestry or wildlife
management practices: and

Again "recognized" is too subjective, recognized by whom?
Eliminate silviculture just say forestry this is easier for people
understand. My computer doesn't even recognize
silviculture as a word. Eliminate "range" | have no idea and
probably most people would have no idea what range would
mean in this sentence.

4. 3745-19-04(C)(3) - Same as number two above.
5. 3745-19-04(C)(5) - Same as number three above.
6. 3745-19-03 Appendix - re-write first paragraph as follows;

Appendix
Open Burning of Storm Debris

Approvals issued to communities demonstrating a severe
economic hardship for the disposal of storm debris under
rules 3745-19 -03(D)(3) or 3745-19-04(C)(3) of the
Administrative Code.

Again | believe the term "extraordinary Circumstances" is too
subjective and could be confusing to the public.

7. 3745-19-03 Appendix (1)

The material burned must be limited to vegetative material,
trees and bee limbs resulting from a natural disaster that are
an immediate hazard to the community.

We need to stop all unnecessary burning. There are now
seven billion people on the earth and will be nine billion by
2045 so each one of us need to be more mindful of how we
live and try to not pollute if at all possible. Another reason to
not burn tree and limbs is that they are valuable and the
community could probably sell them to raise money.



Rule Package: OAC Chapter 3745-19, Open Burning Regulations

Response to Comments

May 7, 2012

Page 8 of 34

Response 4.

Summary:

There is no such thing as "beneficial burning” all burning
adds to air pollution therefore all burning is bad. Whenever
you here “beneficial burn" the benefit is usually a monetary
gain for someone. Here in southern Ohio the Division of
Forestry has wore out the term "beneficial burning”. They
are still saying they need to burn because of the ice storm of
2003. If you took away the grant money they get for

burning we would probably, never heard that term again.

Some burning has to be tolerated like coal in power plants,
gasoline in automobiles and others if we want to have the
electricity and other necessities. Burning should be the very
last alternative to ever situation. The dirty air standard of 2.5
ppm is not good and the Environmental Protection Agency
should never look at it that way. We must all do our part!

| am requesting a written response to my comments,
Thank you,

William J. Tipton, member of the Save Our Shawnee
Forest Organization

Ohio EPA appreciates the suggestions and opinions of
the commenter and the following are the responses to
each numbered comment by the commenter:

1. Ohio EPA does not feel that the commenter’s
suggested language changes are necessary. For the
purposes of the rules of the Ohio EPA, the term
“person” as defined in OAC rule 3745-15-01(V)
means “the state or any agency thereof, any political
subdivision, or any agency thereof, public or private
corporation, individual, partnership, or other entity.”
It is not necessary to make this substitution.

2. The use of the emergency or extraordinary approval
provision by the Director for open burning is very
infrequent and is normally used only for an open
burning activity that would not normally be permitted
by the rules, but which, under the circumstances, the
Director determines is the only practical, safe or
economically feasible method available. This
provision is only implemented, as the name implies,
in extraordinary circumstances such as in the
aftermath of a natural disaster such as a flood or
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tornado, and then only after all other possibilities
have been determined to be infeasible.

The  proposed rules use the language;
...”silvicultural (forestry), range, or wildlife... “. The
additional word for clarification is forestry which was
added to clarify the existing language that has been
in the open burning regulations for this activity since
this provision was added. Ohio EPA understands
that “silvicultural” and forestry are basically
synonymous. In Ohio the “prairie” would be more
appropriate than range. Ohio EPA may consider
these changes in future rulemaking as time allows
but at this point in time does not consider this a
critical change that would justify delaying the
adoption of this rule package.

. Same as response 2.
. Same as response 3.

. and 7. and Summary

The Appendix to OAC rule 3745-19-03 is applied only
when the “emergency or other extraordinary
circumstances” is the result of a natural disaster,
such as a storm event, which also must be declared
a natural disaster by the governor. This is (hopefully)
a very infrequent situation and is needed in these
extreme situations where open burning may be the
only method of disposal based on economic
hardship.

Open burning is considered to be the very last
alternative per the requirements found in this
Appendix. As discussed in response 2 above, an
“extraordinary” circumstance would normally be one
of these natural disasters, though Ohio EPA agrees
on rare occasion it could be something else (for
example, a livestock epidemic). The Appendix when
applied does require that only vegetative material be
burned. Even if some circumstance resulted outside
a natural disaster (non-Appendix) the material to be
disposed could only consist of materials not
prohibited in the standards.
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Comment 5:

Response 5:

Ohio EPA recommends the commenter direct his
concerns regarding ODNR’s burn plans for forest
management to ODNR. The standards set forth by
U.S. EPA for PM 2.5 attainment are stringent and
Ohio EPA does not agree with the commenter that
they are not good. The standards in the area of
Shawnee Forest continue to improve and are meeting
these standards.

In regard to proposed new paragraph (B)(3)(f) in OAC rule
3745-19-04. "Prior notification to the Ohio EPA in
accordance with paragraph (B) of rule 3745-19-05 of the
Administrative Code shall be required for the disposal of
agricultural waste if the size of waste pile exceeds 20 feet in
diameter by 10 feet in height (or 4,000 cubic feet) and for
residential waste if the size of the waste pile exceeds 10 feet
by 10 feet by 10 feet (or 1,000 cubic feet)."

| do not see any need or benefit for advance notice to Ohio
EPA for such disposal activities and recommend against this
change. If Ohio EPA is determined to make this change and
the intent is to prevent large fires that might get out of
control, | suggest that the term waste pile be changed to
burn pile. That way material accumulated in a large waste
pile can be added to a burn pile as previously fed material is
consumed.

Paul F. Munn, P.E.
Project Manager/Project Engineer
The Mannik &Smith Group, Inc.

Ohio EPA appreciates the suggestion by the
commenter. By adding the requirement of notification
(before burning) to the local EPA office for any waste
pile exceeding these limits, a representative from Ohio
EPA would likely inspect the site and suggest, if
necessary, that the pile be reduced and then burned in a
smaller pile as a requirement for the burning. Ohio may
consider the term burn pile in future rulemaking but at
this point in the process it is not a critical change that
would be needed to be added and delay the final rule.
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Comment 6:

Ohio Administrative Code 3745-19-01(C) has a definition
of "Emergency burning."

In the Appendix which gives the conditions for such burning,
the title is given as "Extraordinary Circumstances.” This is an
inconsistency.

The same terminology should be used throughout when
referring to the same issue.

The phrase "emergency burning" does not appear in any
regulation. The phrase "extraordinary circumstances" does
occur twice, in OAC 3745-19-03(D)(3) and in OAC 3745-19-
04(C)(3) .

Suggestion: provide a definition of "extraordinary
circumstances" rather than "emergency burning”. Or else,
reword everything of emergency circumstances and
extraordinary circumstances to emergency burning only.

Ohio Administrative Code 3745-19-01(C). Definition of
"Emergency burning” means ". . .the burning of clean
wood waste or deceased animals.. . ©

The Appendix which lists conditions for "Extraordinary
Circumstances" dealing with "a state of emergency" says in
condition number one, "The material burned must be limited
to vegetative material, trees and tree limbs resulting from
natural disaster.”

The wording is inconsistent and contradictory between the
definition and the Appendix condition. The regulations
should say what they mean and mean what they say.

One part of the regulations says "deceased animals” can be
burned in emergencies. Another part prohibits animal
burning by saying that burning in emergencies is "limited to
vegetative material”.

Suggest ion: Eliminate the words "or deceased animals”
from the definition.
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Ohio Administrative Code 3745-19-01(E). Definition of
"Inhabited building”.

This definition lists twelve categories of structures and their
uses which qualify. It then gives five examples. Four of
those examples illustrate one category, trade. This
exemplifies the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency bias
toward commercial and special interests rather than public
well-being.

Suggestion: Use as examples schools, hospitals and nursing
homes where larger numbers of people more vulnerable to
smoke from fire may be, people like children, the sick, and
the elderly. This would enhance the public image of the
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency.

Ohio Administrative Code 3745-19-01 (proposed H).
Definition of “Ohio EPA”".

The definition includes just about everything except the
agency itself, an organization and institution with many
employees, functions, responsibilities and operations.

Delegated agencies like Portsmouth Local Air Agency for my
region are "Ohio EPA". District office chiefs but not the rest
of their offices, apparently, are "Ohio EPA." The state head
of the state agency is "Ohio EPA." This is rather like
corporations being considered as persons.

This is misleading for the public which tends to identify an
organization name with the organization as a whole, not just
with one individual. When people have dealings with Ohio
Environmental Protection Agency, it is not the director, only
and personally, who is usually involved.

Suggestion: Add to the definition words which mean the
entire organization - Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
organization and director, division chiefs and their offices,
and delegated agencies.

Ohio Administrative Code 3745-19-01(proposed J).
Definition of "Residential waste."

Residential waste differs from landscape waste and land
clearing waste, the latter two involving only naturally
produced plant waste material.
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Response 6:

Residential waste, similar to agricultural waste, can include
man-made materials. But, some categories of man-made
materials are prohibited, specifically excluded.

This definition is incomplete, inconsistent, unclear and
misleading because it does not include some prohibited
materials proposed in another regulation about residential
waste, building materials as given in 3745-19-04(B)(3)(e). It
also does not include some materials prohibited for
agricultural waste which should also be prohibited from
residential waste, namely dead animals; animal waste; motor
vehicles and parts thereof; economic poisons and their
containers in OAC 3745-19-01(A).

It shouldn't be left open in the regulations that dead pet
animals can be burned in a residential bonfire but not with
agricultural materials generated on the same property if the
residence is a farm house on a farm.

Suggestion: Make a clear and complete listing of prohibited
materials in the definition. Then other regulations in the
Code would not have to give partial, incomplete, inconsistent
or duplicate listings.

Ohio Administrative Code 3745-19-04(C)(3) in
unrestricted areas.

Suggest ion: delete the words ". . . rule 3745-19-03 of the
Administrative Code" and substitute the words "this rule”
to be the same as otherwise identical wording in 3745-19-
03(D)(3) for restricted areas.

Barbara Lund, Save our Shawnee Forest (March 6, 2012
submittal)

Ohio EPA appreciates the suggestion of the commenter.
This comment and response is similar to that made in
comment 4 concerning emergency or extraordinary
circumstances. As stated, the appendix to OAC rule
3745-19-03 only applies if a request by a community is
necessary to perform open burning for the disposal of
vegetative material as a result of a natural disaster as
described in the definition of “emergency burning”. The
proposed rules have added the clarification of “if
required”, if the emergency or extraordinary
circumstance is a natural disaster where the community
requires  assistance. There could be other
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circumstances (likely rare) that a request for approval to
open burn from the Director could be made that was not
a result of a natural disaster.

The potential disposal of “deceased animals” that
resulted from a natural disaster or extraordinary
circumstance does not apply to the requirements of the
Appendix and only deals with a community’s disposal of
vegetative material discussed above. Though rare, a
natural disaster such as a flood/tornado could destroy a
large number of cattle and could create the potential
that open burning may be the only safe/practical method
of disposal. The Appendix for OAC rule 3745-19-03 does
not apply in this case as it only applies when vegetative
material must be disposed of. OAC rules 3745-19-
03(C)(1) and 19-04(D) also provides for the disposal of
diseased animals via open burning notification if
deemed necessary by a health/agricultural department
agency. Farmers cannot dispose of deceased animals
as a result of daily operations via open burning as they
are not considered agricultural waste. Ohio EPA does
not agree with the commenter that the words “or
deceased animals” be removed from the definition of
“emergency burning”.

Ohio EPA does not agree with the need to add additional
examples of structure types in the definition of
“inhabited building”. The definition found in OAC rule
3745-19-01(E) already covers the potential for any
inhabited building not mentioned in the rule (such as
schools). The examples listed are those that would likely
be associated with agricultural or residential open
burning in an un-restricted area located well outside any
city or community limits where such burning is
prohibited. These burns would therefore only be located
in very low population density area where no hospitals,
schools or nursing homes are likely to be located. If the
building is located near the farm or residence, the burn
site is located, the building would still need to be
located at least 1000 feet away from the structure.

Ohio EPA does not agree with the suggested change to
the definition of “Ohio EPA” found in OAC 3745-19-
01(H). When taken in context with how the term Ohio
EPA is used within OAC chapter 3745-19, the definition
is appropriate. The use of “Ohio EPA” in this chapter
specifically refers to those individuals within the agency
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who can approve permissions for open buring and the
definition groups them under a single term. Where
permission is specifically required from the director of
Ohio EPA, the rule is written as such.

Ohio EPA does not agree with the commenter that
additional prohibitive materials be added to the
definition of residential waste. Landscape waste is part
of the general classification of waste that is generated
as part of residential waste. The rule lists the general
make up of waste that cannot be burned as part of
residential or agricultural waste; rubber, grease, asphalt,
or liquid petroleum products, plastics or building
materials. It would be difficult and make the rules very
cumbersome to list every specific material in the rules
that cannot be burned. “Dead animals”, as used in the
open burning standards, are generally assumed to
include agricultural livestock, such as individual cattle,
that have died of natural causes. Pets are not actually
listed in the rules as waste that should not be burned as
residential waste. Ohio EPA assumes that burning of
pets would not be a normal occurrence in most
households located out in the country as well as the
burning of human bodies which are also not listed as
prohibitive for open burning.

Ohio EPA does not agree with the suggestion to revise
the language in OAC rule 3745-19-04(C)(3). Though the
Appendix for community hardship requests could also
apply in an un-restricted area, the Appendix is part of
OAC rule 3745-19-03 only (restricted areas) so that
referral must be indicated in the paragraph 19-04 (C)(3) if
the appendix applies.
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Comment 7:
Comments, opsn burning regulatlons

Thank you for sllowing me o comment on the second round of
propossls for revislons to Ohlo Administrative Code 37£5-19,
open burning regul ations, for the upcoming JCARR hearing, I'd
reglly 1ike to ses Ohlo Envirommentsl Protectlon Agency give a
credible presentation to JCARR. My comments are those of a '
citizen watchdog who wants to see her state govermeunt do better
for the publlec well~-being, all citizens, and the 1lving land-base

envirorment of the state.

I submit{ed comments about the Draft of proposed changes in
jugust 2011. One of my suggeetions, on Engl ish usage, was _
addressed, properly in ay opinion. But, in my opinion, 211 my
other conmenis were either ignered or responded to with False
information gnd misleading explainations,

Before the extended comment deadline of Mareh 16, 2012, I will
try to formulate my comments and sugpssiions 4iffersntly, For
now I request the Ohlo Enviremmentsl Protectlon Agency please
revisit my comments from the first Dralt comment perind, Plesse
compent without using coneluglons besed on tlhe alr pollution
monitoring conducted during the April 24-%1, 2009 fire in Shawnes

Stafe Forest,

Please address the followlng issues: pre-perait hearings; what
reduct ion of alr emissions wewns sclentifically; the lssue of
burning live and dead animgls in prescribed fires; the lssue of

smoke {not fire) within 1,000 feet of an Inhabited building
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during preserived flres; allowing the substltuflon of acres for

the quantity and type of materials to be burned,

Additionally, Chie Environmentel Profection ggency, in ay opinion,
needs to do a serious reeveluation of the entlire open burning ¢ode
baged on 2012 conditions which have changed from ones in the 1970s

when the code was Tirst written,

In the exlsting cods, the greafest need is t.o address the burning
on 1living landsespes which now are the largest flres, producing
the most smoke, the ones most at risk for escaping and doing
unintended harm and demage, the ones that put those condueting the
fires at greatest risk of harm, yet the fires with viriually neo

conditions written into the lew regulating them.

Chio Envirormental Protection ageney 1s, in my opinlon, clearly
aveiding addreseing living landseape fires. It 1s clearly avelding
hohest and trangparent dlslog with the public and thal 1s un-
acceptable to me, I want Ohic Environmental Protectlon Agsnoy

to take more responsibility for the guthority it hes.

Barbara Lund, Save our Shawnee Forest (March 9, 2012
submittal)

Response 7: Ohio EPA appreciates the commenter’'s continued
concern for Ohio’s air quality but does not agree with
the commenter’'s opinion that Ohio EPA ignored or
responded with false information in the response to her
draft comments. The issues of concern summarized
above by the commenter are essentially the same as
those made by the commenter during the draft comment
period which were addressed in detail by Ohio EPA in
the draft response to comments document dated
December 20, 2011. These issues such as “pre-permit
hearings”, reduction of air emissions, burning of live
and dead animals, burn-site within 1000 feet of an
inhabited building and acreage verses quantity and
material burned have been addressed in the response to
draft comments by Ohio EPA. Response to these issues
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(such as live versus dead animals, the 1000 feet buffer,
etc.) can also again be found in sections of this
responsive summary in responses to this commenter
and others.

As discussed in the reply comment 1 above (and in
detail in the response to comment 1 of the draft rules),
the long term air quality in Scioto county has shown
continued improvement over the years and is currently
attaining the national ambient air quality standards
(NAAQS) defined by U.S. EPA in accordance with the
Clean Air Act. Notwithstanding the temporary monitors
that were in operation during the April 2009 burn that
the commenter mentions; over the past 14 years, Ohio
EPA has made significant progress in reducing
particulate pollution in the Huntington-Ashland area
(Adams, Gallia, Lawrence and Scioto Counties) and has
now attained the NAAQS. This is documented by actual
PM 2.5 monitoring (permanent) data in the area.

It should be noted that Ohio EPA has not been given
authority by the state legislature to prohibit open
burning for reasons other than protecting the air quality
of the state of Ohio.
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Comment 8:
Ohle Adminietrative Gode 3745-19-0% open buriing in

regtricted areas,

(B) "Open burning shall be allowed for the following puri;eggs
without notification to or permission from the Qhie EPa*

(B){(1)} in this rule, acetylene torches, highway safety flares
and suudge pots are things, tools, equipment rather than purposes.
(B)(2) outdoor fireplace equipment ig a thing, net a purpose,
(C)(2) bonfires and campfires are things, not purposes.

{D)(4) practices are things, not purposes,

(D)(5) fires and pyrotechnic effects are things, wot purposes.

Suggestion: rewrite all the "thing" words as "purposes”,

Verbs with Ing endings work.

Barbara Lund, Save Our Shawnee Forest (March 9, 2012
submittal)

Response 8: These suggestions are similar to the suggestions for
language changes (purposes versus things) made by
the commenter in the rule for open burning in un-
restricted areas, OAC rule 3745-19-04. Ohio EPA does
not agree that this change is necessary at this time. The
existing rule states that open burning shall be allowed
for the following purposes; occupational needs, and
cooking food for human consumption, pleasure,
religious, ceremonial, warmth, recreational, or similar
purposes.

Comment 9:
Chio administrative Code 3745-19-04(B) has a proposed new

regul ation sentence whiech ig unnumbered and follows proposed

(B){6). This proposal ls unnecessary and should be removed,

(B)(2) is mentioned unnecessarily because all the conditions
mentioned in the proposed regul ation are already 1isted and

spelled cut in (B)(2),
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Response 9:

(BJ{(1) 1is mentioned unnecessarily because the conditions don't
apply except for "heating for the warmth of outdoor workers and
strikers," a use which would better fit under (B)(2) which also

mentioned open burning for warmth,

The pccupational use of welding, flares or smudge pots doesn't
allow much cholee of fuel or size selection and is unlikely to
be used for waste disposal, so these proposéd conditions are

inappropriate,

(B(5) should have the proposed conditions 1isted under 1t

specifically if needed,

Barbara Lund, Save Our Shawnee Forest (March 12,
2012 submittal)

Ohio EPA appreciates the suggestions on the
conditions listed for open burning that is permitted
without notification or written permission to open burn.
At this point Ohio EPA will not make any of the
suggested changes. This paragraph was added to
reinforce and clarify that these fires, while allowable for
their intended purposes, may not be used for waste
disposal purposes.
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Comment 10:

Response 10:

Please provide a detailed and reasoned gxplaination and an
angwer to the question: Why are there contradictions and
tnconsistencies in the Ohio administrative Code 3745-19

regulations with regard to burning dead animals?

The repulations now specifically prohibit burning dead animals
in agricultural waste, They fall to specifically prohiblt
purning dead animals in residentlial waste, outdoor cooking,
and in the burning on the 1iving landscapes of horticultural,

gilvicultural, range, and wildlife areas, Why?

Further, why hasn't Ohio Envirommental Protection Agency proposed
changes or revisicns to the regulations to eliminate the con-

tradictions snd inconsistencies and to exnlain end clarify

definitions so there is no ambiguity, no confusicn as there now is!

Further, why does the Chio Envirommental Protection fpgency public
information brochure "Before You Light It,.. Xnow Chie's Open
Burning Regulations," June 2007 editlon, say that dead animals

may not be burned anywhere in the state at any time and that

of dead animals
open burning is never allowed when in fact the law, Oblo

Administrative Code 3745-19, does not support those statements?

Barbara Lund, Save Our Shawnee Forest (March 15,
2012 submittal)

Ohio EPA appreciates the commenter’s point, however
Ohio EPA does not feel that there are any contradictions
in the language in Ohio Administrative Code (OAC)
Chapter 3745-19. As noted at the end of each rule, the
rules are authorized under Ohio Revised Code (ORC)
3704.03(E), and amplify ORC 3704.03(A) and 3704.03(E).
ORC 3704.03(E), which these rules amplify, gives Ohio
EPA the authority to “Adopt, modify, suspend, and
rescind rules for the prevention, control, and abatement
of air pollution, ...., and other necessary rules for the
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purpose of achieving and maintaining compliance with
ambient air quality standards...”

The burning of animal remains as an everyday practice
for agricultural waste disposal is prohibited in the
definition for agricultural waste in OAC rule 3745-19-01
and is only allowed in emergency circumstances, and
then only upon approval of the director of Ohio EPA.
The purpose of restricting this form of disposal is the
protection of air quality under the authority granted to
OEPA by the legislature.

The burning of the remains of a household pet, while not
specifically prohibited, is likely an infrequent activity
and represents such a small quantity of emissions that
Ohio EPA does not see it as an immediate threat to the
attainment and maintenance of ambient air quality
standards. Ohio EPA still discourages this practice,
however, and would prefer to see pet remains disposed
of in alternate methods. OEPA does, however, recognize
that the “universal” statement on the prohibition of
burning animal remains in the “Before you light it...”
pamphlet may be a bit confusing when it comes to the
disposal of pet remains. The Division of Air Pollution
Control (DAPC) will work with Ohio EPA’s public
involvement center (PIC) to clarify this statement in
future versions of the pamphlet.

The practice of prescribed burning is allowed as a
recognized silvicultural practice under OAC 3745-19-
03(D)(4) and OAC 3745-19-04(C)(5). This practice may
only be performed during appropriate weather
conditions and after receipt of approval from the
director of Ohio EPA. These fires are designed and
carried out by trained professionals from the Ohio
Division of Forestry and the United State forestry
Service. Prior to each prescribed fire, these
professionals prepare and submit their request for
permission to open burn to Ohio EPA for approval. Ohio
EPA reviews their application and then either issues or
denies permission for the burn based on our authority
to achieve and maintain compliance with the national
ambient air quality standards.

In all instances, OEPA’s rules take into account our
authority granted by the state legislature to protect the
air quality of the state of Ohio by attaining and
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Comment 11:

Response 11:

maintaining the national ambient air quality standards.
There is, in OEPA’s opinion, no contradiction in the rule
language.

why isn't Qhio Envirommentsl Protection pgency dolng more to
¢l iminate air pollution from open burning? Why 1s 1t still a
big part of the problem instead of contributing more to the

solutions for alr pollution?

My world is dying, We humans, myself included, are killing 1t.
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, through its open burning
regul ations and its issulng of permits to pollute the alr
contributes to degredation of the natursl world, our 1ife-support

system,

Most open burning is done for reasons of convenience, efficlency
or economics. Those are not necessary or essentlal reasons to
burn when protection of ocur 1and base, the 1iving blesphere, and

a habitable planet are more lmportant,

Suggestion: Totslly rewrite the open burning regulations with the
goal of eliminating most open burning, The state should do more
than the federal. If the federal laws allow a certaln smount of
air pollution, the state should require even less, or none at all,
if possible, Less bad is still not good 1f we're talking about
unheal thy and harmful air pollution which 1s killing us and the

planst, which we are, Mo bad lg good.

vellution is a sign of design failure, Regulate for zero air

pollution to affect deslgn change,

Barbara Lund, Save Our Shawnee Forest (March 15,
2012 submittal)

Ohio EPA thanks the commenter for her concern
regarding Ohio’s air quality. In the comment, the
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Comment 12:

commenter asks why more is not being done to
eliminate air pollution from open burning. Ohio EPA
would like to remind the commenter that in the 40+
years since Ohio’s open burning regulations have been
in effect, they have been an invaluable part of Ohio’s
state implementation plan (SIP) for attaining and
maintaining the national ambient air quality standards
(NAAQS) as required by the Clean Air Act (CAA), and
that they have assisted in greatly improving Ohio’s
ambient air quality. However, the Ohio EPA has only
been given certain authorities to protect the
environment by the Ohio state legislature.

As mandated by Ohio’s state legislature, Ohio EPA must
promulgate rules and regulations for the attainment and
maintenance of the NAAQS, however, Ohio EPA is not
permitted to make rules that are any more stringent than
the requirements established by the federal government
under the clean air act without the consent of the
legislature. Ohio EPA continues to encourage the
citizens of Ohio to find alternative methods and reduce
emissions from open burning however, these are
voluntary measures and are not binding as rules would
be.

Comment, open burning regulations, Keeping smoke 1,000 feet
away from inhabited buildings. Why lsn't this applied uni-

forml y?

The four categories of open burning for waste disposal all
regul ate how close the fires may be to inhabited bulldings,
1,000 feet,

A major category where this regulatory conditlen fails fo be
specified Is for prescribed fire burning actlons across 1iving
landscapes - horticultural, silvieultural, range, and wildlife

areas, This is contradictory and inconsistent,
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Response 12:

In the response to comments during the earlier - jugust 2011 -
comment perlod, Ohio Environmental Protection Agency addressed
the "1,000 feet stand-off from the nearest resident" by changing
the discussien from an alr emisslon smoke issue to one of a
safety issue of the fire itself, something the agency claims is
not its concern, This 1s deliberately misleading, an obfuscatien,
While the regul atory conditions do say omly "fire" and not also
smoke, clearly the intent of an air pellution regulation is about
smoke from the fire, not the flames from the fire impacting nearby
inhabited builldings, One thousand feet is, in most but not 211
instances, mere than enough buffer distance to prevent flame
contact with an inhasbited buildlng. That longer distance probably
is tc allow the smoke to dlsslpste or blow away, producing less

impact on those closest to the fire,

Dissipating smoke exports the alr pollution and fails to
protect the resplratory health of everyone and everything else
down wind, Thls is one of the flaws in the smoke management
regulations - the bellef that dilution is the solution to
pollution when it is not., Ohlo Envirormental Protection Apency

1s being 1llogical and non-seientific with this belief,

Suggestion: Revlise the code for conslstency in applying the
1,000 feet rule to keep smoke from fires Impacting inhabited
bulldings,

Barbara Lund, Save Our Shawnee Forest (March 15,
2012 submittal)

Ohio’s open burning regulations were originally
promulgated over 40 years ago. At the time, it was
recognized that open burning was necessary in some
circumstances, however, frequent burning caused
repeated exposure to smoke for neighbors the
residences where the burning was occurring. The 1,000
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foot buffer for open burning in mainly non-restricted and
to a lesser extent restricted areas, is intended to give
the smoke a chance to rise and dissipate so that it
lessens the effect on the surrounding populace during
frequent and repeated burning instances.

The reason that a 1,000 foot buffer is not required for
prescribed fires is that, unlike residential fires, a) these
fires are infrequent, b) the fires are performed with
advanced notice under professional supervision, and c)
these fires are required to be performed under optimal
conditions which will, in theory, reduce smoke and
prevent or reduce smoldering after the burn is
completed. Prescribed fire activities whether in
grasslands or forest are not considered waste disposal
and do not occur on a regular basis

As a recognized silvicultural practice, it would be
difficult for Ohio EPA to set an additional 1,000 foot limit
on prescribed fires at this time. Monitoring data from
recent fires have shown that emissions from these fires
are not causing exceedances of the national ambient air
guality standards (NAAQS) and since monitoring data
are also showing that Ohio is moving into attainment for
particulate matter standards throughout the state, the
addition of the 1,000 foot buffer requirement for
prescribed fires could be seen as an unnecessary
additional restriction. As noted in previous responses in
this document, it is difficult for state agencies to impose
unnecessary restrictions without the consent of the
Ohio legislature.
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Comment 13:
ohio Administrative Codes 3745-19-~03(D)94) and 3T45-15-04{C)(5).

These two rules invelve éat@gorias of open burning thafféfe 5bfh;;‘ 
undefined and eesentlslly unregulated by law, Yet, the&:indlude '
open burning preseribed Iires that are the largest and which pro-
duce the greastest amount of air pellution, spores in addltion $o
smoke, They are the mest harmful to the resplratory heslth of
himans and other organlems., They have the highest rlek of getting
put of control and doing unintended desmage, harm and producing
additionsl smoke, They put the most flrefighters at risk of harm

while on a fireline,

These are catchall fire categorles for open burning which is

done across Living landscapes. They don't fit the deseriptlons for
waste materials that are stacked and drisd before burnlng, They
invelve materisls that are glive, wet and retting. They invelve
animgl materdsl as well as plant materisl, They lapact living soll,

ereating condltions which allow sell eroslon,

My suggestion: eliminate these two rules, Instesd, creste a
new category for egriculturgl production,

1. define agricultural productilon and 1ist the allowable
categories such as: hortieuliursl ineluding orchards, Christmas
tree farms, tree plantations; sllvieulturslly-menaged forssts or
tree sreas, woodlands and wood lots; livestock pastures (Ohlo
has no open range laws); prairie wildflower gardens; yards;
fencerowsz; roadslde banks; wildlife areas whlch while maneged
for recreatlon have a gecondary purpose .o. harvesting wild game

for feod which ls an sgricul tursl activity,
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Response 13:

2, List conditiong for burns, such as prohibited materials,
smoke hazards on roadways, dlstance from inhabited bulldings.

The failure to have specific condlione for llving landseape burns
is evasive, inconslgtent, contradletery and non-regulatory.

3, Prohibit open burning across natural ares 1iving landscapes.
pefine natural areae as natlve ecological areas pressrved and

protected without human menagement activities,

4, Creste a new category for burning of invasive specles in
open habitats such as savannas, grasslands, glades and wetlands,

but excluding foreete.

Summary: Define and regulate with conditions the open burng

conducted acrose }iving landscapes,

Barbara Lund, Save Our Shawnee Forest (March 16,
2012 submittal)

As discussed in previous responses to the same
commenter, Ohio EPA disagrees that OAC rules 3745-
19-03(D)(4) and 3745-19-04(C)(5) are both undefined and
unregulated by law. These activities do not produce the
greatest amount of pollution and risk to human health
compared to other sources in the state; which is
supported by continuous air monitoring and continuous
improvement in this area’s air quality status.

It appears the commenter’s suggestion ultimately is to
revise these two rules so that the use of prescribed fire
in areas such as Shawnee State Forest (i.e., natural area
living landscapes) is prohibited as a management tool
by ODNR.
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Comment 14:

Response 14:

Ohic Administrative Gode 3745-19-05(a)(2)(b)
Permission applicatlon information, aereags of maﬁavialé

to be burned,

Wwill Ohlo Envirommenta) Profectlon Ageney please explaln why

it ls avolding having %o know about or regulste the quantlty of
materisl to be burned during the open burne across large areas

of 1iving landscapes? Adding Yhe optlon of using acreage Instead
of qusntity for the smount of material to be burned gllows Ohloe

Envirommental Protection ggsmey this aveidance,

It iu entirely pessible to provide a good estimate of material
smounts in orchards, pastures, prairiss, grasslands, weilands,
forests or other suoh arsag where burn permissions may be
requested. 48 a regulatory ageney, Chlo Environmental Protection

agency ehould know as precilsely as possitle what 1t 1% regtlating,

¥y suggestlont remove the proposed words Yop: acreaze™ Trom

thig rile,

Barbara Lund, Save Our Shawnee Forest (March 16,
2012 submittal)

For open burning requiring written permission (such as
prescribed fire), the entity performing the burn must
provide Ohio EPA with information as outlined in OAC
rule 3745-19-05. The required information can be
provided using the “Open Burning Request Form”
which is available on Ohio EPA’s website at:
http://www.epa.ohio.gov/portals/27/general/NewPermissi
onRequestv10.pdf

Question #3 on the form reflects the requirements of
paragraph (A)(2) of OAC rule 3745-19-05, requesting the
person/entity notifying Ohio EPA of their burn to
“Describe the material to be burned and the quantity of
the material to be burned...”



Rule Package: OAC Chapter 3745-19, Open Burning Regulations

Response to Comments
May 7, 2012

Page 30 of 34

Regarding the use of the word “quantity” on Ohio EPA’s
form, for instances of prescribed burning, it is more
beneficial for Ohio EPA to know the acreage of the burn
site than the actual quantity (i.e. mass or volume) of
materials to be burned since it can vary and is typically
an estimated quantity anyway. For tracking the burn
units and schedules of the burns it is also desirable for
Ohio EPA to know the acreages of each unit. That
information has always been submitted with the
application which includes a map of the burn units and
acreage of each if multiple units are involved.

If a person/entity is requesting permission for different
reason, such as disposal of agricultural waste or a
training fire, it is more useful for OEPA to be provided
with the anticipated quantity (i.e. mass or volume) of
materials to be burned as this is a more reasonable
number at smaller sizes and more accurately
characterizes the burn. It is not necessary for an entity
requesting permission to provide both quantities, hence
the use of the word “or” in the amended language for
paragraph (A)(2) of OAC rule 3745-19-05.

For example, a fire department holding a training fire
would not estimate the fire size at 0.001 acres, they
would provide the dimensions of the house they were
burning. At the same time, the forestry service would
provide the acreage for a prescribed fire as it is not
reasonable or particularly useful to Ohio EPA to
determine the exact amount of fuel in a large prescribed
fire.

It should also be noted that Ohio EPA is only requesting
these quantities for informational knowledge to assist in
our determination of whether the fire is permissible
under the requirements of OAC Chapter 3745-19, and
not if the area should or should not be burned for other
reasons. Ohio EPA always reserves the right to request
additional information if necessary, and can deny the
request if Ohio EPA does not feel that accurate or
relevant information was provided.
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Comment 15:

Ohio Administretive Qode 3745-19-05(a)(2)(e) =nd
Ohic Administrative Code 3745-19405(4)(3)
4pplication for permissient reduced or minimized emiselon

of alr contaminants,

Will Ohlic Enviroummental Prefectlon pgency please glve we an
explaination of how the emissions of alr contzmlnants can be
reduced or minimlzed during an open burn? Please provide seme

exzmples. Please define an air "contaminant,"

My suggestion, Ohic Environmentsl Protection Agency should say
what it means and mesn what it =zys, I don't think it does so

in the case of reducing or minimizing emlssions of alr contamlnants,

Barbara Lund, Save Our Shawnee Forest (March 16,
2012 submittal)

Response 15: To begin, air contaminants, which would predominately
be small particulate matter (PM 2.5) are reduced greatly
by the simple fact that open burning, in general, is
prohibited by the open burning standards (zero
emissions). Where open burning is allowed
geographically and for certain activities, conditions
such as the following found in the standards will reduce
or minimize emissions of air contaminants:

Fueled with clean seasoned firewood, natural gas or
equivalent, or any clean burning fuel with emissions that
are equivalent to or lower than those created from the
burning of seasoned firewood,;

The wastes are stacked and dried to provide the best
practicable condition for efficient burning; and

No materials are burned which contain rubber, grease,
asphalt, or liquid petroleum products, plastics or
building materials.

The rules require the use of an air curtain destructor for
minimizing emissions for the disposal of land clearing
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Comment 16:

debris and burning of land clearing wastes can only be
performed in un-restricted areas (zero emissions).

For activities that are allowed but that require written
permission to open burn, the request form described in
response 14 above also requires conditions which
would reduce emissions of air contaminants such as
open burning for fire training:

Asphalt shingles should be removed prior to burning;
Vinyl siding should be removed prior to burning; and

Asbestos containing material may need to be removed
prior to burning. Friable asbestos must be removed by a
licensed asbestos abatement contractor.

Question 8 on the form asks “What methods or actions
will be taken to reduce the emission of air
contaminants? In most cases the conditions required in
the standards described above would be acknowledged
to be followed in this section. The burn/smoke
management plan required by ODNR would also be
acknowledged as being completed.

Ohle Adninistrstive Codes 3T45-19=03(C)(3)(a), 3745-19-04(B)(3)(a),
and 3745-19-04(C)(4)(a)., dissipating contaminants

These three rule conditlons say "The fire 1s set only when

atmozpheric conditlons will readily dlesipate contaminants

Will the Ohio Environmentsl Protectlon Ageney please give me g
reasoned explalnation ag to why it mandates the export of alr

contaminants away from the burn site?
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If the air conteminanis from an open burn are harmful teo those at
fhe burn site, they are slso harmful anywhere they go. Using
atmospheric conditions to diseipate Just spreads the contamlnants

and their harm to more people over g larger area,

My suggestion: Prohibit open bufning when atmospheric conditions
will mogt readily dissipate contaminents, If those doing the
open burns have to deal with the greater lmpact of the emlseions
{smoke) perhaps they will find better ways to gccomplish what is
intended by the burn, (slmilarly, if the U,8, Envirenmental
Protection igency were to mandate that the exhaust plpe of motor
vehicles terminated inelde the driver space of the vehicle,
englneers would scon find ways to reduce or &l imingte harmfull
tallpipe emissions.)

Barbara Lund, Save Our Shawnee Forest (March 16,
2012 submittal)

Ohio EPA appreciates the comments concerning the
dispersion of air contaminants based on atmospheric
conditions. The commenter appears to be confusing
dispersion of air pollution contaminants with the
concentration of those contaminants from the source. It
is desirable that the concentration of the contaminant be
reduced as it moves away from the source. This occurs
naturally through dispersion and mixing with the
ambient air. If this did not occur it would be impossible
to be near acommon campfire as the smoke would build
to such high concentrations that anyone near the fire
would be choked, as if a glass enclosure was built
around the fire with no place for the smoke to go. The
commenter’s similar example of terminating an exhaust
pipe inside a car would also not be desirable.

The burn plan in the case of prescribed fire, considers
the optimum atmospheric conditions that enhances the
desired effect of the quick dispersion of the smoke
generated. As with a smoke stack from a combusted
fuel source, the smoke first rises well above ground
level and then is carried downwind and mixes with the
ambient air so that the concentration of smoke
(particulates) is reduced to very small levels that will not
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Comment 17:

Response 17:

impact health and the air quality standards. It would not
be desirable to encourage fires when dispersion is
minimal.

Ohio EPA appreciates the comments and opinions submitted
by Mr Robert Klouman dealing with the open burning
standards as they relate primarily to the prescribed fire
provisions of the rules. Unfortunately, the commenter
submitted only a faxed hard copy of the entire open burning
standards with comments/opinions handwritten throughout
the rules and margins of the rules. These handwritten notes
were very difficult to read and or interpret and Ohio EPA was
unable to obtain a clearer version prior to generating our
responses. In addition, many were opinions of the
commenter directed to the Division of Forestry that would not
necessitate a response by Ohio EPA based on this
rulemaking.

Many of the comments/concerns were similar to those made
by Ms. Lund in the earlier comments of this responsive
summary dealing with prescribed fire in the forest areas.
Comments/opinions concerning live/dead animals, acreage
verses quantity of materials, 1000 feet of stand-off,
permitting requirements, the Appendix for storm debris
disposal, etc. were also found throughout these comments.

Robert Klouman, Save Our Shawnee Forest

Most if not all of the comments (not the opinions) of the
commenter have already been responded to in the
similar comments of Ms. Lund throughout this
responsive summary.

Previous commenters of the Shawnee Forest group(s)
including Ms. Lund have indicated that the use of
prescribed fire in areas such as Shawnee State Forest
(i.e., natural area living landscapes) should be
prohibited by Ohio EPA via rule amendments.

End of Comments



